Natural Prolongation and Adjacent States

The Court dismissed both arguments, however. With respect to the Libyan arguments, it
held that: [W]hile the idea of the natural prolongation of the land territory defined, in general
terms, the physical object or location of the rights of the coastal State, it would not necessarily be
sufficient, or even appropriate, in itself to determine the precise extent of the rights of one State
in relation to those of a neighbouring State (Continental Shelf (Tunisia v Libyan Arab Jamahiriya)
(the Tunisia/Libya case) [1982] ICJ Rep 18, para.43).

The Court thus concluded that: The principle that the natural prolongation of the coastal
State is a basis of its legal title to continental shelf rights does not in the present case, as
explained above, necessarily provide criteria applicable to the delimitation of the areas
appertaining to adjacent States (Continental Shelf (Tunisia v Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (the
Tunisia/Libya case) [1982] ICJ Rep 18, para.48).
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