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1. Jus ad Bellum

2. Use of Force.

3. Countermeasure.

4. Non-Encroachment.

5. Non-Cutting off of Areas in the Vicinity of a Coastal State.
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. ICJ, Gulf of Maine Case (Canada v. United States), 1984, paras. 184-185.

. ICJ, Libya/ Malta Continental Shelf Case (1985), para.86.

ICJ, The Greenland v. Jan Mayen Case, ICJ Reports 1993, paras. 61-69.

Eritrea / Yemen arbitration, 1999, paras.165-168.

. The St Pierre-Miquelon Arbitration: Canada-France maritime delimitation award, para. 33.

. Barbados / Trinidad and Tobago arbitration, 2006, paras. 337-338, available at: https://pca-cpa.org
. Guyana / Suriname Arbitration, 2007, para. 392, available at: https://pca-cpa.org
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1. Bangladesh / India Case (regarding the delimitation of the maritime boundary between them in
the territorial sea, the exclusive economic zone and the continental shelf within and beyond 200 nm
in the Bay of Bengal), 2014.
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