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Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jarnahiriya/Malta) , Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1985, para. 74.

KTH BB E, 152 0. H Thirlway, “The Law and Procedure of the International Court of Justice 1960 — 1989,
Part VI”, (1995) British Year Book of International Law 65, pp.45 -54,
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@ Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1993, para. 60.

@ Greenland & Jan Mayen, paras. 18 —21. See also, the map on p. 45.

@ Ibid. , paras. 59, 70.

@ Ibid. , paras. 68 —69, 91 -92.

® Anglo-French Continental Shelf Case, Reports of international Arbitral Awards, Volume XVIII, paras. 28.

© Continental Shelf (Libyan v. Malta), para. 21. Territorial Sovereignty and Scope of the Dispute (Eritrea and Yemen) , Reports
of International Arbitral Rewards, Volume XXII, pp.209 -332, paras. 136, 164.

@ Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Guinea and Guinea-Bissau, Reports of International Arbitral Rewards, Volume
XIX, pp. 149 — 196, para. 94.

® Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1982, para. 130. Maritime Delimitation and

Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 2001, para.249. Land and Maritime

Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports

2002, para. 307.

Greenland & Jan Mayen, para. 21.

H. Thirlway, “The Law and Procedure of the International Court of Justice 1960 — 1989, Part VI, p.53.

Continental Shelf ( Tunisia/Libyan), Judgment, para. 75.
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[ amEE] 124 85 -65 (1988 4£) 99—100 H, See also, Continental Shelf ( Tunisia/Libyan), Judgment, para.75.
Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area, Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1984, para. 221. Delimitation of maritime
areas between Canada and France, Reports of International Arbitral Awards, Volume XIII, para. 93.

Anglo-French Continental Shelf Case, para. 61.

Ibid. , paras. 48, 205. Greenland & Jan Mayen, para. 45.

North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgement, 1. C. J. Reports 1969, paras. 60 —81.

Ibid. , para. 85.

Ibid. , para. 85.

Ibid. , para. 88.

See, Anglo-French Continental Shelf Case, para.75. Gulf of Maine Area, para. 123. Continental Shelf ( Libyan v. Malta) ,
paras. 26 —29. Greenland & Jan Mayen, para. 46. ANid, F7/R (Chruchill) FIZ B (Lowe) TEHZEMERINN. hTH
PRk B AE NI ST [ B S B A 15 B 00 T sl B A 1A 42 I B E PR, I HSRJT R 48 e B (judge-
made law) , R. R. Chruchill and A. V. Lowe, The Law of the Sea (New York: Juris Publishing, 3rd edn, 1999), p. 185. A
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©@ Anglo-French Continental Shelf Case, para. 70.
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@O Greenland & Jan Mayen, paras. 49 —53.
@ Ibid. , para. 56.

® Qatar v. Bahrain, para. 231. Cameroon v. Nigeria, para. 288.

@ Greenland & Jan Mayen, para. 55.

® Eritrea v. Yemen, paras. 130 — 131. Cameroon v. Nigeria, para.285. Arbitration between Barbados and the Republic of
Trinidad and Tobago, relating to the delimitation of the exclusive economic zone and the continental shelf between them, Reports
of International Arbitral Awards, Volume XXVII, pp. 147 - 251, para. 193.

© Gulf of Maine Area, para.95.

@ Continental Shelf (Libyan v. Malta) , para. 28.

® Gulf of Maine Area, para.95.

© Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, para. 222.

© EHEY (Quintana) AT IR RS FIN R [ PRk i — MR, (HIRTEMLSE . ERE R R Ao e— A i, S5H

M7 AR FEAS A L Se 7. 1. J. Quintana, “The International Court of Justice and the Formation of General International
Law: The Law of Maritime Delimitation as an Example”, in A.S. Mullerer al. (ed. ), The International Court of Justice
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North Sea Continental Shelf, paras. 84 —101.

Continental Shelf ( Tunisia/Libyan) , Judgment, para. 117 =121, 133. Guinea v. Guinea-Bissau, para. 111.

Gulf of Maine Area, para. 213, 229. Guinea and Guinea-Bissau, para. 111.

Canada v. France, para. 70.

G HLEERE /A S O R W i 2 L. Prosper Weil, The Law of Maritime Delimitation: Reflections ( London, Cambridge
University Press, 1989), p. 209,

©® North Sea Continental Shelf, para. 89.

@

® e oo

Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan), Judgment, para. 110. Gulf of Maine Area, paras. 155 — 156. Guinea and Guinea-Bissau,
para. 103. Canada v. France, paras. 37 —41.

® North Sea Continental Shelf, para. 57.

@ Anglo-French Continental Shelf Case, paras. 109, 205. Continental Shelf ( Libyan v. Malta), para. 62. Greenland & Jan
Mayen, paras. 51 —53. Eritrea v. Yemen, paras. 131 —132.

@ Qatar v. Bahrain, para.230. Cameroon v. Nigeria, para.290.

North Sea Continental Shelf, paras. 19 —43.

North Sea Continental Shelf, para. 101.

Continental Shelf (Libyan v. Malta) , para.33.

Ibid. , para. 40.
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@ Ibid. , para.77. [F¥EFE B AYIAA . Continental Shelf (Tunisia/Libyan) , Judgment, para. 110. Gulf of Maine Area, para. 107,
162. Guinea and Guinea-Bissau, para. 102. Canada v. France, para. 38,

@ Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, para. 306.

® Barbados v. Trinidad and Tobago, para.

@ BERYE (Thirlway) A : VENRIFMEPRERE, %) EIRES ARG BBk B SOR HAS] “MIET &850,
H. Thirlway, “The Law and Procedure of the International Court of Justice 1960 — 1989, Supplement, 2005 Parts One and
Two”, (2006) British Year Book of International Law, Vol. 76, p.33. A RITH (Evans) W8 H . &I AP H] 4]
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Delimitation; Where Do We Go From Here?”, D. Freestone et al. (ed. ), The Law of the Sea: Progress and Prospects
(London, Oxford University Press, 4th edn, 2006), p. 138.

® North Sea Continental Shelf, para. 101.
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Maritime Delimitation ( Oxford: Hart Publishing, 2006) , p. 176,

Continental Shelf (Libyan v. Malta) , para. 48.
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Trends in International Jurisprudence on Maritime Delimitation
Juni Chi Eto ( Translated by Chongyang Xin)

Abstract; Under the requirements of fair demarcation, the maritime delimitation judges have presented
some trends worthy of attention through a series of maritime delimitation judgments. On the decision of the
relevant areas, there has been some judicial practices exercising maximum balance between the interests of
both parties by drawing “areas of overlapping potential entitlement” besides “areas of overlapping
claims”. In the application of the law, the rule of equidistance-special circumstances and the equitable
principles-relevant circumstances rule have gradually merged and are increasingly integrated with norms
such as treaties and customary laws. In the delimitation method, consideration on “coast circumstances”
gradually withdrew and the priority of distancewas limitedly consolidated in the development of the rule of
equidistance-special circumstances. On the issue of “special circumstances” , the reliance on geographical
factors has continued, while the status of fairness in the delimitation is still under controversy.

Keywords: Law of the Sea, Maritime Delimitation, Judicial decisions
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