
 

 

 



 

 

and outer limits of maritime zones under review nor to update charts or lists of geographical 

coordinates once deposited with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and that  such 

maritime zones and the rights and entitlements that flow from them shall continue to apply 

without reduction, notwithstanding any physical changes connected to climate change-related 

sea-level rise. We are heartened to see that other states, including some of the largest coastal 

states, have adopted a similar understanding of international law, recognizing the need to 

ensure legal stability, security, certainty, and predictability. 

5. Today, I would like to speak specifically on the issues covered in the Second Issues Paper, 

namely, the issues of statehood and protection of persons affected by sea-level rise. 

  

Statehood 

6. On statehood, we think that the past two centuries of state practice are abundantly clear. The 

Montevideo Convention on the Rights and Duties of States is not relevant to the question of 

continuation of statehood. Rather, there is a fundamental presumption of the continuation of 

statehood in international law. This principle has existed since Westphalia and has been 

consciously applied multiple times in order to allow states to continue to exercise their 

statehood. This is logical as the continued existence of States is foundational to our current 

rules-based international order. 

7.  Over the past century, we have recognized governments in exile when their control of territory 

is lost. We have allowed states to resume independent statehood and reclaim their seats at the 

UN after they had chosen to merge with other states. And we have even allowed states to exist 

that no longer have defined land territory. This consistent and general practice of states 

illustrates that Montevideo does not apply once statehood is initially established and that it is 

the presumption of the continuation of states that governs these situations. 

8. It is inequitable and unjust to now suggest that in the context of rising sea levels we should 

strictly apply criteria developed in a regional agreement signed almost a century ago and ratified 

by 16 countries. Such criteria, in our view, do not apply to the continuation of states. We note 

that the potential loss of land territory by small islands because of sea level rise is not a natural 



 

 

9. It is, as 





 

 

including exposure, vulnerability, and lack of capacity. The draft articles were developed in the 

context of events for which there is no state responsibility. That is not the situation here. The 

responsibility for climate change is shared among the largest emitters in the international 

community. So to must be the legal duty to cooperate to ameliorate its effects.  

23. I thank you 


