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FUSHIC

HAIE 199648 12 kI B 3 % B BE & 51
(UNCLOS, United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea) IZM AL, ZOEFID N TOMEDHIEICEI LT, 5
(TS, territorial sea) M O PEf i £& 75 K1k (EEZ,
exclusive economic zone) i Vi KEEM (CS ,
continental shelf)12B9 27kt Z & o7, F 7o, KB
IR¥LZEE 4 (CLCS, Commission on the Limits of the
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EEZDIR E1Z2003 B (58575%) LHLE STV, i RE O
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T IR RO Z DTS (B5565%) 125, CSIE, 2001
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EFRSNTEY (765 13H) . CSIcoLTIE—EDHIRD T
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2 BT ICHE O CSORRA 2R E TE 2 (M57,8H5H) .

MD & 1D DUHTIC N L THBOEDRIENEE T 515
BICZOEREZIETEIEEZEET 2, UNCLOSD FTD
WERE O OKIBARIERIZED AL E>TL S0, Bl
THEBDE DR EE T B ET 25 E60% 5>
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W5, INBIEDOVTE YHEDARICK BRI EEIN
2 (1) Yoo &I SRS o4,
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ZATHTMDICBE T 2 B RIE M D& 16 2 4 B O E D BT
ENT 5, 745 L 583461 REDB R TMD D JEHE D JT
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(1) UNCLOSZ 158D 5 iR Fl BE
(1) #1558 D TP FE DRI D L1
UNCLOS Dy 4 fig P il BE ¢l 28 1 53 S 2 i o i 1 %
FiOWaE 2 089 S E R ECA R FE S R 5 R (aTH 5, 5
2865213 ZDOHIFE~ D G A FED 3D DEFZ BLIEL T 5,
1 UNCLOS DRI B 2 8 Gr 3 (-5 3% 2
20 B TSI Y F 5 ORI B0 Fe il ik FHEIC KD
DR SN o7 T8 B3I ST RUE SN A TR
SOEERA DSBS I D757\ 2L TH B4,
28T DT S K H N (a) B 2 30
(ITLOS, International Tribunal for the Law of the

L B OIS B 3 2 i (P8 4R 73) B OV HRM W RE R AR B ORI B 9 2 T HE T84 74)
2 HRuiE AR S OORBERINC B 9 2 3 A 2 5650 2 5 DI G 0 2 047 (20144F) 12 K D PUTEE GRS, 2 D — B2 IET 2 B4 (20244F) 12 K D /NAR
BIEEZ HADKEEM & U7, Zeds /NS IFRE G B O — ¥ & BRI BT S MR D TR E & Bnd e (PR TR BEAM |

https://www8.cao.go.jp/ocean/policies/tairikudana/tairikudana.html)

3 V.Lowe and A. Sander, The Law of the Sea, Fourth Ed. (2022), pp. 300-302, and Y. Tanaka, International Law of the Sea, Fourth ed. (2023), p. 258.
4 T Treves, “Article 286, in A. Proelss (ed.), United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea: A Commentary (2017), pp. 1844-1849, N. Klein, Dispute Settlement in the

UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (2005), pp. 31-52.
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Sea) . (b) E BE ] #: A (ICT, International Court of
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BT 25DTHY ML TS F — RIS T DTAAET 285
HGTHONREHEMEOIT IR INRVET 2 (Fra
AN VEARRE DX G S O L F I i 08) D3R 5450,

(iiif) 4G DIRINT B AT BUC X A iR e i
G2 %)

2865 D 2D FMETIE, #F 2YF E AN T 2 0y G ik
RTFBROFEROANOBEIMREIN TS (28155
2824%) , 7z 5 26 0 W I ECH Tt ~ D 4 D TG
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Ba XTI 5000% B THB3,

(iv) I R OEIRIE- BRI O R R TldZnc
(GE3D%EME)

HE3DFFIZ, 3D F ORI (H2975) K OTEINM
TR (52985) DM REL B FICH 62V ETH
%, UNCLOS T3 D— M IEDMEIR D 7= B IR O BR AT
MBRDSNT2 (F3095%) 2 EH 6 H21Hi 0 FFs 1n F
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I ENC 298513 ZDRIUE ICEED CE B %247 - Al
ICD A S 45, MDIZ BT 2y 4 SIS FE ST L IR
S IR BT 2 8 AR IR E A IR A O W R D 1 DT, 2
Nz 2E S 2T 56 RS V2O R B
EZIFAND LI 5 (552985 1H(a) (i) ',

(2) UNCLOSE 1580 fn S RRFIEEICS
UNCLOSD %% ICT I MR 365 D OB & |
H15 26 O 2B I BCHIGIE O EIR D 1D L LT B i
HEEVI2ODERER FF O Z L IcTe o7, B 3652 H I Sk
DR EZHE E 2 LT ERMOM S04
F2ODEBNEHFIFE D WF 2B TE5, HAIZ
201 54E DRI E 2 HE S o T EYEROME . H
FVEHSBF I VLT e » 55, 2nsIicT 3
NIFTN o IR0 S 264 BT 2 E ML, 2o
G122 W TUNCLOSH 1 53 0 3615 Wiy S i e Fige ~ 0 £
FEICHRET 2L DB R LT, b BIFL 365D
R0 G G ICTIHH 1 4 EMDICBE 3 2 45 4 il /712
DWTEEENER A L, UNCLOSH 1 5E 55 2 1 30 855 1
BB T 2R S OREIZE TR0,

T. Treves, “Article 287,” in Proelss, supra note 4, pp. 1849-1857.

O 0 NN N U

South China Sea Arbitration (Philippines v. China), Award of 2015, para. 157, 170, and 204.
Chagos Marine Protected Area (Mauritius v. United Kingdom), Award of 18 March 2015, paras. 220-221.
Dispute Concerning Coastal State Rights in the Black Sea, Sea of Azov, and Kerch Strait (Ukraine v. Russia) Award of 21 February 2020, paras. 157-161.

PR3 SCT PR — T 2 AGE 5 e R DX S ) 230 11— bl T e I3 538 5 35 30K (20214F) | 1811, T. Treves, supra note 4, pp. 1847-1848, B. Oxman,

“Courts and Tribunals: The ICJ, ITLOS, and Arbitral Tribunals,” in D. Rothwell et al. (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of the Law of the Sea (2016), p. 400, K.

Kittichaisaree, The International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea (2021), pp. 94-99,

10 A. Serdy, “Article 281,” “Article 282, and “Article 283,” in Proelss, supra note 4, pp. 1820-1838.
11 Southern Bluefin Tuna Arbitration (New Zealand v. Japan; Australia v. Japan), 4 August 2000, para. 57.

12 South China Sea, supra note 6, para. 223.
13 T. Treves, supra note 4, pp. 1848-1849.

14  Ibid., pp. 1848, Oxman, supra note 9, pp. 403-408, A. Serdy, “Article 297, and “Article 298, in Proelss, supra note 4, pp. 1906-1932, Klein, supra note 4, pp. 125-315 (¢

V2 PSSR S IE S IR I SOV TS pp. 228-279)

15 ICIH3H A4 EMDICBH 25 4D Tl 278 L 72 el ld LA R D3 D | Land, Island and Maritime Frontier Dispute (El Salvador/Honduras: Nicaragua
intervening), Judgment of 11 September 1992, I. C. J. Reports 1992, p. 351, Land and Maritime Boundary between A and Nigeria (Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial
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(2) BE—FRMm

(SMB, single maritime boundary)

UNCLOSIZ3-2 { MDIZ B9 2 E B E o Sl ¢k, SMB
BT 2 MY G S F B INL 722 &b HEEEE VD
FEHEQEEMELH L2 OENTHZ, UNCLOSTIZEEZ
(5518) £CS (E63) 1M oHIEETH b | BRERII I3 A ] 0
MDRHJECH 5, LH L EEZECSOEI FLAR A e 52 13
WD R FA DB D 6 FHERITlE v iy 424 35 E25SMB
DY % I BR BRI G5 3 2 B 2 2 L L b IS  BEZE
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n%ZZO
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L) 20D KIBEDOMDIZD E, SMBIZ & %2021 > T H[E
RN E 5772024 ICJIZZ o OMD ZE Bl L7
D3RI Z DD L7225, 22 B ICHE Z DO XRT Ve
7)oy HECEEZECSOIBIHEE L LCOME HF S
N7 EICE R LT 526,

B —NREN—L = HAETICHE, Wi 424 HE ASSMB
ICkZMDZZEFELTwaE L, TS.EEZ, CSOSMB#% i L
Foo AETIRHIBE IR PE D 72  ICTIZ R DTS & AL D
EEZECSOMDZ% Xl L-CHIB L 72, ICTI%, SMBIE % $ EH [H]
ZRIDOHEBIZE>TROSN TV B D TR HE BT
AL HETHY  Hi—DOMBHIEZMERL 720 &) R EH
DHEIZE DD THD EIRHL 0527,

NI, A AR G, R & DEEZ L CSIc 4Ll $
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%E.TSOMD & N2 4H#lTix , TSOMDEEEZECSD

Guinea intervening), Judgment, I. C. J. Reports 2002, p. 303, Territorial and Maritime Dispute between Nicaragua and Honduras in the Caribbean Sea (Nicaragua v.
Honduras), Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 2007, p. 659, Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia), Judgment, I. C. ]. Reports 2012, p. 624, and Maritime

Delimitation in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua) and Land Boundary in the Northern Part of Isla Portillos (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua),
Judgment, LC.J. Reports 2018, p. 139.7% %, TIVY I NPIL/ R P 27 A Tld MD Tl 7 S RED W D 15 195 (legal situation of the maritime spaces) 12D
WD S X 417z (El Salvador/Honduras, in this note, pp. 586-609, paras. 381-420, and pp. 616-617, para. 432 (1)),

16  North Sea Continental Shelf, Judgment, 1. C. J. Reports 1969, p. 45, para. 81.
17 Ibid., pp. 46-53, paras. 83-100.
18  Ibid., p. 51, para. 96.

19 il ZIE ICIHBMD D 1530 % % AU L 7z Maritime Delimitation in the Black Sea (Romania v. Ukraine), Judgment, L. C. ]. Reports 2009, p. 89, paras. 77,
20 Continental Shelf (Tunisia/ Libyan Arab Jamahiriya), Judgment, 1. C. ]. Reports 1982, p. 18, and Continental Shelf (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya/Malta), Judgment, 1. C. ].

Reports 1985, p. 3.
21  Ibid., p. 33, para. 33-34.

22 M. Kawano, “International Courts and Tribunals and the Development of the Rules and Methods Concerning Maritime Delimitation,” The Journal of International

Law and Diplomacy, Vol. 112, No. 3 (2013), pp. 9-13.

23 Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine, Judgment, I.C.J. Reports 1984, p. 246, Affaire de la délimitation de la frontiére maritime entre la Guinée et

la Guinée-Bissau Sentence du 14 février 1985, Reports of International Arbitral Awards, Vol. 19, p. 166, para. 42, and Affaire de la délimitation des espaces maritimes entre

le Canada et la République frangaise Décision du 10 juin 1992, Reports of International Arbitral Awards, Vol. 21, p. 1152, para. 1.
24 Maritime Delimitation in the Area between Greenland and Jan Mayen, Judgment, I. C. J. Reports 1993, pp. 56-58, paras. 41-44.

25 Ibid., pp. 59-77, paras. 49-87.
26 Ibid., p. 59, para. 46.

27  Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions between Qatar and Bahrain, Merits, Judgment, 1. C. . Reports 2001, pp. 91-94, para. 168-177, particularly para. 173.

28 Cameroon v. Nigeria, supra note 15, pp. 440-441, para. 286.2 A% )V AKXt =47 77 {1 TlE, [CII%, TSOEIH EEEZ X ' CSDOSMB#% [X | L 7z (Costa Rica v.
Nicaragua), supra note 15, p. 171, para. 79. UNCLOSH 1 5#8D Ffit O F TOMED 5] & LC, Barbados/ Trinidad and Tobago, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, 11
April 2006, pp. 71-72, paras. 234-335 and Guyana/Suriname, Award of the Arbitral Tribunal, 17 September 2007, p. 108, para. 334%3% %,
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MD &% XHI L 7R3 37 ST 529, [EBEEH T I, 5515
ZRITIEDCTSOMD L5745 L 558351 JEDC(EEZECSD
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(3) MDD AE

MDD /5 13 % k. S 2313, B ECH 0 Ja il © & 7
D—METT DS BERZ W E T 2T v I - [ 5 — )5
(A/BJTH) & B8 1 7 S5 PR e S0 vh [T 2 B e 12 &
DT 275 R (E/RCHR) DL adssill w532,
WD HBITIZ, =7 /% =7 - 57 [ D g P85 i 2
EEXA R TA/BH AP A I NIB 2 DHIE,
AR E TE RV EW I FTR 2 FHE 0w ZICICTHYA/B T
K2R L= h 7 7 TR B P27 AEM3 P A DTRTD
Setic, T2 S R L D7z D iR E LTE/RCHT S
NS IT 535, — T OMFEFENA/BIAOFMN 2 TR L7
FHITH, ZD L) B ERITFED SN D 7%,

EFEHHIFRD%EHI%E L =zMDICEET %
EEDRRE

(1) MDICE9 % ER
UNCLOSH 745 1JH & #5835 LI Tl 4 HIH R 0 A REIC
L BRIDYEEDBIE N T2, ZD LI B A TRDOFEILE

BRI DB D—FTHR R LR DT, AAN—V R F AP =
V7 EE V=2 =T 74 FEE L= F Y FERET
ICJiZ. ¥ 725 —EDEEE TOMDIZ O Z Y HEH[H DA TE
DEFERRDII ST, = A7 7 TR b P27 AFfE Y
77T a i =i KO —F/a =R T—LH
ECIEAREDEIEITED SN 7258,

(2) E/RCAHRICHITZIEREDIRET

CH S 72 s R DR D 72 012 E/RE /5 sS4
DEREIX. 20RO IC—EDEAE L6 Lz, FF
BRI DICT AP IR E 2 e % St L 7z, A1CICT
V& Sl % S L E/RCH RS — I AMDO R Th b E
L7220, 2D, 55 1 B 0 B o 11 7 S B R S0
AR O TLE | 5 2 B o BTl E o gz 360 OB E I 74
S PREER SRR O T 5 3 BRBE DM A SR D R
DOBGIEE ) SBBE DB ST H B LR, 2 8,
E/RCH AT, 5 1 BRI B SR T o P
TEDILHEE 720  BHHFE O ZEOBICOMET O R E S
BEURE DR E MDOX R E 2% ISR EEND .

F2BBCEIEINZREPHEFRE L LCE, MRS FHE O
RO R OB NG FRROHTEIR RE O ~D 7
7€ ZDRHEZN T (cut-off effect) 25 d k9 7 H P A B[R] 423
RYPINDBEINH D 5, #0424 A, B g & LT, R
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31

32

33

34

35

36

37

38
39

40

41

Nicaragua v. Honduras, supra note 15, pp. 738-745, paras. 262-282, Black Sea, supra note 19, p. 70, para. 17, Dispute Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary
between Bangladesh and Myanmar in the Bay of Bengal (Bangladesh/Myanmar, Judgment, 14 March 2012, paras. 177-181, Bay of Bengal Maritime Boundary
Arbitration (The People’s Republic of Bangladesh and The Republic of India), Award, 7 July 2014, paras 178-181.=7% 7 7" 7 xf an v E 7 H{ETld, =h 7 7 73Rk
IREBECIESMBO I 2 3355 L 708 Jifr i CINZBIEL RAEHNL T any E7 O SICE-D CHERUT =7 5 277 OCS EEEZOBEAEIE 12D\ W T HIb %
PG5 T % & L7z (Nicaragua v. Colombia, supra note 15, pp. 670-671, paras. 133-136) ,

Nicaragua v. Honduras, supra note 15, pp. 742-745, paras. 277-282, Bangladesh v. Myanmar supra note 29, para. 150, and Maritime Delimitation in the Indian Ocean
(Somalia v. Kenya), Judgment, 1. C. ]. Reports 2021, pp. 248-249, para. 120.77 74 > DEHTH TSOMD EEEZ K TXCSOMDIZ X Il L 7z 5tk & 22 5TV >3 (Klein,
supra note 4, pp. 241-248) ,

A RBEM A DD TICTZ E/RCH AN FEHINTH 2 2 L2000 DL /7h3% D (E/RCHADAHME LRI L >TRO ST %h
I ClE7e\ L5 L 72 (North Sea Continental Shelf, supra note 16, p. 23, para. 23, p. 34, paras. 51-52, pp. 35-36, para. 55, p. 45-46, para. 82, p. 47, para. 85, and p. 49,
para. 90) ,

e )L S0 HETHERECHTTE, 57 ik O H B 2 R L B S 2RO M AR 2 3ERTICBRET 53255 % & > 72 (St. Pierre and
Miquelon, supra note 23, pp. 1169-1171, paras. 66-74) ,

Guinea/Guinea-Bissau, supra note 23, pp. 181-194, paras. 86-125.

Nicaragua v. Honduras, supra note 15, pp. 242-244, paras. 277-280, and pp. 745-749, paras. 283-298.

AT 2 2,

Bangladesh v. Myanmar, supra note 29, paras. 238-240, Bangladesh v. India, supra note 29, paras. 340-346, and Dispute Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime
Boundary between Ghana and Céte D’Ivoire in the Atlantic Ocean (Ghana/Céte D’Ivoire), Judgment, 23 September 2017, paras. 289-325.

Cameroon v. Nigeria, supra note 15, pp. 441-442, para. 287-289, Black Sea, supra note 19, pp. 82-89, paras. 55-76, and Maritime Dispute (Peru v. Chile), Judgment, IL.CJ.
Reports 2014, pp. 57-58, paras. 149-151.

Nicaragua v. Honduras, supra note 15, p 737, para. 258, Bangladesh v. Myanmar, supra note 29, paras. 98 and 118, and Ghana/Céte D’Ivoire, supra note 37, para. 228..
Black Sea, supra note 19, pp. 101-103, paras. 115-122.Z D% D LA N D HBITIEEHF RO LD F Jh3dH % ¢ Nicaragua v. Colombia, supra note 15, pp. 695-696,
paras. 190-193, Peru v. Chile, supra note 38, p. 65, para. 180, Bangladesh v. Myanmar, supra note 29, paras. 336-346, Ghana/Céte D’Ivoire, supra note 37, paras. 360,
Costa Rica v. Nicaragua, supra note 15, pp. 190-203, paras. 135-166 and pp. 176-224, paras. 208-204, and Delimitation of teh Maritime Boundary between Mauritius and
Maldives in the Indian Ocean (Mauritius/Maldives), Judgment, 28 April 2023, paras. 95-98,

Cameroon v. Nigeria, supra note 15, pp. 443-444, para. 291, Black Sea, supra note 19, p. 93, para. 88, pp. 96-98, paras. 98-105, and pp. 99-100, paras. 110-114,
Bangladesh v. Myanmar, supra note 29, paras. 185-205, Nicaragua v. Colombia, supra note 15, pp. 675-686, paras. 143-166, Somalia v. Kenya, supra note 30, pp.
252-257, paras. 132-141, Costa Rica v. Nicaragua, supra note 15, pp. 181-187, paras. 108-122 and pp- 210-214, paras. 179-185, Ghana/Cbte D’Ivoire, supra note 37,
paras. 361-386, and Mauritius/Maldives, supra note 40, paras. 108-111.

Cameroon v. Nigeria, supra note 15, pp. 446-447, para. 301, Black Sea, supra note 19, pp. 116-118, paras. 163-168, and Nicaragua v. Colombia, supra note 15, p. 702,
paras. 209-211.
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DR DO E . BRI 0 — VDR FRE O RER O
FHEONEEZ ST 0035\, 2D FENRDSN
Bz ot A—F/a—r R 7 =T, ITLOSD
E B Aoy ey s a vy ROVAMIC B 2158)
DI E N 7 R R & SR T 2 B P L TR S
Qe ZEITDWTHEIBEECHTT O LM —H L 7237820
LTETOLLERFHL TS,

20082 %#823CSOMD

(1) UNCLOSE76RICEDCSOERDFIE
UNCLOS#76%® F¢200%5 L% 2 5 CSD PRSI
TOEWDICLCSICH S 2 18 b 23 575 2 FLfi 2 LAz
TGV H 5, DL BGE BHAFEICK> TR ENS
CLCSIZUNCLOS D g 55 Fi 1 B3 % [ RE 2 I 3 2 M
REHLTEST BE R IN DI Eicks Hl2E, H
ADCSDOIRFUZDWTOEWMD R ICBI LT, iz & [
WZENZFNONB T 210 EERZEB L2720, 20124E0
CLCSOh 5 TlE. BIfR T KIS O W TOEI 3%k D S

7245,

(2) EEFRHICHITZ2008EZBZSCSOMD
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