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@ Maritime Dispute ( Peru v. Chile) , Judgment (hereinafter as Peru v. Chile) , p. 12, para. 16, http: //www. icj-cij. org/docket/
files/137/14385. pdf (last visited 5 February 2014).
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Peru v. Chile, p. 14, paras. 17 —18.

Peru v. Chile, pp.20 -21, paras. 37 - 38.

FBH LA B R T 1945 AR EA CREBTIEF), FUb, 0 F 0004830 35 [ 5 79 B 48 04 1 R AR + Y
FAR PR A A B R SEHIR, EX— & FIORRIE I BRI b, WAREA “ E8 X —F5FE,

Peru v. Chile, Memorial of the Government of Peru, Volume I (20 March 2009) , pp. 99 — 103, paras. 4. 29 —4. 34.
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E BRiE BT i X 5RO # e B

LS E S LD RN SR UR S S AP R g = SN R = P S W g LS el 0B 82 KLY Ay @ NS i S 2|
&, ZEF REBAS T L SRR I RN A, RIS 4 ZZ00RE . (ST 5a X
I i VA 2 PV DXl P 000 S BRAC AT AT B, LA bk By 05 A ) DX ) A i
T BBEAK, WEBEANKANESORE, 554 5085 8 S EXT FReE 505015 505
SR ARG Z R P, Hak, IWE SR B MRS B &, REEANE M B brdE R A6
Hek, BRI R B RE/R LG = E AR LRI BN, FE 3K X 3k i [5] i 4
PrASRYEIR ., FRK, AR IR T 1952 AR BFASBGE R, UORMIZSUGE RN M (Y
BNYY) 532 e “AAMMER TAE”, MAEEA Tk (RAEAL) 531 FHMEn
“ M i 5 T T T AR A 2 i R B R 2 18 AT o iR B R S G S 2R A R A
R A BRI -2 B HAT R LA 20t 45 T i b s 55 40 40 P8 2 1 o 45 T ol ) R S, (F R ok — 4R
HEAWRN . TUIREZ/RARFRBABR FHEE 5 S 056 XL, X — RIS A5 4
FMNEIF LT, B, BB RANMES TAOFIN TEREE, B (TS )
FE A S P 3 A D BRI, YRR A, BRI AR BUR AT S 4 B LR AE Ry i U
SR 0 S 55— e, FEA 4R 2 2 8] T B X T R R A — e (HE
WU, (CEHWRFE ) A B 1A 7 A [ A s S S 2 a9 o ol i 0 SR o PR 2 P 4

3. 1954 4EZIT I — R B B

EPRikBE %5 TS . BHSLEIRZ /R 1954 4EZTT R — R TR, 432 (S8 &
BANFEALY) (G2 N X ARG PR R 1954 4F CROSREM) o R I BMSCI A X
AR XIBRGAAAEA R DR E SR AR S, B T A 1954 4 GO ML) .

1954 4% GRAI) N =AER A EE S T — AR FE X, HP 5 R0, X s
JE R 2 R ITA AR E SRR 2 H K N TR/ N et St s A A T, SRR T
(1) A 2 DR LBt = JE 805 R AT R AR 0 B 11 2 5 R i o AR T RVERR AL B S . i T
GulEGR Z IV A ™ A FE SR ™, RIS 1 2R Ml AR IR 12 Mg LA A 57— A
193 T 9 20 B0 45 B 4 AL P45 45 10 9 HL O 501X R 2

EBEAH, UM 1 kAR H T A 3 A [ 2 0] (0 L e AE IR B, R A v
B A — A B AR S A E PR AL R) T HIA . (B, 1954 48 GhAR P If
VA T8 R AT B SR AT Ao U T B, DR — T S B bl ) TR [ 2 ] L
ZR4E T ORI TR R DU AR IR SR 0 FL SR J1 0 BBy, 1947 4E 5K Al 1952
i (R RTE T ) R EZ A TR A B0 R R AR, 1 1954 4F GRAPML) B
B2 W LA 26 B 4 Rt v 3 SR 0 B U S A A T P B 22 0 I AR X — ) b LA e v v 1
M, efBRNUE S ®

4. PETF 1968—1969 4 [B] B AT 1 2 HE

1968 2= 1969 4 7] A& F1 % | b i 75 W [ b o i SRS R Ak, B — 5 L R0 0 4% % — AN AT
¥, PR SMEARREEE SO B BoR P EDEE < S DI 0T DL bR R R AT S AR, LA

@© Peru v. Chile, pp.25-30, paras. 57 —70.
@ Peru v Chile, p.34, para. 81.
® Peru v Chile, pp.33 -37, paras. 80 —91.

« 33 .



(EIBREFZR) 2014 £ 1 89

S TR AR T L B LR AR L

TEBE A IX —ZZ AR BRI B R A BR o A KT RF B i oM e B O R A i
[ AEfTEA BRI PR (HRkBEdE Y, ST A B BV AR B X — R S AR I A L 2 T
Lh LML T AE MRS 12 Y LA IERT b o PR, ATRSE R 2R 1954 48 G EML) —&
TP R R L AR R S P

ZI, EBERERIA TS T P E Z B AR A A 5k, BAIA TR MSET 1952 4
(EHWAFE T ) Bhar 1 M ERER A kK, TR 9 [ 2 )£ B TR R R

EIRERPREIE I T AR 1954 4F (AR o FEfF X — 458 Z AT, kBERIA T 1952
AR (R RFE T ) . FRREIER 4 Z0hnr TR O [ 2 B TR R, Ak R R B 05 Y
B B S5 W FIRBE Z R Ao (HR, i T80 4 RMUE AR B AT AR TE , X — (Rl a] LA
75— A AR L A RO R R

— 7T, Y R Z AR I B R AT LA N B S AR R, AR A AT I AR T 23
I A 2 7 AR A ER AR XI5, AR R — [ A B DS AR A BE R X — AT R L Tz [ R
il A PR I AT LU Ik — i e 7 Xbitt, AL FE P AR AR ERE B E Y 4 AR E RS, B
SRAZACTLA IR 100 P L il =2 8] A A 3 5, L 2 R I 5 7 B 8 — [ DR 2 A 2 200 1
BU, X RER A P [ 2 R T P R R R AR S B AT 1 AR R, 7 IURRE AN BRI T 122 1 U5 2
AL TS 200 LR IR Z 9.0 LA ERIE “ARURR" X — R AMBIIN, AR
AR DA S TS IR AR I B R RIS B RO OL R R TR AR @ @R (Peter
Tomka) BEiily, T4 4 ZLWIBEEXT R0, (EMWAFE ) IRV LA 2R 9114k
Ve P A RE A S, (At X I 75 TR T (00 8% g A 4 S0 T AR X 4 [ A s A 114
VR DX AR A 0 X — W R R B RO

F—I7 T, BRES 4 FRAER AL, R E RV W I B S B — S e BOE s BT O (SRR E F)
B T I ) AR T X — i BRI SO . 7R 1954 ARk, R BB N /R = [E 1
B (CEHLERFANTE A L)) AR, JEIRZRACGRIE U A B S o 25 (61457 5 Vi el BR 114 2%
A, HZAURA “ BAXMESTER W AW FE 2R T, (R FRIFIF A 2R,
MRS AR AR A, (FHWAFEF) 64 FC D RBUIH, AT 2 ARE TR A R
T R RZ /RS (RFEAZ) IS IMA—DNAREI Y BT (EMERFEF) 4 5%
(8 AAR SR E R B USRI EN, 2 ER RO RZ /AR TR el Rk hidriE—%
o, MAESIAB & . JERZ RAERFE TR —&N, Raiaibexhin: el
IRAERIEAESTGEFRICE: = EYOVA SERER R C 2k, JFH BidJ 20— 45
A E Bl TR S IR £ BE LR AT LR . © X — 2 BUE R BIF-R B, b, L JE = EAR ML
Xt & g A SR  TRE T HLE A% B RS T DX 3 SRR T R

Peru v. Chile, p. 38, para. 96.

Peru v. Chile, p.39, para.99.
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Nicaragua v. Honduras. , p. 736, para. 254.
Nicaragua v. Honduras, p. 731, para. 244.
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Dispute Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary between Bangladesh/Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
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Peru v. Chile, Declaration of Judge Sepulveda — Amor, para. 10.
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The Latest Case on Maritime Delimitation by the
International Court of Justice; Comments on
the Maritime Dispute ( Peru v. Chile) in 2014

Huang Yao and Liao Xuexia

Abstract; On January 27, 2014, the International Court of Justice delivered the judgment in the case
concerning the maritime dispute between Peru and Chile. This is the first case in which the IC] held that
there existed a tacit agreement, and uncommonly delimited the residual maritime boundary at the point
which was 80 miles from the starting point of the land frontier between the two States, using the
equidistance method. However, the Judges themselves could not reach unanimous agreement on the two
substantive matters, namely, the matters concerning the tacit agreement and the equidistance
method. With thorough analysis and in-depth comments on the major disputed matters as well as the
reasoning of the ICJ, this paper concludes that, the judgment fell short of the stringent and well-
established standard of proof which the ICJ itself has set for a tacit agreement. But at the same time, the
application of the three-stage delimitation method reflects the general attitude towards certainty and
predictability of the ICJ. This case may, to different extents, influence both the judicial practice and the
state practice of the future maritime delimitation.

Keywords: Maritime Delimitation, Tacit Agreement, Equidistance Method, Continental Shelf, Exclusive

Economic Zone
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