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Article 287
Choice of procedure

1. When signing, ratifying or acceding to this Convention or at any time
thereafter, a State shall be free to choose, by means of a written
declaratlon one or more of the following means for the settlement of (
disputes concerning the mterpretatlon or application of this | ’r”
Convention: P e e l
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(ICJ, art. 36 (2))
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ulau Sipadan (Indonesia/Malaysia)

Bluefin Tuna Cases (New Zeala MStralia V. jei_pérT)TPFevisional Measures
bitration: Southern Bluefin Tun se (New Zealand and Australia v. Japan) —

Provisional Measures
- Annex VII Arbitration: Case concerni
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OS: Case concerning Land Recla’? tion by Singapore in and around the Straits of Johor (Malaysia v. Singapore),
g

Land Reclamation by Singapore in and around the Straits of Johor (MalayS| /

- ITLOS : “Chaisiri Refeers 2” (Panama v. Yeme
03

iq'm@&easewmng Land Recla -.-‘_'" By i : S gap
' ' S ] » g o /J

on: -—4 7 =

2 -Annex\’ﬁ’ﬂl':iﬁ(ii ring Land . 3 )
= “bﬁu._.“" RN ¢ f“l e E !
P ! 1CJ: .] 3 -1'- Pe anca/lPula Batu [ < je (IViale ) ¥ _,;.i-

| . K i
. : ! I : %!
: LOS - “Hoshinmar \uss aeration), e : - ]

*
esmmte § sedmmo. -

. o un

|l

- ,







Statute, Article 24
Institution of proceedings
//
. Disputes are submitted to the Tribunal, as the case
may be, either b notlflcatlon of a seC|aI agreement

or by written applicatior 2d to the Reg| trqr
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d the Grenadines v. Guinea), Prompt Release
aint Vincent and the Grenadines v. Guinea)
3luefin Tuna (New Zealand v. Japan; Australla V. Japan) Prowsmnal Measures

ouco” (Panama v. France), Prompt Release .
onte Confurco” (Seychelles v. France), Prompt Release

Conservation and Sustainable Exploitation of Swordfish Stocks in the South-Eastern Pacific Ocean
(Chile/European Community)

* “Grand Prince” (Belize v. Francef Prompt Release

*  “Chaisiri Reefer 2” (Panama v. Yemen), Prompt Release
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ANNEX
(Paragraph 175 {fj)

Crew members/

Elyuwyev, Sergey

Eilooozhke, Mykela
Bobrowsik, Olaksandr

e o, Olaksandr
Fmanes, Olaksandr
Eomasych, Yevgeniy
Erivanko, Vadim
Ewtowy, VaolodyzmyT
Lashchyomyk, Yerhan
Lymar, Volodymyr
Nazdiymineka, Vyachaslar
Popor, Nikelzy
Shevcheako, ViolodyenT
Soltys, Vasyl
Smnilavky, Danys
Svizmtsov, Yevgeady
Tatem, Bargry

Vadym, Baranow
Vohmnets., Eonstantn
Vyshneviky, Olaksandr

Fall, Lat Seukabe
Niates, Dijibzi]
Sems, Abdulays

other perzons

Crow paapsber

Crow peapsber
Crow paapsber
Crowr mansbier
Crow peapsber
Crow mensber
Crowr mapsber
Crowr mapsber
Crow paapsbeer
Crow peapsber
Crow peapsber
Crow paapsber
Crow paapsber
Crow peapsber
Crow peapsber
Crowr mapsber
Crowr mapsber
Crow paapsbeer
Crowr maosber
Crowr maosber
Crow paapsber

Paizer
Paizer
Paiziur







Obligations of flag States

Article 94 (3): “ Every State shall take such measures for ships
flying its flag as are necessary to ensure safety at sea with
regard, inter alia, to:

(a) the construction, equipment and seaworthiness of ships; /,m

(b) the mannmgofshlps I oTo] _.---—-- and thetralnlng
of crews, taking into ac it ‘the applica able nternationa
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Advisory opinion

“The jurisdiction of the Tribunal comprises all disputes
and all applications submitted to it in accordance with
this Convention and all matters specifically provided
for in any other agreement which confers jurisdiction
on the Tribunal.”

(Statute, art. 21)
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omimaru" Case and The "Hoshinmaru" Case (Japan v. Russian Federation), Prompt Release
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“Arctic Sunrise”
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Southern Bluefin Tuna (New Zealand v. Japan; Australia v.
Japan), Provisional Measures (1999)
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Article 74 - Delimitation of the exclusive economic zone

between States with opposite or adjacent coasts
. The delimitation of the exclusive economic zone between
States with opposite or adjacent coasts shall be effected by
agreement on the basis of international law, as referred to
in Article 38 of the Statute of the International Court of
Justice, in order to achieve an.equitable solution.

. If no agreement canbéreached within-a-reasonable period
of time;the States ‘concerned shall resort tothe
procedures providedfor in Part XV.

“Pendingagreement as provided for in paragraphidythe
States concerned, ingasspirit of understandingrand
cooperation, shall make every effort to.enter into"
provisional arrangements of a practical hature and, during
this transitional period, hottojeopardize or hamper.the
reaching of the final agreement. Such arrangements shall
be without prejudice to the final delimitation.
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Article 298 (1)

a)(i) disputes concerning the interpretation or application of

articles 15, 74 and 83 relating to sea boundary delimitations,
or those involving historic bays or titles, provided that a State [ﬁ
having made such a declaratlon sha ! en such a dispute ;
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Article 298 (1)

disputes conce/nmg m|I|tary activities,
including mllltary activities by government
vessels and alrcraf
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Conciliation

Article 298 (1) (a)

(i) disputes concerning the |nterpretat|on or application of
articles 15, 74 and 83 relating to sea boundary delimitations, or

those mvolvmg historic bays or titles, provided that a State havmg
made such a declaration shall, when such a dispute arises ,/(f
agreement within a reasenak _*:;_::-‘x.s:za: me is reache >din @ ||
,;\ﬁegollatlons betwee "/:;""’““ ' cruesto _ b‘
N d|Sputerac'Ft il t:’-— —_ ‘matte onC|I| o
~ AnnexV, seci:.e ﬂrZ}'F d provide uﬁ her(téat any « Il
I ~-n-. involy --; concl ntton5| ratiof :" y unsettl ’ l
d I n . — o "

‘fzé
subsequent to the entry into fo f this Cc ventlon and wheremno ’ |
iy L
aI o)
“ insu

ITLI1INN] N r

——)
e .



