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Micronesia also notes that with respect to identifying general principles of law within the 

international legal system, the commentary to draft conclusion 7 refers to the methodology in 

draft conclusions 4 to 6 as being applicable to the “intrinsic” analysis in draft conclusion 7.  It is 

Micronesia’s view that such a methodology includes recourse to “other relevant materials” 

beyond treaty law and decisions of international tribunals, similar to the approach in paragraph 3 

of draft conclusion 5.  This is not completely clear, however, and perhaps draft conclusion 7 

and/or its commentary should be revised to reflect this clarity. 

 

On sea-level rise in relation to international law, Micronesia is grateful to Mr. Aurescu and Ms. 

Oral for producing an additional paper to their first issues paper on the topic focusing on issues 

relating to the law of the sea.  We are also grateful for the robust and rich discussion on the 

additional paper and related matters by the Commission’s Study Group on sea-level rise in 

relation to international law.  Micronesia wishes to focus on four of the issues addressed by the 

additional paper and the Study Group. 

 

First, on the issue of “legal stability” in relation to sea-level rise, with a focus on baselines and 

maritime zones, Micronesia highlights the report’s reference to the 2021 declarations of the 




