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# ARSCHEZGARHESFE AW A 21 e W L2z @IS RS sC B R mLE EE s (A S
17CGJ025) YT BEPERUR o SO Tk A EE PR A, AERAEMBU I, VR 7E 8RR e AIF 5 B ¥ T 1
S ECRIE ST . 3RS .0 (Tostitute for China-America Studies, TCAS) $HAT F AT AR W5 5t ALY AL,
B P E— R W R EAFFE Hh0>  (China-Southeast Asia Research Center on South China Sea, CSARC) BhFRHTT G4
AL B, S BESIR AL, SR B VEE R,

wr o A E R IR B A R S BORME T I B BRI SE 5L, W I R 2 2 A S B A R 5 L

e AR E R ST B IR A ST T B B Y A

O  KAZEFRZE RS H 1997 ST LSk, Soahledfan 7 CRRZEARZE 5125 EEAU])  (Rules of Procedure of the Commission
on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, including Modus operandi of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf) , {KRli425t
PRZE BBl R ARMEN]Y  (Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf) 25304, Ky
TSR EHEEE Y 200 Vg H LA MRRAR R A R IE R T8, XTSI 200 1 L LIAMO R, A AFRZ A “V R
KA 8 “HMRBIAY . FRENRBINE, (A4 TIPREE “PIRARRA 8 “ShRBEAR” MBES, THRA 200 iGHE
VISNKBESE” BYAE&, See Clive Schofield, “Securing the Resources of the Deep: Dividing and Governing the Extended Continental
Shelf” , Papers from the Law of the Sea Institute, UC Berkeley-Korea Institute of Ocean Science and Technology Conference, held in Seoul
Korea, May 2012, p.6. 7E2006 4F “CEZH/ R JRINMZ CEHTEEE" o, i, KEEOHEEEES R, B h
A AR “KBEAE” AR A KRR F—oresiy P RaIMRESE” . See the Matter of an Arbitration between
Barbados and the Republic of Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, 11 April 2006, p. 14, note 4.

.14 -



200 & B AN K BHZR MR 5T BR %1 T H Y B FASE e SR I

F 1997 AR IESGa LK, REGAIRZ 5t 22245 B 2l 3 14k 67 A ivifE EHR 52 a4t 82 1k
THIZE 200 i L LASMRREAEM R A BRI BV XA 41 TUR R RIS, A 7 SO H P
i A LRSS B 5 G .2 H AT, KREZE A BRE 5122 © e %) 29 Tk S e i 1 2k
W, Hip A 7 B R RO S A FA R A RO

ARG AR SR ZE 51 23R B oy MUERY B2 | 9RE P 1 50 RIK SC o 8577 T R L S 2 A,
EO 7T CAZY) 5576 25T A HRAL, 38 A HAE RS L A A — i 2R 2 i A
J1.@ KA RE TR (RS HEORMEN) gy, DL CGERD) 0 (A%y) BTt
L HORREERANE MR L E R —Orm, (A% BIZA AT REA LR R R RE S 4
AT R, A XA 1B . © 55—, (AZ) 5 76 AR A ST IR
FAR, HAE AR G ANRREE LS AREA LD TR 8 SR R KA T
(R2) B TARFARR 2%, 25 E ] BEE BIREA FIEOAR T WA RIXE,  JC3% XX 28 2% 3102 — 1 th W]
B RE . © ENT IR [ 1) KR S B2 A R A R R T oy, A AR 2 — 8400 S 3 5 A SRS fif
JELDUAR SR AR R T AL, g A B | SR AE Ak A e S B AR PR A, (i [ Pt 2 MR AP A
i, BRI PR R AR . RS BRZE 51 e S (A 2) 4576 20T AR

@ 2001 4F 12 J1 20 H, HZ HreFs m AR F R 2 51 xR 3 HoAo A il , 9028 B 2 o LR W20 1 57— 10 5t W 3
% I P B A B £ e BB AR TR DR PR L EAR ST RN SR U ¥ 200 ¥ B LS B4R SRR o
FRE T 2009 45 ] KRG TR Z 01 254838 T 2 T a2 200 ¥ L LIS K REAEAM A BRI B A5 ., IF T 2012 4F48 28 T &K
TR 431335, 200 ¥ HL LLAR RBEZE R A i3 . SR T RIS RiE g HE 38150, S0, http: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles_ new/
commission_ submissions. htm, &5 15[RIAE]: 2017 429 A4 H,

@ TEIRHAE, (ALY FBA LR I E T L3R 22 200 g B DA RREZE RSB A R g, (3 (RREZEAR
Z VU W AV AR S A Al . CBCRRRIN) B —38 3 Beile, “ Bl (%) MHEZ584 %10
AR R HE , W E R T R AR R I, DIOR T I LLJS AT Bl 5% 8] 30 5 i B AT G At 388 43 5L R
PR BRI R AR T, S YRR SRR 23 v Y S B R RETE T AR 20 VP R A% (00 9o (T
5 A ] G A A i b o O 0 i 14 DX, A9 ] R v g it — R X A 5 97 AR A DR B A SRR 2% B 25 A AT iy ]
fett. 20 m @ (200 ¥ LIAMREAANB AR AR E : B0 hm e Bezid), & (b B EAITIR) 2008
AEREI W, F27T W, XTRABRIFNRZLEMN, S0 hip: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles _ new/commission _
submissions. htm, fJ5i/inlifE]: 2017 459 H 4 H.,

® See Galo Carrera Hurtado, “the Implementation of the Mandate of the CLCS: 1997 to 2017”7, Presentation in Twentieth
Anniversary of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf-Open Meeting, p. 12, http: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles_
new/ documents/ Presentations/3_ CLCS_ 20 _ ANNIVERSARY _ Carrera. pdf (last visited September 5, 2017). See also,
Submissions to the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, http: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles_ new/commission_
submissions. htm (last visited September 5, 2017).

@ See Clive Schofield, “Securing the Resources of the Deep: Dividing and Governing the Extended Continental Shelf”, See also,
Huang Yao and Liao Xuexia, “Natural Prolongation and Delimitation of the Continental Shelf beyond 200nm ; Implications of the
Bangladesh/ Myanmar Case”, (2014) 4 Asian Journal of International Law 281, p.290; Ted L. McDorman, “The Entry into
Force of the 1982 LOS Convention and the Article 76 Outer Continental Shelf Regime”, (1995) 10 The International Journal of
Marine and Coastal Law 165, pp. 178 —179.

® See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.7,
para. 1. 3.

® See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.7,
para. 1. 3.

@  See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.7,
para. 1. 3.

® See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.7,
para. 1. 3.
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AR RBEZR AR AR AR, SR T2 LA HE M3 2 F SR SE A o 22 5 i e b @ R (A
29) 55 76 ZBAT I HLE 7E AW F AR GEAR IR LA s 50 o T2 AR, RBGZE AR Z Sl (B
FEHORMEN] ) W T [ AT 52 1 BR s s A DA AP A HA  BOE i, (H R Bl 42 5 BR & 51 22 10
TN HATEE P AN BE A T 19 SR A e (1) A

] Bt i R R A IRV Ve R B3 (/4 e, 2012) @ rboxsd |5 SR SEfif 1 200 {6 1

@®

See Suzette V. Suarez, “Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf”, in A. von Bogdandy and R. Wolfrum (eds. ),
Max Planck Yearbook of United Nations Law ( Dordrecht; Koninklijke Brill N. V., 2010), Volume XIV, pp. 132 - 134; Jia
Yu and Jilu Wu, “The Outer Continental Shelf of Coastal States and the Common Heritage of Mankind”, (2011) 42 Ocean
Development & International Law 317, p.325; Coalter G. Lathrop, “Continental Shelf Delimitation Beyond 200 Nautical Miles:
Approaches Taken by Coastal States before the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf”, in David A. Colson &
Robert W. Smith (eds. ), International Maritime Boundaries ( Leiden and Boston: Brill | Nijhoff, 2011), Volume VI,
pp- 4143 —4145. See also, Stuart Kaye, “Australian Practice in respect of the Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles” ,
(2015) 51 Marine Policy 339, pp. 339 —340.

See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
(Bangladesh/ Myanmar ), Dissenting opinion of Judge Lucky, p.248 & 272.See Also, Jorgen Lilje-Jensen and Milan
Thamsborg, “The Role of Natural Prolongation in Relation to Shelf Delimitation beyond 200 Nautical Miles”, (1995) 64
Nordic Journal of International Law 619, p. 629.

Surya P. Subedi, “Problems and Prospects for the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Dealing with Submissions
by Coastal States in Relation to the Ocean Territory Beyond 200 Nautical Miles”, (2011) 26 The International Journal of
Marine and Coastal Law 413, p. 421. Fedbifg REG2ES (TERE/ P2 MERE/AT2, 1969 4) b, EEREREHE U Tk
BN L1 AARIEART, RIS KA B i st S50 A 1) 07 [ FEE IS 1) F AR A A 1A ol AR S 52 L A7 AE
H, W AR A Bl Hb A S5 AR K B 2RV AT [ AL A", See North Sea Continental Shelf Cases ( Federal Republic of
Germany/ Denmark ; Federal Republic of Germany/ Netherlands) , Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 1969, p.22, para. 19. ZEES [H
W=V UONN], EACREIR L, IREAR S KB 10 B ARAEA, Fe X — 0, i AR 40 B4 g b 2
Ak, FEHX OB 2T X LASMA T S8 ARG T, T UG B s KRG AR 00 SRR . SRt 8 14 e R SR B AT L ok
ERBRREHE" . XRE (N2) ARG PE—DKT “ KRR R L B RIEM” AL, See
U. N. Doc. A/AC. 138/SC. II/1.. 34, section 3, paragraph 1, reproduced in III SBC Report 1973, at71, 74 (China) . K
FE R B ACRTE S AR R gy, 0 T e I LASMR e ny FARSE AR, HOA AR B e B 24 2 2T 1) P s 12 7
W IR B B H A7 EAUUR]” . See U. N. Doc. A/AC. 138/SC. 1I/L. 36, section 1, paragraph (c), reproduced in III SBC
Report 1973, at 77, 78 ( Australia and Norway) . See also, Satya N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy
(eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982; A Commentary ( Dordrecht; Martinus Nijhoff Publishers,
1993), Vol. II, Article 76, pp. 842 —843, para. 76. 4.

See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island, 9 May 2008, pp. 13 —15; Summary of the
Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by Brazil on 17 May
2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of its Continental Shelf Beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p.15, paras.71 —72;
Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by Japan
on 12 November 2008, p. 11, paras. 64 —66, p. 12, paras. 74 =75 & p. 13, para. 79.

See Hyun Jung Kim, “Natural Prolongation: a Living Myth in the Regime of the Continental Shelf?”, (2014) 45 Ocean
Development & International Law 374, p. 380.
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LASMRBEAE ARG B BEAT T MR SR . © SRR (AZ) 5576 4555 1 300~ AARAE
7 A PR, (EAERAS (9 2 b OF R WATAT AR D RE S0, @ (258 = I PR 22 ik — 4
SR BRI SORREEY RHA R R A O BREIN R, (A2) 5576 ZK5 1K
R FITER T RREAMG” S e KRR ARG R AL AR DR, @ 55 76 550 3 SRR 4 SO0 A
A SOIMPEA AL E SRS REESE— 2D, < HARIERRT T8 X B H R 2% L 1 K
PURARF XER, © ASRIEMRLE (A2Y) 55 76 S AR AE  FI Wi it 52 75 554 200 i HLLLAR K
Bl AR Bl A (R TR v O 05 2, F R B, KUK e £ IR 200 1 HLRLAR R
REARROAA], AUTHRAE C2y) 56 76 2558 4 YO N HORBR A 07 85, PR IO E
(23 I E KR B SN RIVAT - AN 25 S8 K 2R 5 i T 1] 22 T i Vg — 1 o S e 114 -5 A it 3
Z IR HAT A BRI SEE© AR REEXT (AZ) 576 MR A5 1E5 E bRk B AR
BEZE CRILLE/ ThHAl, 1985 45 ) Hgh B SR 2 50U e 4 F) B REOE R — 30, © 5 KRR S IR 2 B
SAEITSEAR AR P OC T AR BN A4 R S 5 A B R AT

@ KT 200 v B LASM KR REAR B AR R E AR 58 ARG IR B0 PRl e, AW T RSN AEE © mlEIETE" IR,
HEIER] (A1) 5576 Z%F 200 i LMK ALEAT T L, HAGRAINE N 48 T % A iR, TR
R 5 ORI BRTREERE AN, SWRTIE: (NILERI R MRS KRR R AT
5 “HMzZiE")y, # ChEERREER (2012)), EEEAAL 2013 425 1 /T, 45 180 TUHRE 1.

@ Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 127, para. 432.

® Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 127, para. 433.

@ Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 126, para. 429.

® Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 126, para. 430.

©® Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 127, para. 434.

@ Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 127, para. 435.

See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 128, para. 437. See also, Ted L. McDorman, *“The Continental
Shelf beyond 200NM; A First Look at the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar) Case”, in Myron H. Nordquist, John Norton
Moore, Aldo Chircop and Ronan Long (eds. ), The Regulation of Continental Shelf Development, Rethinking International
Standards ( Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2013), pp. 101 —102.

© FEFREBETERRSR (R DAL, 1985 48) i, HAASEMNES SIE bR R T iE E RRG AAUR A B al, —
BIFARRXISLRY, MR FER, SR FE -5 B R i 2 R R R A B B LR 23 o See Case concerning the
Continental Shelf (Libya / Malta) , Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 1985, p.33, para. 34.

1 See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island, 9 May 2008, pp. 13 —15; Summary of the
Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regardto the Submission Made by Brazil on 17 May
2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of its Continental Shelf Beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p.15, paras.71 —72;
Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by Japan
on 12 November 2008, p. 11, paras. 64 —66, p. 12, paras. 74 =75 & p. 13, para. 79. TFEIGH R, A ¥EH N KER
FRE G SAEMRAEN (%) s S — FEEUN RS RS0 FE Ptk b sk K e, EEF N E
ZRATEMRE (A2) FSAFBIRE S 7 TURAFTE ST, (AN R 2 W 58 A 1 DA HC X T o 00 O e e 114 vl
See John E. Noyes, “Judicial and Arbitral Proceedings and the Outer Limits of the Continental Shelf”, (2009) 42 (4)
Vanderbilt Journal of Transnational Law 1211, p. 1232.
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@ See Ted L. McDorman, “The Continental Shelf beyond 200NM: A First Look at the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/Myanmar )
Case”, in Myron H. Nordquist, John Norton Moore, Aldo Chircop and Ronan Long (eds. ), The Regulation of Cntinental
Shelf Development , Rethinking International Standards ( Leiden: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2013), pp.89 - 103; Kim
Hyun Jung, “Natural Prolongation; A Living Myth in the Regime of the Continental Shelf?”, (2014) 45 Ocean Development
& International Law 374, pp.374 — 388; Huang Yao and Liao Xuexia, “Natural Prolongation and Delimitation of the
Continental Shelf beyond 200nm: Implications of the Bangladesh/ Myanmar Case”, pp.281 - 307; Jia Bingbing, “The
Notion of Natural Prolongation in the Current Regime of the Continental Shelf: An Afterlife?” (2013) 12 Chinese Journal of
International Law 79, pp. 79 —103; Robin Churchill, “The Bangladesh/Myanmar Case : Continuity and Novelty in the Law of
Maritime Boundary Delimitation Case Analysis”, (2012) 1 Cambridge Journal of International and Comparative Law 137,
pp- 137 - 152.

@ EZEVEEEANMNEIL RN, (A1) 5576 K55 1 CRAS M 3R UM B A2 2 A O e T T [ R R 5 200
1 R LUAN R AR ) — B B3R, 26 76 4550 1 OUE T KBRZEAY 58 SOFR AL T PR AURIBE AL . B 9K 2 1o SR
FEE B bR E, 2 200 i B LAARREAR M, R w32 552 3 AN ] B 2 5 2% SR B 24 U6 14 T AT AR A A J2: 200 i3 B L Sb
REFZEARRIEERT, ARZEEXTT (A4) 576 &SRR R B IEFIE 76 MK, See Dispute concerning
Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) ,
Separate Opinion of Judge Gao, pp.225 —226, paras. 88 —91. RV YA E (Ndiaye) 7EANGIEWPEE I, fEd 2L
AR, B AR SE A AR & G AR R ARACR E IR AT R TR, 4, BRE AR METE RISl . LB &V XM
IRt S0 [ 7 T IE A 4% 6 X — T RE, (B0 AU B B AR I T 200 ¥ BLLLAR R G AR, A S8 phedie R B4 [ MLTE T
FUVB A A 24 b B R 7 RN 46 4] 200 6 L DL AR K B 2R AR B9 90 Rl . See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime
boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Separate Opinion of Judge Tafsir
M. Ndiaye, p.172, paras. 83 & p. 174, para. 85. 3 (Lucky) 7EfX 28 T, B i [ T =4 59kl
BB T ZE R BRI OL, (AZ) 5576 655 1 FOIER) B ARSEM AT L B M AT F AR MBI B I, TR N
BETHS 76 SRR AR I AT B — I 20 AT ZR 20 R, O 7 2 76 DG 58 B 0 oy B ik b v G Jn LA
(the relevant provisions must be applied on a case — by — case basis) , See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime
boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Dissenting Opinion of Judge
Lucky, p.248 & 273.

® AEHERPMAE L, AREM RIS PR AET Y IRABOA TR, TR [ B i B 9 ) D Rl A8 SRR 7 B e i
R EAEAGEE LW, e —FPEGA % . See Hyun Jung Kim, “Natural Prolongation: A Living Myth in
the Regime of the Continental Shelf?”, (2014) 45 Ocean Development & International Law 374, pp. 383 —384.

@ ZWERE. BEE. (EPREERS RSB 8 —2012 F R NRE R LAY, B (k) 2012 45 12
], 5588—89 71,
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CROIERFFRALES, LROFELEL®

5576 %5 1 O KRR AR A A SR T B mi R AL 278 S R SC,© 5 1 kIR BTy T ¥
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CAZr) il s i 2 AT R DY (4 Bl B A A 2854 Dy R Bt 10 1) SO AR e, T4 22 R il 120 5 e ) 2 B

See Surya P. Subedi, “Problems and Prospects for the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Dealing with
Submissions by Coastal States in Relation to the Ocean Territory Beyond 200 Nautical Miles”, (2011) 26 The International
Journal of Marine and Coastal Law 413, pp. 417 —418. See also, Suzette V. Suarez, The Outer Limits of the Continental Shelf:
Legal Aspects of their Establishment (Berlin: Springer, 2008), pp. 245 —246.

See Suzette V. Suarez, The Outer Limits of the Continental Shelf: Legal Aspects of their Establishment, pp. 245 —246.
FEIPREEZE s 2R T, MR S R AR IR 28 2 o SRR, 3t 3R SC b DBty 0 0 A7 0 X T 1 o8 1] S
FATA 429 vh 5 B9 R G 22 AU B 2 2 T B, See Report of the International Law Commission to the General Assembly,
Doc. A/3159: Report of the International Law Commission covering the Work of its Eighth Session, Year Book of the
International Law Commission (New York: United Nations) , Vol. I, 1956, p.297, Article 67 Commentary, para. (7).
(RS EREEALY) 576 25 13

(HRA EVE TR A 2) 5576 2556 3 3

Satya N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy (eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982 . A
Commentary (Dordrecht; Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1993), Vol. II, Article 76, p. 873, para.76.18 (a). See also,
Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of the Sea, UN Office of Legal Affairs, Definition of the Continental Shelf: An
Examination of the Relevant Provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea [ Draft] (1993).

AHEHINH (ALY K76 55 1 PRy BAAEM” REHIMELE, MBS 76 JRrdEa . S0Pl (L
FITANRLNE . REFAIIR PR A" 5 “MNZ3E7), 56181 1T,

HETRTEVEIR B CH A . i 0 A5 3t B R 3 A T ORI 3 2 o Kl 2 4 9 A TR () R L W A — B 3. See Satya
N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy (eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982: A
Commentary, Vol. 1, Article 76, p. 876, para.76.18 (d).

See Satya N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy (eds. ), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982 .
A Commentary, Vol. Il, Article 76, p. 841, para. 76. 1. EPR¥EEZE G ARREZRE XA PER: 7B e 508, 1A
SR AT X i 4 33— AR I 1 5 ol (5 P o X — B A SR a1 — PP BR A% . See Report of the
International Law Commission to the General Assembly, Doc. A/3159 . Report of the International Law Commission covering the
Work of its Eighth Session, Year Book of the International Law Commission ( New York: United Nations), Vol. I, 1956,
p-297, Article 67 Commentary, para. (5).
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FERIRAL “ FARFEAR™ R E S, WBCA R AR HE A 50 -5 B A vfiE 22 18] F9 AH B G &R 1)
WV (ALY 576 SRARRINE B AR s AL, TR T OCT A AR AE U R R 1 i 2
Pl WRBCRRAE IR S e WU P Ll (R SEAEN) W (A2) FrEoR ik
D A5 PV 0 o ) P 22 52 B A DG i I 9 B BB L B Roxh o © {ELAT LA E B2, A ARIE (A
(AT 5576 ZTHUE R ZFIN, F kT MR e B S 7 X AT A, RAREER
ARIEFPERL SRS FARGEM I 2 v, (HERZARMRARS LS (A24) Kk

@ See M. C. W. Pinto, “Article 76 of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea and the Bay of Bengal Exception”, (2013) 3
Asian Journal of International Law, pp.231 —232, Figure 1 & 2. See also, James P. Kennett, Marine Geology ( Englewood
Cliffs, N.J. Kingston: Prentice-Hall, 1982), p.35. — ki, KB £ 0 Wi, BIWsh K% (Passive
Continental Margin) 133 Kfliih Ze ol ik 3h KFEi1%  (Active Continental Margin) , #3 KFEH % & T A KEEZR . KAk
Yoo KEHE, EIRMELZEFTAHEE. BN, WEEHS.

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf Cases ( Federal Republic of Germany/Denmark; Federal Republic of Germany/Netherlands) ,
Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1969, pp.30 —31, paras. 42 —43.

® See Bjgrn Kunoy, “The Delimitation of an Indicative Area of Overlapping Entitlement to the Outer Continental Shelf”, (2013)
83 The British Yearbook of International Law 61, pp.71 —=72. See also, Alex G. Oude Elferink, “Article 76 of the LOSC on the
Definition of the Continental Shelf; Questions concerning its Interpretation from a Legal Perspective”, (2006) 21 The
International Journal of Marine and Coastal Law 269, p.2717.

@ See Jin Hyun Paik, “The Origin of the Principle of Natural Prolongation: North Sea Continental Shelf Cases Revisited”, in
Lilian del Castillo (ed. ), Law of the Sea, From Grotius to the International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (Leiden: Brill |
Nijhoff, 2015), p.585 & 588.

® TE (ALY 5576 FA RBAERURIH BE b B AR AT A S R B R A s A7 (IR L, 2 TR AR AE AR R RS, o an =5
@ (Vignes) . BLEEAR/RK (0'Connell) 237 [ ARIEMAR 9 KB AACH B [ A PEAN O et RICER (Evensen) | /)
M (Oda) %544 FokIE B AR #EILSE. See René Jean Dupuy and Daniel Vignes, a Handbook on the New Law of the Sea
(Boston; Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1991), Vol. I, pp.341 —342, Daniel Patrick O’Connell and Ivan Anthony Shearer,
The International Law of the Sea ( Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1982), Vol. I, pp.482 — 484. See also, Case concerning
Continental Shelf (Tunisia v. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) , Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1982, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Oda,
pp- 192 — 197, paras. 57 — 64; Case concerning Continental Shelf ( Tunisia v Libyan Arab Jamahiriya ), Judgment,
L. C. J. Reports 1982, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Evensen, pp. 286 —287.

© R (A1) 576 %t 200 ¥ H ISR RALE T AR, (5 52 RRUE W R 8 KRG ZL A A R A 52 2 AR
EMEIE (AZ0) HIEmBeemilny, lanlea i n g sl i & CAZ) 55 76 Jemh BT BUAR MV FHE B N &
%, KRMZEFBRZEG 2 (Rt SEARMEN) B (A24) BAN—iBsy, B TAemussorr, EHER (A4)
HORDCHUE IR, fE—E R BT (A2) 55 76 Zmhardnl, 7E MK ik, r2imigEIE (Rl
FHEAMEN) TR S, LORIERCEZ MR, 20 (38 e, KA. (ORRZEIMBA IR
Bl GEEmASILY BOCIE ., RESC&, M et 2012 4ER, 45389 11 JrAREE . Y. WA, CRREER
FRZ: B 2 SO R AT 15— B B R BT, 88 CIRElisy) 2013 4R55 2 3, 457 70,
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JEAH—B,© 55 76 Sl FHASTR I R S8 o v A SUMLAWIRR Y AARIEMR” —ial, BAEiLUTIE
Il LIRS Bk A e 5 e 73X, (R 0 b S S AT TP TR 0 A B B, ALY 5K
FOO R BEAR AR 5Kk @ (L) 57 76 Sk it A SRIE M R VA 58 42D B9 KB R R A &, T
AP 2 T ] 200 96 HL LA R BT 2R AR 32 3K 8 L A7 7E A B 40 . T 200 i3 HLLAAP KRG A2 5
FEAE FORSE M BERIE A BR A 25 1, © Wi 2 5 5245 200 i B LSRR BEZR 9 AUR sl e 4%, 5 LA
F SRHEAR A2 -5 75 O 2PN WA

S (R R AT F AR, B0 SR A5 R il B 20T 5 il 3t 400 4 A 75— 5 R JEE ) i 245
JENH KL FARIE Y SEART BRI A U] b 75 2l v X — R T 114 T A A i R
NPT AARIE MR OC T HARY 2RO MOCEMBORE , (AZ9) 5576 445 1 3R 3
B e Bl A EE R, BRI R A L A — i A M SR A B o A%
fho BHZ, H76 2 “HREYT M BATKH” AIE R RE AT LA M5 Oy St T L
W7 AT . (S = YR E A S BUI ], AR E S X RS Rt
JE A I PR E T E R KRR R B FfiR (continental land mass) (gREERIFHE, BI, VRN
v ) i i 50 A i DR T AT E 3 A AL TR R AR R, B AK R B AE AR 0 A 45 & SR
B EAE2© SR AR ER Ny, B S B & A B B 0B E (land mass) HIAT,
AR BAIK P RO AR BA KRR R BT BOE 2500, iR (A%) WIF A ki A

® S0 (3] Erw, RRES: (RERRINEFR—RA SEERZE0), 453233 T, MARE], B (A%)
FIRZARFRIE TR, (HRE—BRCH A28, hHd A B N2~ 25 29 e o [ Bn i JE 0, 0
H AR2%y) RTREHIEZARE WA T2 EREEIAE 2 —3, ARG Aen ki i,
B E TOVR B TR

@ See Hyun Jung Kim, “Natural Prolongation: A Living Myth in the Regime of the Continental Shelf?”, p.381; V. E. Mckelvey,
“Interpretation of the UNCLOS III Definition of the Continental Shelf”, in D. M. Johnston and N. G. Letalik (eds. ), The Law
of the Sea and Ocean Industry; New Opportunities and Restraints ( Hawaii; Law of the Sea Institute, 1982), pp. 465 —467. See
also, M. C. W. Pinto, “Article 76 of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea and the Bay of Bengal Exception”, p.226. f£
1973 4FIRZE R 2x i L, AR FR B ARl 42 57 PR — S R 5 2 1 T LR A 3R 58 . RIS SRR B o R i 43 1
B ARSEAR RN, i AT LU U s 22 T DX LAAh, ARG B Ay B0 A5, & S 0 5 7 HC % JB A0 A T 1 R 28
JuFEl, HEKRETH A& EILF R E” ., See Satya N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy (eds. ), United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982. A Commentary, Vol. II, Article 76, p. 843, para. 76. 4.

® See Jorgen Lilje-Jensen and Milan Thamsborg, “The Role of Natural Prolongation in Relation to Shelf Delimitation beyond 200
Nautical Miles”, (1995) 64 Nordic Journal of International Law 619, pp. 619 —620.

@ Jorgen Lilje-Jensen and Milan Thamshorg, “The Role of Natural Prolongation in Relation to Shelf Delimitation beyond 200
Nautical Miles” , p. 619.

® See Feng Qinghu, “Supremacy and Subjugation of the Doctrine of Natural Prolongation”, (2013) 2 (1) Asian-African Legal

Consultative Organization Journal of International Law 37, p. 38.

© See Suzette V. Suarez, The Quiter Limits of the Continental Shelf: Legal Aspects of their Establishment, p. 144.

@ A (L) HEREPPERERE TRRAR I, HAF T3 T 5 05 15 5K 200 5 B LA REE2E R0 E 28, P Sl b ot
UM R, PRI B SR E M BEHUE T AR T AR KRG, See Suzette V. Suarez, The Outer Limits of the
Continental Shelf: Legal Aspects of their Establishment, p. 144, F75 (ANZ)) 5§76 T8 “REHbsn+" 5 “FHER” A&
W iR, TERBEH AR ZE G 2 (B SHORMEN) 58 7.2.9 Bt B K. See Scientific and Technical
Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.34, para.7.2.9, KFHZEH
PR 2 51 2376 2010 AF3E [ FTAA 2R 2 0 AR B B R T HEE T (AZ0) M (RE SHEARMEN) 156 BRI
KT HYSEAR IR GE KRS A B IR 5 25 4, g Y & AR R o PEIRU, B (A 2y) 4 76 SRAE i Rk i
MR R TR P AR . See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in
regard to the Submission Made by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9
May 2008, pp.5 -6, para.22.
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SRS o e 550 IS S T P B A s

X —INRTE E PR Rl ik S B R ARG BRI . 7edbile RBG2R S (PEE/ PR T8/ 22, 1969
AR) R SRR IO WAL S R S AR AR 5T T L 2 T M AR I R M R A, AR
R B3V B o AR 5 ) 19 AR A AR5 SR A, @ ELAE N A i 2 3 20 e SR T
ASRIE st B R . 7R R B RRAR (IR H, 1978 48) o, EPREEBGIA A K
Pl AR 11 DX B T 1A ] 08 3 4 1 5 B A K I B R Z R AE B 45 .Y TE KBRS (%
Hr/ R, 1982 4F) v, EBRERBGIAHICIE SR HA . i 5T s LAt Bk 49y BEAE 47 RE 9841 W] 5 i Bk
HA HAEES, BT UAERIE] A SR IEMAAE R SR © FERRESRSE (R BHE AL, 1985 4F)
e, I PRIEBEE Y, X T A 200 i LR RS S PR A4 Rl A nT L S e S v A A 2 200 YRR, (H
XTI 200 Y HLLLAMG KRG LA A SRR T ACUE RG22 AR AE (A A7 76 . © T ok ) 2k 512 3R
KWL, XFT 200 B RASNRBEAAM F25K , i [ ] LR T R R S st FOIE I SRR R, IR
Wik b iR 5 Rl 401 A R SSHTIE B F AR AE (A R

= SEEARHbER B AR/ MR B R

Un B SCHrsg, AR SEA U SR T 1 5 T M A e o ik B BAT i i 200 T B 48
SEARRGYE, (HRYHE A, TCIgR (A%) b2 (RHESEORMEEN) 538 0] 3 b e =

@ See Jin Hyun Paik, “The Origin of the Principle of Natural Prolongation; North Sea Continental Shelf Cases Revisited” ,
p. 588, note 17. FFEEHR AR, 7ERCE FEEE YO REIE S BON A, MSRARHEAS B T — 50 43 I 5 0 STHE A2 468 5 Al
JEZK (broad-margin States) HEHIYRAL, XELEFMBEHA “NGEK” (Marginners) , FEMFFRTIRIT | WIHF
. EVE, AR, UK. EDEE. Bivu=. fRER. dERE., BrE = RAEE. See Myron H. Nordquist (ed. ), United
Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982. A Commentary (Dordrecht: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1985), Vol. I, The
Group System, p.76. See also, Satya N. Nandan and Shabtai Rosenne and Neal R. Grandy (eds. ), United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea 1982 ;. A Commentary, Vol. I, Article 76, p. 842, para.76.3, note 2.

@ See North Sea Continental Shelf Cases ( Federal Republic of Germany/Denmark; Federal Republic of Germany/Netherlands) ,
Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1969, pp.29 —32, paras. 40 —45.

® See North Sea Continental Shelf Cases ( Federal Republic of Germany/Denmark; Federal Republic of Germany/Netherlands) ,

Judgment, L C.J. Reports 1969, pp.50 —51, paras. 94 —96. FEFRERBEIAN, “H B ARG 2L A9 B E 00 nl e &4 B T15%

PR LR AR AR 1 TR A RIS S R S, PR T BE S Re o M, AL AR R O 1 R R R AR B TR A

F ST XA ERRES, F L ERZES WM. WX — 8B R, EFRERA BRI A= B SR —

M EPEE Z , See North Sea Continental Shelf Cases ( Federal Republic of Germany/Denmark; Federal Republic of Germany/

Netherlands) , Judgment, L C.]J. Reports 1969, p. 51, para. 95.

See Aegean Sea Continental Shelf Case ( Greece v. Turkey) , Judgment, I C.J. Reports 1978, p.36, para. 86.

@ ®

See Case concerning Continental Shelf ( Tunisia v. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya ), Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 1982, p. 80,
para. 112.
© See Case concerning the Continental Shelf (Libya / Malia) , Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 1985, pp.56 —=57, para.79. A (2).
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b SRR v Z RV 3 107 A 3 FH I () B, — 5 D, (A 38 76 4550 1 ML A SR IE ™ e 3|
“REEAMNET, B3 FKUL CRESR . BRI RIRG L AE ML A A B R TR R AT S, SR 6
A MG R, M. BEMERIEAR” S AREREAR KB HARM R MRRIE, Xl
FAE—EFEE LRRIE R () 5576 PR SR AR L B A SR E PR R R % 5 —
JrTr, WA WA R AR AE A [R)RE T AR A M o b B i 2%, LR AL 5 SR R AiF A 46 A B
R HBFRERAE @ R (R S5H AR UENY 2.2.7 S80I B8 LA H S RN b 5E 33 7
KRBHHEN A AR IEAR,© RRHAE R IR A S (AZ9) 56 76 S5 iR . Ik . BHZE. Bhidk
et P S AR T AN AN ELAT M S0, [ e LA o @

KT X —[AE, SEH M AR R4 Z 5y S R P i e s i, AR JUAE DA S AR Ak 1) ) 5 1
A SRR HAT BB AR S, (E A B AR P T B0 A e A A R R T AR A AR AR
KRBT 5 RIME S AR SR AE (110 310 B AT L3 3k o0 b SO0 44 i T DR 8 1) 2 2Ok i, (A&
AT e A g F e ELAT A3 B A S AR AE A T BT S A . s, MBI Y SN gk — PR AR X
B, W OUT MR VA TS A 4 TR RE AN A AR . (LR 1)

FE 2010 AP P AA AR B R, KR AR AR 28 B 25 R DA AR RS 16 S DA e A TG B SR 48
T B . BTN AR B 0T R R VG VR A rh e 2445 LATE 29 90 8 LA RV, & — e kLl

O© T H RIS M AR A PR ARG E, AR A AR IE R 8 M A 8 1 AARIE AR, A WO
N B LT R TE B X B SR IEH T L%, See Denorme, “The Seaward Limit of the Continental Shelf”, in Lewis
M. Alexander (ed. ), The Law of the Sea; National Policy Recommendations ( Rhode Island; University of Rhode Island,
1970), p.263 & 268; K. O. Emery, “Geological Limits of Continental Shelf”, (1981) 10 Ocean Development & International
Law 1, p.4; Case Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area ( Canada/United States of
America) , Judgment, 1. C.J. Report 1984, pp.273 — 274, paras.44 — 46. See also, R. Jennings, “ The Limits of the
Continental Shelf Jurisdiction: Some Possible Implications of the North Sea Case Judgment”, (1969) 18 International and
Comparative Law Quarterly 819, p.831; Ram Prakash Anand (ed. ), Law of the Sea; Caracas and Beyond (The Hague:
Martinus Nifjhoff, 1980), p. 145, pp. 160 — 163 & 179; D. N. Hutchinson, “The Concept of Natural Prolongation in the
Jurisprudence concerning Delimitation of Continental Shelf Areas”, (1984) 55 British Yearbook of International Law 133,
pp. 147 — 148.

@ Z0L (3] JEse, RALES: (ORRRAEAMRAR—FL: S 3SIE) , 4533 L,

® See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999,
pp. 12 -13, para. 2.2.7.

@  Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999, p.27,
para. 6. 1.3 & pp. 27 -28, para.6.1.6 -6.1.7.

® Hollis D. Hedberg, “Ocean Boundaries and Petroleum Resources”, (1976) 191 Science 1009, p. 1011.

© FEBKAWR TR, KRR Z AR, B —Se i, (0 — e nT IR R 45 5 3 T 30 2 SR AiE
SRR FIB%RE . See Summary of the Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf ( CLCS)
in regard to the Submission Made by Australia on 15 November 2004, p. 12, para. 39. 7E#06 2RI F L@, KEGLRA
PR Z2 D23 70 ) R BT BB IG A B (¥ 10 AR T A S 56 T SR 22 R AR X HE AT U — Fh R AS B I JT s o See Summary of
the Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf ( CLCS) in regard to the Submission Made by New
Zealand on 19 April 2006, p.48, para. 153 & 155. FFEAEH R, EIEE, BI/R2E . FHPEF FITE EBCA R A R
o, IR A XS OR BE I M SRR AR AR H 2 A, XIGA G AFAE 19— R B 78 40K Y S R 4 it e B0 LA b
HOTE S0 7 2O RSB R HEAT IR, PRI B0 T ARG A AR 22 D3 2 32 AR by S840 v 10 [) — R AiE g KBl 3 3 i 11
BRI B INLAHAE . See Summary of the Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to
the Joint Submission Made by France, Ireland, Spain, and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect
of the Area of the Celtic Sea and the Bay of Biscay on 19 May 2006, pp.8 -9, paras. 14 - 16.

« 23 .



(EBREMR) 2018 £ 1 11

LR B3RS0 @ e SEBTAR AR X BRI B ARSEMR I DL 2 B, KRS IR 2R Bl 2> 1 s dg iy, il
ML Y FARSEAR R TORR R B AR MM HER, B RERAEKR IR O ok
BB BN A B 1T, 20 LA RS A A R i 3 A2 RSBl U RSB R i, AN REAE D 5 1 4 14
FOLSFEAEA L0 T AW KRB AAE ST KRR AR DL 20iA Ry, PURARR & & (A5 o 5
A IS AT AT AL J8 15 05 i R0 DA Bl 3B AT IV 2 O AF T, BRTRA R B 9 JC LU R B T A A R, 4
IS B TE BRI TS, (e 3 L O By S5 AT nl A e 7 o] TR iR — MBS AR vy W 8 ) v
TEHLPIAR LS O

e FE DA A BT AR 2R 5 (497K T Bl R 36 5P Ay o D PG R POV T [ V5 R R R A5 1) AR A i
it 200 ¥ HL,© AR TR TGRS (Y BER BRI AR TRV 0 — A8 43 T R BT R R 1 1 1
RFGZRLE A b BA SO ARG | RS RIRE A 3, 5 PR i 2 (R A W 04 M S 4 A

O EhRmEELH,

@ Swmmary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p.3, para. 16.

® Swmmary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, pp.5 -6, para.22. (i).

@  Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p.6, para.23. (iii).

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p. 13, paras. 45 —46.

©® Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p.9, para. 29.

@  Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p.9, para. 30.
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RRyESs, (A EAT M A SRR — Bt B Y BT A SR A R R AR Y B A
Hp, B (AZT) 576 SRTHR T LA 1 2 AR AT AR TN SR G R R R i A B — 2 A
FRAE, Rl 5 4 A 7K R R0 A A7 AE B AR SE AR AT a5 S AP AS BT A7 ) 2R A5 10 L SRR B 4 RE
e, W E DG T FARAEA | DRl 057 5 R DR ok 33 33 b DX 3581 = e v DA 5 — R 97t i A
ERYERECE AR AL RN i St ST R @

T AR S PR L2 R A AR B J) LR b By T DU, R ZR FBR 2 51 25 DA M S A
YERIAGE A SR AEMY EZEARAE, IF i A T = M P M3 A 2 M5 1 90 [l BT A 2% B 200 v 5L LA
HMRBEALR R AR S, 1Tkt S 3008 1] DA 1) G A5 [ B 15 A R 2 RS B U3 GA T ANl 5 R X . @
Y& FETE RS o ALK AR T HL SR MEZ EOFATT S (A2)) 5576 M (BH# 5HORE
VUDY L Ve ] R0 L e Lt A b SRSl E B SR A 0 2 A . DA AR R A R
H o REDACNIETRRZE AR Z: 2y (B SHEORAEND)  thE i B AR K g b, $2 58 [
A DL A BB UE S E B AR AE Y 200 3 FLLAAM R B AR SO AURFE . © 5 2, AREMAEES
A I WA T BT AG — DI AR A Bk B2 B, MRl (A 29) 55 76 J A ke b S5k 4
VEMPE T HUTUESE  (use of morphology over geology ) KT G F AR SE it ) B 245 E, T RFAE b
(W GE— 1 5 IS PRI RE B 6% H LATIE B [ AR A8 @

TELABRZ H50 8 OR A 75 5 e [l B b 25 5 ) R 28 I, KB ZR BLRR 22 5125 1 2011 4F FHk LA
AT R S R SV ORI AR S 1 W VE 4R Y A9 ) A 0 DX 35 200 75 HEL LA AP R Bl 2R AM BB SR A $2 5
TR T, RREAR AR ZE 51 2348 10 HUE DL T M S0 bR o RO D 70 104 5 5040 Rk Ay A v 4
AR, © BT R, P AR A S OB A U B A L G R 2 K 2R B e A
(Northern Brazilian and Fernando de Noronha ridges) X4 H 4K ZEfH % 200 i HL LA KRR, ©
HA R P IEAR TR XIS ARG 8 T — DR PP BY R R 31 2% (marginal ridge) , 185

@O See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p. 12, para. 38.

@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p.5, para. 20.

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, pp.5 -6, paras.2l. (i) - (ii).

@ See Note from the Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland addressed to the Secretariat of the
United Nations dated 11 January 2011, Note No.08/11, p.5, para.25, available at http: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles _
new/submissions_ files/ght08/gbr_ nv_ 11jan2011. pdf (last visited September 5, 2017).

® See Note from the Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland addressed to the Secretariat of the
United Nations dated 11 January 2011, Note No.08/11, p.6, para. 26 —27, available at http: //www. un. org/depts/los/cles_
new/submissions_ files/ghr08/gbr_ nv_ 11jan2011. pdf (last visited September 5, 2017).

© See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland in respect of Ascension Island on 9 May 2008, p. 11, para. 36.

@ See Note from the Permanent Mission of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland addressed to the Secretariat of the
United Nations dated 11 January 2011, Note No.08/11, p.6, para.27, available at http; //www. un. org/depts/los/cles _
new/ submissions_ files/gbt08/gbr_ nv_ 11jan2011. pdf (last visited September 5, 2017).

® Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by Brazil on
17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, pp. 16 —17, para. 76.

©@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by
Brazil on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p. 16,
para. 72 & 75.
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FRUTA AT ASIWT, DA A S SO e A T 9% DR Bt 20 A o L 78 i B ) 1 SR A i,V B P IAh
ELPGAC AR AN 2 IR 2 1 2 e I PR i b BT T AR AR i, 3 4 DL i B At 2208 O U DL
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14 R Bt 5 67 8 L 2257 F 3000 KRR X 35, © i EAE SR b O 2= AR Wi 24, S5 e padt
FRFN SR K EE 215 2 e Wl Z (M JFJC A 1 i 2tk @ Rh 5 BV i B 2 ) el D A 1 2 i
Sk (WA BT RS (O AAIE . 22 By S e 2 AR/ [ SR AE A Ry phy 45 17 L 7 40 A 3 v
R X 5k 200 i B LM RBGZEAMER A BRI HE 58 . S AR T [ Bl R 2R 2 AR AR ), AR R i e
FURZ 2y (BHE S EORAEN) B BT 18 DA JE SRS 56 R 8 n] 25 18 b 5 ) H Y H AR I
HRTLIE 1, Z RS TEARZE S B ISR 2K b b 35 AR R B SRS A A AR e e B 45, 1
5% b J5 g M S5 b 3Rk LAl A AR R0 B SR A A ATy SR Kb Tl B 1 A

TEL PN GG A, KRIARABRZ: T 2x [l LAk = M s E i) B ARSEAR R B A58 T H A
Z 4 200 ¥ L LASMRBEZRR R ZE . © HAHE IR A H g LB K 7 bR IX 200 g FLLLAMRBESE,©
X H Mg S 5 X ( Minami-Tori Shima Island Region) Hl1 5 A 1L X ( Mogi Seamount
Region) PHALRIE 200 i HL LIS REEZE AN AR AR O F2 58, RIVPRI Bk = M b 350 1) 19 9 S A b 40 17 2
FIRRARFIRZ AR E . KT RS E X, HATA S H KRB i 58 (8 15 i e 2 O T8 1 1
P 25 5 Bl R EORSE A, © R L B XA LLRE (seamount group) -5 R £ 1 =2 ] A 7 S e HC 2 A
200 ¥ HLLUAMM R 4L.© KRB A BR 25 51 S AE @il rP s, w9 3 05 X0 0 LU BE A0 T IR B A

@® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by
Brazil on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p. 16,
para. 72 (i) & (ii).

@  See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by Brazil
on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p. 16, para. 73.

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by
Brazil on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of lts Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p. 15,
para. 70, p. 17, para. 79.

@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by
Brazil on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, p. 15,
para. 71, p. 16, para. 75.

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in regard to the Submission Made by Brazil
on 17 May 2004 of Information on the Proposed Outer Limits of Its Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nawtical Miles, p. 15, para.71.

© See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 11, paras. 64 —66, p. 12, paras. 74 =75 & p. 13, para. 79.

@ B 7 AR R EAREE L X (Mogi Seamount Region) . R R HEE X (The Southern Oki-Daito Ridge Region) .
Y E R4 IX. (The Shikoku Basin Region) . /N RIS E JFIX (The Ogasawara Plateau Region) . JLN—MMA55 14 w3 X
(The Southern Kyushu-Palau Ridge Region) ., F§ % /% [X ( Minami-Tori Shima Island Region) FIE§#fifii % [X. (The Minami-lo
To Island Region) , #2HiAY 200 7 B IAMKBEEAE ARG 74.7 TN B, 290 H AR FE 1m0 2 £, S W8S
B ORARS: (RS AR 24 % KRB FLn s m—— L B AR 6) , # (bERFHESERE) 2016 4R55 31 4545 8
W, %5811 B K5 813 A 1,

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p.1, para.3 (iii), p.10, para. 61.

©@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 10, paras. 60 —62.
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5700—6200 K [y, U HBE R — R IR I IE R 5,2 w5 B R HAE KT B S A I A
PR A X S L AL, VR LR SR AR 5 R 1 B B R =2 (RN A B 10 b SRR AE g b P b
SR, HOFAEM S 52 AR IEMEE Y TR IS AN NE/NLE (Hachijo
Shima Island) 5 B3AE X 2Z [8] A - 85— B &2 7 (Shichito-lo To Ridge) HJFF1E, fli/\3L
& (Hachijo Shima Island) 5 5AMHELL X BATHIS b A ELHEIE L, SARME L DR L 3 — B 5
VA LRGN KT A ARAE M © BRI EHSRIEYE AL, H AR [ B I Dl S A S #hFE,  DAIE
A0 X AT FARAEA D R PR 2 01 S5 A 0 PR S SO P8 1R, HAR BT & A LU X
FOZR B8 E 28 52 B M Y Y TRV T IS R HE LR T TR TR IR AR B i — e R4, e et Ll Y BT I8
“BER” (saddle area) FEAS K LAIKE BSEAEE L X R —/ /N S A) (1zu-Ogasawara Trench) 22
] 3 1% 224 (morphological continuity) o KR4 A BRZS 51 45 e 20087 S H5 HARTE R 5 15 X
AT L1 IX ) 200 P HLELSMRRRAR F25K

W ERTR, AR KRS A IR ZE G2 LT T 0] A 200 i BLLAAP KRG RSN S BR 42 22 B A 1Y
AR AAAE R B SR AT ARV [ 5K 200 1 HLLASP KRR A SERIPE BRI 25 015 KRR 22 5%
BIR 2 D3 2o e T 0 Vg ] I R A A 1 SR S o A i 10 3 5 v R T 140 2 AT e 350 S 4y i
FAFRERRIE ;s HUE ISR LA 8 b B4 e H sk Py 3R B AR ORI R PR 1 2 Al 72
FhFEMEAE B AR BIIENE . 52, HOB MR A I AR R A SR A AE S S M — R, (A
BT ISR W R Sy A ST, FE ORGSR R 51 25 i 92 e rp M AR ME SR AR A LG Ml B e 4 2
A SEARAY SR IBUBAS I 2 A S IR PE T RE

@® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 10, para. 60.

@ Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by Japan
on 12 November 2008, p. 11, para. 64.

® Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by Japan
on 12 November 2008, p. 11, para. 66.

@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 11, para. 65.

® 2001 4, HAXIZELIHATAT4, 2008 48 HALUSAHE LD 7, 0 E—/NE R Baan 44 AR B A, HEM
SERR I AR I MR M SRR, S O%IE INTEHLSR 2 S RO AR T, S SR X Y 200 6 B LLAM R BG4 325Kk 4R
WP, SWESCR . RAES . (BRI 2 % KA A 0 S mi——Lh B AR B, 45 815—816 71,

©® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 12, para. 71.

@ See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 12, para. 73.

® See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in Regard to the Submission Made by
Japan on 12 November 2008, p. 12, para.75, p. 13, para. 79.

@ B LSRR FER R AL, KRR IR B S TE B R 2RI R R AR 1, REEOR X BUR R TIR A, JF6l
DL —SE 4l T A ER Y PRI YR S 2 1 . See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental
Shelf in Regard to the Partial Submission Made by Ireland on 25 May 2005, p. 12, para.27. 7EIBERI AR L@ d, Kk
IRIRZ 512 “ BE T MO ZRMESS , A5 20408 U7 42 (L 1) JH fl st S5 RSt R SRR (b 587, X U JBR e AR B2 =2 1
B4y X IR B KB YL B EA T 2 . See Summary of Recommendations of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf in
Regard to the Submission Made by Norway in respect of Areas in the Arctic Ocean, the Barents Sea and the Norwegian Sea on 27
November 2006, p.20, para. 50.
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M Bt 2012 FE AT R T R PRI B A EH

T o LTS IR AR S A i S P, s IR L R i 22 [8] ) 8RR i 2 — 2R PR T [ R S i J )
(O ERAE Lo L FEI A g Bl T 1) 1 RSB e AN SR T A USSR S R oK, 3 R A LA
JO A 58 [R]— P A6 4 O 7 2 P 3R 5 R s 200 U FEL Y AR S AR g — SR A A A 3 A b
HESE AR A 2 b, (CA HUSRIESR IE A L8, 3 2 A B SR A b AN T D @ G el A
% 200 ¥ BN RREZAUM BERE B IR RT AR B T (AZY) 5 76 2556 4 FOE MR- 5 EOR
P, AECHORS S s [ B4t At S 550 07 T AR i O E AN AT Sl

UNAR SO — AR il AR SR BERT A SR HE AR 2 A5 A4 B BTV 1A [ 2 A 200 13 HL LA R B 2R AR
FUEERR AL RS 3 E B, EH RN 58 1l I PnS f i R4S (unique) FY, Hix—
T ULTE S = KB R 2 WO AR BN, @ it (AZ) 55 76 30K, HA ME R
SRFE A 277 [ P4 A2 AT S P M e S K, LTS W o e 40 R A T A 7 1B 9%
JE A L DR SE AR IRTE, ) Rl STURRD A b ST Y AN 2 5 T 1 1 T R Bl AR R AR G PRI 3, AN A
JCH I T 2 7 2 A KBl 2R A P il PE AR T (controlling criterion) | X — i B AF 2] 1AL BE Y
BN © WREE O PSR FAIRJE . ISR DI, XK EE | LA UIRUA 2 R R A4
e ¥ ) S R A 2o 200 9 L, D 33k A4 ey R I L [ 24 4 200 T HLLAR KRG ZR . ©

BEAARSANRAE SO, CAZy) By A S M LA R i SCRT IR R R 5 BRZE 51 25 AR 5%
S, EENNARGIEREA K A SRIER A0 A B A B Wl 5 3, M OGE T i 4
FRRTEOL. 78 CA2y) 5576 ZRmg ARERyd el , IR 22 R 5 B EE AR B I 5 4 1 T i 307 L 2
R (Suggestion of Sri Lanka) ,© DA ™M FH LA AR g .00 (4 19 SR SE A D00 A o, 8 %
T NP AR M T S PR R R 28 S IR HIE , K A A YR AR SR R, 4R

@ See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
(Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, pp. 121 - 122, para. 416, pp. 124 - 125, para. 426.

@ See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
(Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, pp. 124 —125, para. 426.

@ See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the marittime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 127, para. 435.

@ Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal ( Bangladesh/
Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, pp. 129 — 130, para. 444.

® ZWASE Tk,

© See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the maritime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
(Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 130, para. 447.

(@ See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the marittime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
( Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, pp. 129 - 130, paras. 444 —446.

® See Dispute concerning Delimitation of the marittime boundary between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal
(Bangladesh/ Myanmar) , Judgment of 14 March 2012, p. 131, para. 449.

@ See M. C. W. Pinto, “Article 76 of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea and the Bay of Bengal Exception”, pp. 217 —220.

@ See 104" Plenary Meeting, Seventh Session, IX Official Records Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, UN
Doc. A/CONF. 62/SR. 104 (1978), See also, M. C. W. Pinto, “Article 76 of the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea and
the Bay of Bengal Exception”, p.216.
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155 LA PHIE 228 T 1 77 (statement of understanding ), 225K AR A Jifi 48 5 BR 2% 5% 2 7 7 2L
FNHLIE Y 200 76 HLLASN KRG8 57 BR A ICEE IF, 0 LH G [R] 3t B A S S, DR 3 FH 2 76
I THENEA TP ER L KRR TR ZE DI et (B SEORMENT) I TR e i e 75
WY, 7E55 8. 1. 12 Bt 5% 9. 1. 2 Brrh R Bl ML NOXT d NP Rk G 0L 4 T % 1 @ S AEAR S ik
WEBLA T — AR Wl IR R R S DUAIE TR, (BRLT- ol IR RE R DL (A 2) 4 2 ][]
AR P I R A, AN E NS A A ) SRSE AT 200 98 HLLASN KRR . #0352, da IRy i R
DUBVE BB FOE SR PEAE A i BB R AR, AN i i i [l it B SR SE A 1 25 O DLARVE &
JEWE AR S IR e TUURRE R AN T 1T A RAHLE , X152 TR H AR SE A i DA S 1
AT 0 455 40 o) A PN ) N T PR A FLAT 200 Vi B LSRRl AR A A S A

h 4iE

ARSCRT R B LR 5 PR 575 2 2 TS5 AN ol T 75 T 3 4] S i 5 TP ) 1 R S S U 2 i
T[] 200 T3 B LU AR REARASOM) 22 5K 90 BB B RRE M AR A D, o R AT PR A Rt 2 47 4 B2 T
AR 200 7 HLLAN AP A S BRI i B G908 o M RN, A SRS AeR i 0 0 e - 5508 R A Tk
S ARP A EE R, —J7, (A1) 5 76 A A AR A S AR LI T ORR A
(W5E X, 3% AT REFEOS KRB IR AR RS 25 FARBL = I WA T L, AR 2L SRR A
TE—ERE FREEHRAEE ] (A20) 2576 AL A Bk, T2, 7 (A4) 5
76 ZLIEE S BAN KRR E ST, 75 25 M RE7 (4 A B LA 45 R Bl J8 2% i A5 5 12 Y
FEPEECRME PR LS AR A g5 . o —Triin, (A29) ARIAHHRE LA SRIEARBEIN, 5 BE S i i
(AZT) WZEIRERT 2B Y IR EEOR A BOBR ], o S e i 25 24 [ 5 181 LS 25 v A fige R 7 X
SCBLIE Y4 AU A AU k4 [ PRt 2 SR R R £ 22 18] 14 2 P 5 Al ©

UTAESR IR R S R 2 D3 2 A IS N 2012 45 o L 8 ¥ R S o 2 BT S R A B R W1, %
T 200 g FEL LA R SR S BRI 2 ) B SR SEAR S U B AR IE H A s B, S [ AR BT 2R B Y
FIn B ER R P S M I IR R, R SCE R R AR BR 22 B 2 Jm S i U
XFF FARIEAf PRI LS AL s S DI e M 45 = IS0 ) M e ) L, TGI8 R R R R PR 2% 5 2
AR AR LESCHE M) ) i R B, Sl Aok i PR SC B RS B, TR T

@ See Final Act of the Third United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea, Annex II, Statement of Understanding concerning
a Specific Method to be Used in Establishing the Outer Edge of the Continental Margin. 5548 2, FHE 0 isifi s il 48
HH R AR 5 BR 2 53 2 A AR 2% 7 11 1949 PR 5 o B IR V2 i 308 T K 199 200 183 T LAAD KRG A0 R L e i, ARt 75 WO F
RO TIPSR IR E R R AR S R E, AW R R S, WA WA R AT A
it B e b BT A SR R D RS, BTN R R R 0ROk, R R IR R RZ S B RS AR
FOXE FHVE L, AEAF AT R H2s i@ A T im @A B AY2)5E . See M. C. W. Pinto, “Article 76 of the UN Convention on
the Law of the Sea and the Bay of Bengal Exception”, p.224.

@ See Scientific and Technical Guidelines of the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, CLCS/11, 13 May 1999,
p- 56, para.8.1.12, p.70, para.9.1.2.

@ ArERL, W EARR R E 200 1 5L CRE SRR AR DL Gk [ B i i IOl R A B AR, KRR A
FR 2% 53 25 ] LUK VR [ 256 T 200 96 BL LA R 2R A9 3 B 32 5K i TRR ] . See Gau Michael Sheng-ti, “Commission on the
Limits of the Continental Shelf as a Mechanism to Prevent Encroachment upon the Area”, (2011) 10 (1) Chinese Journal of
International Law 3, p.17.
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SR sy U SR B ) 2 LA 350 1 5 R i Jo PR 3R S A i ok B A DA il ) 2% 1
FIBARIE, (BN 55 e, RO AR FARSE S LR RS M A A SRHEA, T 2 T 3
UEHE AU AR PR B (e, foli 2 24 [ 5 DR B AR B IR 2 BR 2 i) T A SSE B i [ AR AE (A e S 75 [
PRI TR BEAE 2012 45 ol N TR 30 A i 58 F A AR SE AR AN R Il Wiy v ]2 75 55 A 200
g HL A SN R Bl ARASOR R Al A 2 S b v, 35k o e R 0 FH T o I 98 1) 2ok A7 6 i A R A 3 7
SC, F 5K A ARIEPAESE T L © A R BA T A SR UL S PR b 2200 1 SRS A U T 1
I R i ZRASURI) 8 BE R A (R0 T8 DA T [ 200 785 HL LASM R L R 46 K] ) BR A PE DI RE

Nature Prolongation Principle in the Outer Limits of the
Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles and

a Review of Bangladesh v. Myanmar Case
Ding Duo and Lin Qi

Abstract; The existence of natural prolongation of the land mass is a precondition for a coastal state to
claim the continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles. The Commission on the Limits of the Continental
Shelf (CLCS) takes geomorphic characteristics as primary criteria when ascertaining whether there is
natural prolongation, and geological evidence and other geophysical data are often regarded as
supplementary information and subsidiary evidence. The persuasiveness of geomorphic information makes
the CLCS more incline to measure natural prolongation by geomorphic criteria. It only applies to the special
circumstance of Bengal Bay that natural prolongation is not an independent criterion for determining
whether a coastal state is entitled to the continental shelf beyond 200 nautical miles.
Keywords: Continental Shelf beyond 200 Nautical Miles, Nature Prolongation, Geomorphology,
Geology, Bengal Bay
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