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IntroductionIntroduction

• 10 Year Deadline for Submission to the 
Commission on the Limits of the 
Continental Shelf

• Many areas of continental shelf beyond• Many areas of continental shelf beyond 
200M are disputed or have unresolved 
boundaries

• This presents difficulties in meeting the 10This presents difficulties in meeting the 10 
Year Deadline
H thi b l d?• How can this be resolved?



Introduction (cont..)Introduction (cont..)

• The CLCS will not consider submissions 
that are the subject of a disputej p

• Possibility to resolve disputes within the 10 
Year Deadline unlikelyYear Deadline unlikely

• CLCS has provided a number of options 
for coastal States’ submissions in their 
Rules of ProcedureRules of Procedure



Submission OptionsSubmission Options

• Partial Submission – Submissions made for a portion of 
the entire continental shelf of a coastal State
O l i S b i i S b i i d b t• Overlapping Submission – Submissions made by two or 
more coastal States for the same area of continental 
shelf with prior agreementshelf with prior agreement

• Coordinated Submission – Submissions made with 
specific areas of mutual interestspec c a eas o u ua e es

• Harmonised Submission – Submission made with 
considerable shared technical characteristics

• Joint Submission – Single Submission made by two or 
more coastal States



Partial SubmissionsPartial Submissions

• Submission for a region where there is an 
absence of disputesp

• Agreement may be required with 
neighbouring Statesneighbouring States



Partial SubmissionsPartial Submissions
• Irish Partial Submission 2005



Partial SubmissionsPartial Submissions

• Begins the process of making a 
submission for the entire continental shelf

• Allows some breathing room for 
negotiations on disputed areas while anegotiations on disputed areas while a 
portion of the continental shelf is being 

C CSconsidered by the CLCS.  
• Ten year deadline?Ten year deadline?
• Defers consideration of disputed ares to a 

l t tlater stage



Overlapping SubmissionsOverlapping Submissions

• Overlapping submissions with prior 
agreement of States involvedg

• No necessity for technical cooperation
A t di d li it ti f th• Agreement regarding delimitation of the 
continental shelf may come before or after 
the Recommendations of the CLCS



Norway-Iceland-
Denmark/Faroe Islands AgreementDenmark/Faroe Islands Agreement



Norway SubmissionNorway Submission



Coordinated SubmissionCoordinated Submission

• Technical cooperation on small areas of 
mutual interest (e.g. FOS Point, Sediment ( g ,
Thickness Point).  

• Individual technical teams and the amount• Individual technical teams and the amount 
of data shared would be limited to the 

fmutual area of interest.  
• Ensure a level of consistency betweenEnsure a level of consistency between 

neighbouring coastal States in the 
application of Article 76application of Article 76



Coordinated SubmissionsCoordinated Submissions

• Useful also where an agreed continental 
shelf boundary already exists as they y y y
ensure some consistency in the location of 
the proposed outer limit of the continentalthe proposed outer limit of the continental 
shelf. 

f• Useful in regions where the dispute or 
unresolved boundary is relatively minory y



Coordinated SubmissionCoordinated Submission



Harmonised SubmissionsHarmonised Submissions

• Coastal State which shares many 
technical aspects of a submission with its p
neighbour.  

• Natural prolongation arguments along a sharedNatural prolongation arguments along a shared 
continental margin

• shared approach to the issue of determining s a ed app oac o e ssue o de e g
sediment thickness.

• FOS Determination



Harmonised SubmissionHarmonised Submission

• Individual or joint technical teams
• Full data exchangeFull data exchange 
• Submissions may be prepared in tandem  

Si il t j i t b i i hSimilar to a joint submission however;
– the logistical coordination is greatly reduced, g g y

particularly when presentation to the CLCS 
and examination by the Subcommission is y
considered.  

– greater flexibility in the coastal State’s positiongreater flexibility in the coastal State s position 
during examination by the Subcommission.



Harmonised SubmissionsHarmonised Submissions



Joint SubmissionsJoint Submissions

• A single submission by two or more States 
prepared collectively and collaborativelyp p y y

• Full data exchange and integration
W ki d t• Working groups prepare documents 
collectively



Joint SubmissionsJo t Sub ss o s

Some Advantages
• Combined DatasetsCombined Datasets
• Pooled Expertise
• Division of Labour
• Provides experience for States who have• Provides experience for States who have 

other submissions to make



Pooled Bathymetric Data

200 km



Working Methodg
• Data Assessment and Acquisition

W k h• Workshops
– Agreed Outline
– Analysis of DataAnalysis of Data
– Development of geologic model for the region

• Transfer of material - FTP Site
– Names assigned to appropriate sections of the document
– 1st drafts uploaded to FTP sit
– Editors download drafts from FTP– Editors download drafts from FTP

• Editorial Board
– QC of material
– Assembly of the Submission
– Formatting and Structure



Preparation of Joint SubmissionPreparation of Joint Submission



Presentation of the Joint SubmissionPresentation of the Joint Submission

• Four Heads of Delegation
• Presentation to CLCS was delivered inPresentation to CLCS was delivered in 

four parts by the four Heads of Delegation 
in their respective languagesin their respective languages

• The four Delegations interacted with the 
Subcommission by means of a focal point 
through whom all correspondence andthrough whom all correspondence and 
formal interactions with the 
Subcommission occurredSubcommission occurred



Interaction with the CLCSInteraction with the CLCS



DiscussionDiscussion

• Multiple options open to coastal States for 
submissions to the CLCS

• Allow for coastal States with disputes or 
unresolved boundaries to makeunresolved boundaries to make 
submissions to the CLCS

• All are simply varying strategies and do 
not change the way in which Article 76 isnot change the way in which Article 76 is 
implemented



Joint SubmissionJoint Submission

• Only one submitted so far
• More in the worksMore in the works
• How will the CLCS deal with Joint 

S b i i ? (CLCS/56)Submissions? (CLCS/56)
• Do the advantages of a joint submission  o t e ad a tages o a jo t sub ss o

outweigh the challenges?



Thank YouThank You

• With thanks to DCENR, Ireland and 
colleagues from France, Spain and the UKg , p

• Questions?

www.geolimits.comgeo ts co


