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AR EEB T, KB R ERS BIRE ik R TAA S, EERAH T ARERE | 45
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7 ] B B R o 152 A o 06 1400 A5 ¥ k) SR v i 22 [ R i v, b PR — o
ZECY SRR I E I RIE AR, — Bk, A SR R LAGIE B AR B A7 78, @ (H2Y
HSOA IE AR E S AN T o0 A AR 3 i, & B UEd RE 0 SR ) e B BB iy, AL 3l fie
T E 0T i LA 0 ) e A P R A A A R o R, T 545 AN — il 1 i
K 3t PR Rl A HASOR) 25 A s 28 B, 0 A ) S i 2 J] 00 0 i A O T 55 R4 i )
WARFFA SRR RO . SR, RIELNL, PR el IEAT UG A R] A AR LR £ Ak BT 4 FAN 5 1
R FEGEAEIE X 3 BRSSO AR R AR B S

MR VA SR, 1 R B 7 Ak B0 - S AR T delcda) S 4 i 2 T W 273 56 522 2% 14 4 T I
i, XEEHBPEART R H A MER L SHREA AR, 245 a4 MOIABIE VAR B ENIE, 2 R
WEe AT FEBR 7 500 T RS R AT 5, B SR MRS = B0 B, R 4o 2 o [ 35
(13t P X 5y R AR SRS T A T, TGS AN [R] 28 25 14 M PRI AS R RV o A 3

w R, P EREUTT BN AT SY B, s E R E 2 Y B B BRI A

@ bR Gv AARR T7 1k 3E BLE TE g 3 e ik e AR A5 O AR e T R R e o R L BR A IR 2T, Pk
T E PR AR BE (Permanent Court of Arbitration) #E47, [EPr#k 338 i B PR B (International Court of
Justice) HEAT . SAMETULE, A SCop L B [ BRifF A J2 48 s po A PR R sk A i oy =0, A S i 3y
PREEAUAS TS EPRIL R, EIPRa) AU 28 B PR 5 AP B

@ Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain ( Qatar v. Bahrain) , Judgment, I C.]. Reports

2001, Dissenting Opinion by Judge Torres Bernardez, p.225.
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FIGIHTIRA BT R, DB P 732 B A 18 ok A BE 0 P IR 28T O F 58 A 22 DL o A R SCCik
B A BIF T 200 Bl PR A 0 S ASCRIVS 3 FR1 J5 T ( LA R, % e P A9 31 g 7 FE
WIHB RGBT AR, B R PR URIR B AR B B UESR RO IR, A X AN [R1 7 g i ] i
FIEI A BRSO A TSR A R . 7RI . M TRLES O+ BRI A 2 A DR L,
I Ffr 40 05 i [ PR P9 AR 2 AR R AR A B0 M 55 A T3, o) 7 [ ik J2= i 4 9
RO ED AR, X T R G b AR A B B A LS

FT I, ASCAE N EPRE IS0 — BB T, 255 EPr ek sSiik, K e A4
B AVGEHLIE | 7R s R R R AT B 7 /AR B O A, IR AR R R b2 A B R AR
Wy, LI R4 Ja BT A T4

— MENERRE S SIER N m— AR R

TE L Arim R, BN, R B 2R th i S ER A, BERSIE I A+ ALY
HRF IR A SR, Ml SRR A OS5 3 E P H A R AR UE ] H 19
ROECABIERARARL; SRR TS, AR w3k M LA A dl— R vk AU Xk 5 s 14 5 6] T it} 114 25 o
BORHSEBROMEEATAIE , TR E R TR AR BOTERT ROk . 7 PR mlE e, i 2 5
Il BT 52 14 3 T AR B 20 S [ B ) LR 7 B R AR v B AT i S T 2 B 2, X T
M PEIE W) 4 J TR IRUAE B R pdim, X ERORI, SEWNIERRARE, 1EEPR
YRR P OC TIE I R AR SRS BE 7 Y [R) SUA AR — BB A S0 A IR E , A — B 588 R AL
Py i SARRR AR o ey U 25 69 05 20 B g A i 5 R, R— TR RORE AR S5, [Ebs
AR L R e T R B Pl A 00 B — b PRV S vk A AR TR A, R A
ST EREEOLE . P A0 LS L b T A 5 AR R S S A A SC R PE AR R A 2= 5
O TR, A o E RS RIT 200 B SRR, P RE A A K G
TR IR, MBI BT A (5 B R SR, BETS UL R A [ 7. 37 8 s 35l 777 >4 = 1 Ay AL
M F25k, 2 A b PR A (L A A

@ Hlan, KT CE BRYE 6 - 0 A4 s b b IR AR 43 4 %5 ——U TR AR b I LE % D pg VO B 8 e T PR T, 4R
CHARMA) , 2012 4555 3 )5 5k TM . CIEHh 7R [ Bk B i Je 45 1 4 iy rh B TE BN (I —— A M R B 2 T8y 1
B4y, B ORTHESR), 2012 4558 4 1, BG4 (CPERMIE U B E W RESIEN J1), 8 (A3
W), 2013 4E55 4 B AARA, & CNHEITEM ool 524 o b VR TR F BN B bR 1 A0, # b 32 56
SHBRTSY) . 2001 4R 2 4.,

@ Island of Palmas Arbiiration (U. S. A. v. The Netherlands) , Award of 4 April 1928, Reports of International Arbitral Awards,
Vol. 1T, p.841. 5| A : M. Kazazi, Burden of Proof and Related Issues: A Study on Evidence Before International Tribunals
(The Hague: Kluwer, 1996), p.212,

® Romulo R. Ubay, Jr., “Evidence in International Adjudication; Map Evidence in Territorial Sovereignty Dispute Cases” ,
(2011) 1 Aegean Review of the Law of the Sea and Maritime Law 287, p.291. —J&M &, FUHEMNRLET+ FH
ARG E PR RA T, SRR AE D ARER IR ARAR R Xy, HTE U SEAE R () — S8 E BRUFIA i 3L T X IR AR R Al
TEB S M8 A, ilhn 1986 4EA FAN R 5 B 2 A i i %, See Case Concerning the Frontier Dispute ( Burking
Faso/Republic of Mali), Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1986, pp.582 —583, paras. 55 - 57.

@  Beagle Channel award ( Argentina v Chile ), Decision of 18 February 1977, Reports of International Arbitral Awards,
Vol. XXI, p. 182, para. 161.
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Hiu [ A TIE 3R B ) 24 0] [ B m) VA AT LAA 4 52 A RH G b TET AR RE A5 11E BH 4 i 24 2 [l 1) 2 sk i o 55
BEMAE A UERCRAT , o BRI AT VSRR A (1 [, 7EAA DG b A e . 300 574wt LA S T R 57t
MIEBRURIA T, Y SR R E e n AR, AR A B 325K A7 R IR TR RS 25 i AT
REHBARAZ VA E . TERIWTIESS BE I pd By, IRBES R AZ O ) U UEIE A 2 WL PE . B S A
DRIV — kAR, P i > = [ — D7 BURF LG 5 149 B 5 SCA JT Bt LR 4 i 24 =5 ) XUy 4
S5 PR 2 T B R 7 [ BRURIA AR AR AR BE ) o T 28 E B, R I 1Y
H R s R RELE D s B 2 BAAREAR, BlandedE i S EBEAF A RN (uti possidetis)
AOTE O T, s R A R s R AT B Rl . FIAT RSB, DR O E alos RS
A FE 4 i g — 214 T D B A 61 5% i 4 245 22 IS0 v O Bt Pl -, B 0y A SRR AL @ X
[l PRk r # A A2 (Tan Brownlie) $& M, MAH IR [ 55 3 BT 0 26l P 1) 42 52 57K
INFEEE FORA, X S8 A B 1 F) Wy i BUAEAE S 0 07 8 1) B R SEHE DR (sources of
evidence) ,®

WETEOLT, A 21 = Bt AR R B 7 S 3 WA ACBUR HILA BT M 0 5T S
FOLHE S RT3 B A TESERE ), IR0 B @ Fan, ZEm b, a0 S
At 2 ity 214 5 1] ) o e G ) 8 BSUBURT S7. 3 W BTG SO B B 160 34 P61 B A% 2 BT 1 Y185 5 100 0 AU
T, B3 2 b PRI AT R A BB B UE B o B AR LR R S 0 B

(=) EER T
iy 24 = [ 4 52 A UE AT RS I BT MRS SRS BRI, i SE3E AR S g

@ See W. Twining, Theories of Evidence: Bentham & Wigmore ( London: Weidenfeld & Nicolson, 1985), p.153; also see
G. F. James, “Relevancy, Probability and the Law”, (1941) 29 California Law Review 689, pp. 700 —701.

@ F. Miinch, “Maps”, in R. Berhardt (ed. ), Encyclopedia of Public International Law ( Amsterdam: Elsevier, vol.3,
1992), p.287. WIy#4Z (F. Minch) S#E—20i00k, JEN FRE, ZBTLUKAESERE ) B E fE BURILA Y IE SR 5
BITIC R AR AR G5 1 S 2 IR L B T P, R R A 4 o 2 = 7 1 AN S 1E =S 35 R A A iz R R
AERE Ry, AN, X5 T 50—y G 2 28 [ Y kb oA B A R S il .

® lan. Brownlie, African Boundaries: A Legal and Diplomatic Encyclopaedia ( London: C. Hurst; Berkeley: University of
California Press for The Royal Institute of International Affairs, 1979), p.5.

@ TEREPIEWRE S R, EBRE B A 1 K B 45 A AT B A o B e BT R T K L B TIEAR RE T, Minquiers
and Ecrehos, France v. U. K. , Judgment, 1. C.]J. Reports 1953, p.71,

® i E I R T L O EAUR T 0 b RS A AERE B AR I A AR S BRSO — B0, IERIARE 44 PR
B A FR)E T [F)— R B MR 5 A e F . oan, TR 2207 sh SOk A I o oG <l “Rvb” iidak, &
SRTEARTTI 5 WG I B0 & SCA AR, BHR Y RIIRA 221k, (BRI R I8 PR h G N BRI 5 o 15
in, FRERE VR TE 1935 AR RBUMN A0 RS & 2 PR “ VRS, RO AU &5 b PRI TR ra VDR
By “HIVPRELT, 1947 AENATA e YD RE L FRE 20 HHE40 80 ARARLAT AR A 0K 8 B AR R
KT b THRAYE RV SERAES W T RMO8SOGEE, XImE: ChES RS mEE S MNHEL),
B (PEVPRER T s BRI Y, Al Mk 1991 4B/, 45 171 01; 2240, (REREERNNATE. K1),
# (FEVERETIET) , 1998 4F4E 1, 55 3040 T1; #idRfe. (REDIL LWmREEEE R AR, 2 (REnE),
1984 4F55 L, 2582 U1 T AREIMAM RO 2. (FlHE S TORRCS) , ) & MU i et 1987 4ERR, 56 155 T
RS (TRERGIETE S RN, AR5 ARt 1988 4ERR, &5 64 U5 ZE[aR . (ML 848 [ e Vg sk ) o
BT, B (T E B RS, 2011 4F 12 A5 21 5 4 ), 58 5153 UL,
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HA AR A E R RS e ) o #0522, AHOGIEWIAPRIBERETER | Bl T Rh g5, X T
IEWA IR, BB BACIEN] Y A & 35k i) 020l HADEL B B0 TRFIES 52
FATTEZ KPS RYBRE, X SEHR 2 5 Y8 TR B T AH DG i )

TERFRIEIR ST, EPREBEIA N, X TTE AR AT AR GEIa A 1) 00 N & 2B B i B
PrykpAs o, 523 FEE HARMERL SN 3 [ i S [ Bk 2 50 B EGIESE , atsz FEmE, X
TR AP B ) R T2 F A 505 B Fe i o U SR ) G E AT AT VA A A R T RS 2
AN, PR REE A P AR AR HI B T R o [l UEIEAE 5 — R Y S5 SR HLAS & 0 LAl b oa it
WA A5, MRS EN SR EIGE. (B2, 7EX GO0 T & TS SX A S w20 AE 08 HE
KARMT A FEAY T %E (no room for reasonable doubt) ,@

X 1l P IR 8 1) SIE BH T Sk Uk, Shy UE B 4 g 2 B ST AT 1 B RN L At AR FE IR TE & AR 1T Bk
BRI, BF 2, B BR i B 2 I LA T 4 1 5 Aol (12 B Dy 3 26 M 15T RE 5 JHC At TE 415 AH . EDIE
EFEWIEM . fE /R ST RT EAPe, WA E (Max Huber) #ig M, HCHE 3tk
E A [A)EIE 0 0US fi RR BIEL, R A il PR — O ik SR O BT, — Bt B0 & L R A
— PR A2 56 FARA SO S BRI 4 @ FE 2014 45 N 5 B0 3 G i v ) 5
o, PRI, HOCH Y R S S AR SCUE IR A SO 2R 1T 350 20 Bl A b Pl L 8 5 1
SEARLEZM Y FE “PIRAE R RIS E 245" b, BB EBR L, ABLE BFE, HEESE
A VRV F A THURIA &, T 2455 % B R E R A KBORAERN BRI, PSRN
FHRAT RO fEmgiEfsmt, FRE DD FAEE MU GRS TIAT A0 & e AR AT G .
PEESEIEIIAORE, BORAEIE I R I B 1 EAUH Rt E R B, (HH S S
Gt FAUR T X — R P T AR YR A O BB S OCIR AR B, R mT AR Ay B g (]
FEUEE

= FEREMERIEERE

TE -5 400 FACHIEE ) AR A PR Ria v, A 242 [ O AR B BAOR 5K i & i i
SRS RN RIS Y AN [R] I 301 F) i R UE A, T 88 Ml [T SCAEAE BAT AN [R] B s Al 4 55 AT
LA, DRI DA 3t 7 26 iy SR A LA AN ) 40 B MRS A8 (R RBUIE Ay e 2, — Bkt 3t P A
AESC AT REFIE eSS AT BE , A4 SCAS DI REIE 7 245 AL s Bl 1 5 kit e i o H

@ The Corfu Channel Case, Merits, Judgment, I C.]J. Reports 1949, p.18. Tr 482, FIRIBRPIE L EIR
LT RAEW, B g REEE (Kylov) 4b, HAbPYA 2 E KR AP IEG s AR08 1 UESE 68

@ The Corfu Channel Case, p.18.

® Island of Palmas Case ( Netherlands v. U. S. A. ), Award of 4 April 1928, Reports of International Arbitral Awards, Vol. II,
p- 852.

@ Bay of Bengal Maritime Boundary Arbitration between Bangladesh and India, Award of 7 July 2014, p.51, para. 184,
hitps: //pcacases. com/web/sendAttach/383 (last visited 28 July, 2016).

® Beagle Channel Award ( Argentina v. Chile), Decision of 18 February 1977, Reports of International Arbitral Awards,
Vol. XXI, p. 182, para. 161.
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¥ o

S BB S EPRAIESCRE, SEFE U AT LUK PR iri b =4 35 [ 51 58 i) i B 2k B A
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B 75 SO SO SCAS BRI, DR RS A i 2 E AR 4 R PR AR R AR SN S IR 2
W FRNEZ 5 IEFGE R BRI BRSO EAN Al 73 2 —ER o AR (2) B TR 5
SO BRI BRI E 2 5 e 1 0 S L B A R B SCAS i £ K ) s s B s S R (3)
WM T B 7 U s AR A 2 R SR AT IR, SO R AT M A B T R AT S AR E T8 kAT
Zr.

(—) IFER B GIEIE AL

H I Sl e A R A B 78 5C T b SRRl [ 50 B 2 B 7 S BURFSC
5. EPRAZ . AP s FRE 2 B pIEGE S Ry, BRSO B3RSO 2 T 53 i 4R
SRR, A E S EACS RRE M IIRES B, WER SR M BERE, X
F5 B ETSCIE . BUGSCAS . A2 BOHABBGA SCPFARELEDUE e [R) R 1l 1 24 3 el b 1 A ) [
FEERIE, JEARSUE AT IR 4 i 0 [ PR o SRS B W 5 A RS 5 B D A
K@ AERS 7R TR BB S R B SO BN SO R AR E A g

TEHEANS/ fif 22 R 80 55+ M5 b, FE M INE 55 p 2206 F PR i 5 1) 23 P8 TR AR (Zondereygen)
Mo XAFAE UL A X T 7 FE S S LR (Baarle) , fyJm T ORI (9 EL 3R - A1 5g IX
(Baarle-Duc) 5@ T2 iR E) - P4RIX (Baarle-Nassau) ZHi. o TSI H, %X 34

@ F. Minch, “Maps”, p.287. a0, 1947 422 A 10 H B EAEEREE B RAEEN (FEMLA) (Treat of Peace with
Ttaly) Sf—ZcM, RRAG L FRBGUR TAFLA M Z Kz -, 9 R 2 SCARHA 5 1 B R AR AR —
B, DASCARSIR A 75 1984 SE40 R PR FLE A, BRBEda i, A B g A 22t R 4 3 XU 24 2 ] 1) 1k
Bed 38 Z SCB IR, 2 AL LR e A5 A G SCAS Sy ME— E Y, See Case Concerning the Delimitation of the
Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine case (Canada v. U. S. A. ), Judgment, L C.J. Reports 1984, p.269, Map. No. 1. 7£
FI M/ By B 56 T R BEAER FL e vh, FNeA3 T BE AR — 03 b PR =2 W — PSR M A MR PR 481 735 b e i 7 b 80 )l 2
ik, bl LB R R S B A AR IE 2 A S, AR X, 20, Case Concerning the Continental
Shelf (Libya v. Malta) , Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1985, p.21, Map No. 1,

Territorial Sovereignty and Scope of the Dispute ( Eritrea/Yemen) , Decision of 9 October 1998, Reports of International Arbitral
Awards, Vol. XXII, p.296, para. 388.

Territorial Sovereignty and Scope of the Dispute ( Eritrea/Yemen) , para. 388.

®

D. V. Sandifer, Evidence Before International Tribunals, p.230.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , Judgment, 1. C.]J. Reports 1959, p.214.
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PR — 2% LR 1 73 B A =2 55 LU IR ) R S T i 1836 4R P T X AT B0 Y JAy 45 B0 i
B, TR/ nlfefr B A i g Al Ll T — 0 (T IX A& Rk)  (Communal Minute) JfF
1841 4F 3 [ 22 A58 A%, %A st — P03 20 ) i 2215 LU A I O A8 O 1839 45 W [ 1 7 R
FiARZ b 2: (Mixed Boundary Commission) LABfRE PR, fE1%Z 5t 22 85 TAEWIM], 1842
SEAA LU R A 45 0 08 2k 2, OB 14 S50 BRI T B DX 0 SR R E Rl e A R 2
1843 4%, Zbioxild T (AFIE) IFTRAFE 10 ARPTEHR EA R Gt EE) e e K
B LA 5 4 XS5 e 8] A5 Oy Rt P9 56 45 0 5% (Descriptive Minute )  FIUAS % 0 42 1 4] ( detailed
survey maps) BfEW AR, PRELR 3 SARH, U R SRoRORG I e PR AR B i T P e 2
J&, SHERA TSR

I Py B AEAS S H B A IA Ry, G 00 R A B A 2 S R i e A0 S O TSI, R HLSE P
AR AR DAL B — T80, S ONEAR S BA R AR .Y SR E I, R G
A2z 2 AR W S Bty SR RITT T A O XA BRAG R 2 A RO DR BB, X — S A
1843 (G SAHRE) HhARE) T 4 im >4 2 [ 07 19— i A © EBEIk, o 22485y (i X A8 s
F*) PRTELBFMRIES GUAPE) e 90 X (IX&ALR) WA FERTZES,
EIFAEN (AR IIE) TS0 XA Jm 4008 )y, IR & 120 57 2 B3 2 A 040G 2 00 et T
HFORE LSO XA D for 22 40 N — A/ NI BT R e, SRR, St 4 s X4+ AR
TR RS2 © BRI Z A, LRI T 1874 4EHIE 5 TIAT T — (M HE S EIF 75 IS IR 208
G XARTE A E G L © XX — B R AT E T IERE, B SR (Ugon) A, DIZE
FAERCH B 00 E P ED AR B ATERE ) @ 3 — LR BIA R 4 RS B N, Ry
MR ESMYHAR 10 Z3EE HIAE LRI 22 20500 P A S P il . W1 b S e 1 LR M) i iy [
K, WA LRI R . ©

() AFE A0 4 EA e m S PE AR L, A HER I/ ey 22 300 5804 i 58 v i B T 17 M IR 90 57
T E AN o [ B ik e £ S 1 A B 4 e i > o ] ) ARSI L TR D e b
P ZE IR T S e [ S0, R I 5 U6 ] A0 - HAB IR AR 45 A A 40 4 =
B & FIWT, 3 B et by 4 s >4 29 [ VR 55 AT 9 S [l Pk e oA m] ) AT i [ R A 22 19 i
L

(=) #l=EeiEFERE

HREHITAI, BITICTR . LREZ A2 WP EE BUA SO a4k 45 i [ Br 2 29 B i &%
(Y, FRAELASCA N AR BN H B R B7s e, ol AR B DA b S8 536 S8 SO SCAS P9 28 B4 5l

See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.214.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.215.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.?215.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p. 220.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.220.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.215.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.227.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.227.
See Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , p.247.
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BV g B T Bralifi #3043 (travaux préparatoires) U R, SEFTEOLT, Gl B 7E A b
SEMSL T BUNASC, B RB E PR AR A SORR . N, R R (RS PR A 2) KA
(RN A TR IE LA . BRI SRR SRR, T e AR SIS sl 1) P90 5 T 1 40 5 R it B A A
4 1 = PR EAT 7R s P A A

ERERAE, BT SO A M SO MUE 5018 e B AR T B2 S B o JE I, 5
ARHLE AR B AN SE B Z AR, WG 25 SR SCAS 5 51l M [ — 8 E T L e . 5B 7 SCF el g%
L I A WA R E B, 2B E AT PN, i an, 1947 4F (W B RFIRISE 25 20) 5 1
SRIUAE , YRR L SRR A SCA R 55 2% 24 FT B 3 P 22 38R — B0, DLSOAR 8 i@ B
H T SO SR 2 PO MORAT I L I AT AR B, i R A — S SR A R R, 2 Fn
PR WA RS — o KR w3 IA 0, IR R R R S P BATIC &8 A RA—2, HLIbE B
SCA A WRPME B SR RAAR B MRS MR A EH X MRR R, AR
bRk EIEME, BMEAWRREANEG I, BRSO R E A S @ EE I
PEAIPIROILEE S, DU TSN R A PR . EH U, YOS Bl 7 3 I H BLAS
—BRYTEOC, AETE UL Y F# R B IEERA T, BIREUTASC, Bhics. FAK
HA BRI FERIER B 5538, 456 SR8 LT SORCHAR AR Bk B AR SE i DA RE
HIWr

MRS A R, eI i VL BE e A S B R G 5 1, 9] 7 4t P AR L 8 g A A O
IR T A B AE — B A IR T LU BT R S5 5CR S 78 1986 ARA REN A 2/ B s b, [HBR
BRI, i P A (B 5 0 EL R B 2 = 0 P O TR P S s, T 55 £ RO e LA A5 31
LB MR, A —URIEE AR Z BT, A LR — B E I AL, IR ATk [ M
Heggy (IGN)  H AR LB — 05 73 2 — B9 3 BN A E S B IR BE 0 I IR A R B9 U 3
B © FENE 2/ HEse i A e T, S 1Y AR R TPTE 1920 4 [ KA 25 BUIT I8 e i
fifp R 5 RS RRSJa M PEL 20T 1 0 pReaSC A Ao 2% e A T ] 4 8t DX g i SR B AT, O L A A
P ] 0 S0 7 22 D3 25 (R 94 WL R LR T TT BRI Ak b O W0 A T T 3t 141 e 2L
PRBURTT A3 E A — 853 o © 22Ny, iUl IXOR AT i — 84, R 2 R SOF Rt g et
3 DX 51 A BGRR[0 T Bt A A DG SO R PR HEA 7 43 5 A L T, A A %6
ity >4 T [ 7 i 4 P LA R PR e vk A 5 SO BT T 2R A B U SOAR N 2, HAR B AN TE

@ S. Akweenda, “The Legal Significance of Maps in Boundary Questions; A Reappraisal with Particular Emphasis on Namibia” ,
(1989) 60 British Yearbook of International Law 205, p. 219.

@ Art. 1, Treat of Peace with Italy; These frontiers are traced on the maps attached to the present treaty. In case of a discrepancy

between the textual description of the frontiers and the maps, the text shall be deemed to be authentic.

Ao, (A=) (A5, A%, aFdAr, Al9s0 .

() A7 (Jennings, R.) ST CHAMREERE), ERRESRE, MEKERI2PBILNAE 1998 4E55 1R, £—

B o, SR 6l TT, 55228 H.

U. S.v. State of Texas, 162 US (1896 ) 1, see https: //supreme. justia. com/cases/federal/us/162/1/case. html ( last

visited September 15, 2015).

See Case Concerning the Frontier Dispute ( Burking Faso/Republic of Mali) , Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1986, pp. 584 —586.

Polish-Czechoslovak Frontier case ( Question of Jaworzina) , PClJ Series B, No.8 (1923), p.18.

See Polish-Czechoslovak Frontier case ( Question of Jaworzina) , pp. 32 —33.

® ©@

@

©@®ae

See Polish-Czechoslovak Frontier case ( Question of Jaworzina) , p. 33.
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WA R PR, EL 1o 26 M PR LA ST RL SEAR 7 59 75 XA 1 R BOCAR p A O 2508, 5 AR S
AHUERAT GV Il W, ARG PR b O UE S BE A3 B A AT, A S U IR 1 A
BY AN SEUEIA T W AGE BE BT R

(Z) EMAATHE G IEER S

RN T UG A BT XA LR AT A B SARE T 208, A ORI
WVEARAT, TR R ICEN T SR E NG LA T SR AT A L, ARE 5 i
FATHE RIS R TR A E SAOC S BURRT TR ZFE . 580, TE Iy, A0 TR 2
FERIR, FEEAR T 1 A BRI SRR IR R PR el iRia s, BB TIEE
7 ) A AT HO PR IBCE D R AL 0% Y O T E A, s A5 1 5 SO sl BURY S5
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@ See Polish-Czechoslovak Frontier case ( Question of Jaworzina) , p. 33.

@ Labrador Boundary Case (Boundary between Canada and Newfoundland) , p.425.

® S. Akweenda, “The Legal Significance of Maps in Boundary Questions: A Reappraisal with Particular Emphasis on Namibia” ,
p- 219.

@ See The Minquiers and Ecrehos, (France v. U. K. ), 1. C.]. Pleadings 1953, Vol. 1, p. 115&335.

® See The Minguiers and Ecrehos, (France v. U. K. ), 1. C.]. Pleadings 1953, Vol. 1, Annex A/25, pp. 174 - 176.

©® See The Minquiers and Ecrehos, (Francev. U. K. ), pp. 66 —67.

@ See Minquiers and Ecrehos Case (France v. U. K. ), Judgment, I C.]J. Reports 1953, p.71.

® SRTM: (EPREESE S L R EEE i ), B CHIRIEAR) 2012 4R55 3 ), 57 123 L,

©@ Minquiers and Ecrehos Case ( France v. U. K. ), Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1953, p.71.
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@ Case Concerning the Frontier Dispute ( Burkina Faso/Republic of Mali) , Judgment, I. C.]J. Reports 1986, p.586, para. 62.
@ Case Concerning the Frontier Dispute ( Burkina Faso/Republic of Mali) , p.586, para.62.
® Case Concerning the Frontier Dispute ( Burkina Faso/Republic of Mali) , p.586, para.62.
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@® “Request for Interpretation of the Judgment of 15 June 1962 in the Case concerning the Temple of Preah Vihear (Cambodia v
Thailand) ", http: //www. icj — cij. org/docket/index. php? pl =3&p2 =3&case = 151&p3 =0 (last visited September 15,
2015).

See Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vibear ( Cambodia v. Thailand) , Merits, Judgment, L C.]J. Reports 1962, p.21.
See Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vibear ( Cambodia v. Thailand) , p.21.

See Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vibear ( Cambodia v. Thailand) , pp.23 —24.

See Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vibear ( Cambodia v. Thailand) , p. 26.

See Case Concerning the Temple of Preah Vibear ( Cambodia v. Thailand) , pp. 33 —34.

See Case Concerning the Continental Shelf ( Libya v. Malta) , Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1985, p.21, Map No. 1.
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@ See Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening ) ,
Judgment, I C.J. Reports 2002, pp. 358 —369.

@ Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , p. 365,
para. 97.

® Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , p. 366,
para. 100.

@ See Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening)
pp- 367 =368, paras. 101 - 102.

6 2UECTE. WHEEKTERR S W KT ZE 5 &5 J7 M uh, hitps: //www. wepfe. int/meetings/3rd — regular —
session — commission, x5 ilalf[E]: 20154E9 H 5 H,

© Commission for the Conservation and Management of Highly Migratory Fish Stocks in the Western and Central Pacific Ocean,
Third Regular Session, 11 —15 December 2006, Summary Report, paras. 194 —195.
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Elizabeth A. Martin, Oxford Dictionary of Law (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1997), p. 111.

Frontier Land case ( Belgium v. Netherlands) , Judgment, L. C.J. Reports 1959, p.227.

See Pedra Branca/Pulauw Batu Puteh, Middle Rocks and South Ledge Case, Judgment, I. C.]. Reports 2008. pp. 94 - 95,
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Evidentiary Effect of Maps in the Disputes Concerning

Territorial Sovereignty and Maritime Delimitation
Ding Duo

Abstract; Map evidence plays an increasingly crucial, sometimes decisive, role in the disputes
concerning territorial sovereignty and maritime delimitation. In the absence of binding treaties or customary
law of general applicability governing the admission and appreciation of maps as evidence, selected
judicial decisions, arbitral awards and academic teachings on territorial/frontier disputes normally can be
considered as subsidiary means for determining rules of law applicable to maps. Based on practice of the
states and international judicial decisions, map evidences can be identified as certified maps, illustrative
maps and official/unofficial independent maps with different evidential functions. In order to identify the
preponderant evidence, international judicial institution usually construes more than one interaction
between the evidential functions of map and other competent evidentiary materials.

Keywords: International law, Maps, Evidence Capability, Weight of Evidence
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@  Territorial Sovereignty and Scope of the Dispuie ( Eritrea/Yemen) , para. 388.
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