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From Point M, … the boundary follows the line which bisects the area formed 
by, on its south side, the equidistance line delimited from Ushant and the Scilly 
Isles [full-effect] and, on its north side, the equidistance line delimited from 
Ushant and Land's End [no-effect], that is, without the Scilly Isles. 
(U.K./France, para 254 (1977))













The provisional equidistance line is to be deflected at the point where it begins to 
cut off the seaward projection of the Bangladesh coast … The Tribunal has selected 
the point on the provisional equidistance line that is due south of the point on 
Kutubdia Island at which the direction of the coast of Bangladesh shifts markedly 
from north-west to west. (Bangladesh/Myanmar, paras 329, 331 (2012))



The Court believes that it is necessary to shift the [provisional equidistance] line
to the north so that, from Point A, it follows a geodetic line with an initial 
azimuth of 114º. This line would attenuate in a reasonable and mutually 
balanced way the cut-off effect produced by the unadjusted equidistance line 
due to the geographical configuration of the coasts of Somalia, Kenya and 
Tanzania. (Somalia v Kenya, para 174 (2021))



In the view of the Court, this 
difference [in coastline length, 
192 : 24] is so great as to justify 
the adjustment of the median 
line so as to attribute a larger 
shelf area to Libya; the degree of 
such adjustment does not 
depend upon a mathematical 
operation.
(Libya/Malta, para 68 (1985))







Such a configuration of the line may create difficulties in its practical 
application. The Court therefore proceeds to a further adjustment by 
reducing the number of turning points and connecting them by geodetic 
lines. (Nicaragua v Colombia, para 235 (2012))













Having reached the conclusion that the construction of an equidistance 
line from the mainland is not feasible, the Court must consider the 
applicability of the alternative methods put forward by the Parties. 
(Nicaragua v Honduras, para 283 (2007))
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