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Introduction  
 

This study analyzes the maritime claims and maritime boundaries of the Kingdom of Norway 

(Norway), including mainland Norway, the Svalbard archipelago, and the island of Jan Mayen.
1
  

 

The Basis for Analysis section summarizes Norwayôs maritime claims and boundaries and 

discusses the relevant provisions of the international law of the sea.  The Analysis section that 

follows examines these claims and boundaries from a geographic and legal perspective, 

including for consistency with the international law of the sea.  The Conclusion briefly 

summarizes the results of this studyôs analysis of Norwayôs maritime claims.   

 

Basis for Analysis 
 

The basis for this studyôs analysis of Norwayôs maritime claims is the international law of the 

sea, as reflected in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (Convention).
2
  Norway 

ratified the Convention on June 24, 1996.   

 

Summary of Norwayôs Maritime Claims and Boundaries 

 

Norway has established by legislation a 12-nautical mile (M) territorial sea, 24-M contiguous 

zone, and a 200-M economic zone.
3
  Norwegian law also contains provisions relating to the 

continental shelf of Norway, which extends beyond 200 M from the territorial sea baselines.
4
  

Through its domestic regulations, Norway claims straight baselines (from which its maritime 

zones are measured) along its mainland coast and also the coasts of Svalbard and Jan Mayen. 

Norway has concluded maritime boundary agreements with five neighboring States: Denmark, 

Iceland, Russia, Sweden, and the United Kingdom.  Selected maritime laws, declarations, and 

enactments of Norway are reproduced in Annexes 1ï5, 7 and 9 of this study.  

 

  

                                                 
1
 Other territories and claims of Norway in the southern hemisphere, including Bouvet Island and Peter I Island, are 

beyond the scope of this study.  
2
 United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, Montego Bay, opened for signature Dec. 10, 1982, entered into 

force Nov. 16, 1994, 1833 UNTS 397. The United States considers the substantive provisions of the Convention 

cited in this study to reflect customary international law, as do international courts and tribunals. See, e.g., J.A. 

Roach, ñTodayôs Customary International Law of the Sea,ò 45 Ocean Devôt & Intôl L., 239ï252 (2014). This Limits 

in the Seas study does not address, and is without prejudice to, the Treaty relative to the Spitsbergen Archipelago, 

signed in Paris, February 9, 1920. 
3
 Act of 27 June 2003 No. 57 Relating to Norwayôs Territorial Waters and Contiguous Zone, Law of the Sea Bulletin 

No. 54, at 97 (2004) (also Annex 1 to this study); Act No. 91 of 17 December 1976 Relating to the Economic Zone of 

Norway (Annex 2 to this study); and Royal Decree of 17 December 1976 Relating to the Establishment of the 

Economic Zone of Norway (Annex 3 to this study), available from UN Division for Ocean Affairs and the Law of 

the Sea (DOALOS), at its website pertaining to Norwayôs maritime claims and boundaries.   
4
 Royal Decree of 31 May 1963 Relating to the Sovereignty of Norway over the Sea-Bed and Subsoil outside the 

Norwegian Coast (Annex 4A to this study); Act of 22 March 1985 No. 11 Pertaining to Petroleum Activities (Annex 

4B to this study), sec. 4(f); Act 29 November 1996 No. 72 Relating to Petroleum Activities (Annex 4C to this study).  

See also, submission of Norway to the Commission on the Limits of the Continental Shelf, supra note 49. 

http://www.un.org/Depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/closindx.htm
https://www.un.org/Depts/los/doalos_publications/los_bult.htm
https://www.un.org/Depts/los/LEGISLATIONANDTREATIES/STATEFILES/NOR.htm
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Baselines 

 

Part II of the Convention sets forth rules governing coastal baselines, from which the seaward 

limits of maritime zones are measured.  The normal baseline is the low-water line along the 

coast, as described in Article 5 of the Convention.  Additional related provisions are found in 

Articles 6 (reefs), 9 (mouths of rivers), 10 (bays), 11 (ports), 12 (roadsteads), and 13 (low-tide 

elevations). 

 

The Convention also permits the method of straight baselines, but only where the coastal 

geography meets certain conditions, namely: (1) ñ[i] n localities where the coastline is deeply 

indented and cut into;ò or (2) where ñthere is a fringe of islands along the coast in its immediate 

vicinityò (Article 7, paragraph 1).   

 

Where the coastal geography does permit the use of straight baselines, Article 7 provides 

additional requirements for the drawing of straight baselines:  

¶ straight baselines shall not depart to any appreciable extent from the general direction of 
the coast (paragraph 3);  

¶ sea areas lying within the lines must be sufficiently closely linked to the land domain to 

be subject to the regime of internal waters (paragraph 3); 

¶ such baselines shall not be drawn to and from low-tide elevations, unless lighthouses or 
similar installations have been built on them or where the drawing of baselines to and 

from such elevations has received general international recognition (paragraph 4);  

¶ account may be taken, in determining particular baselines, of economic interests peculiar 
to the region concerned, the reality and the importance of which are clearly evidenced by 

long usage (paragraph 5); and 

¶ the system of such baselines may not be applied in such a manner as to cut off the 
territorial sea of another State from the high seas or an exclusive economic zone 

(paragraph 6).
5
 

 

Accordingly, assessing whether a coastal Stateôs straight baselines conform to international law 

involves a two-step process:  (1) analyzing the coastline in question to determine if the 

geographic requirements of paragraph 1 of Article 7 are met and, if so, (2) assessing whether the 

straight baselines drawn by the coastal State meet the additional requirements in Article 7 

described above.   

 

With respect to the first step, the International Court of Justice (ICJ) has observed that ñthe 

method of straight baselines é is an exception to the normal rules for the determination of 

baselinesò and ñmust be applied restrictively,ò where ñeither the coastline is deeply indented and 

cut into, or that there is a fringe of islands along the coast in its immediate vicinity,ò as provided 

for in paragraph 1 of Article 7.
6
  The United States agrees with this view and considers that, in 

                                                 
5
 Note also the phrase in paragraph 1, referring to straight baselines ñjoining appropriate points.ò 

6
 Case Concerning Maritime Delimitation and Territorial Questions Between Qatar and Bahrain (merits), 2001, ICJ 

Rep. 103, para. 212.  Emphasis added.  The Court added: ñThe fact that a State considers itself a multiple-island 

State or a de facto archipelagic State does not allow it to deviate from the normal rules for the determination of 

baselines unless the relevant conditions are met.ò Id. at para. 213. 
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localities where these requirements are not strictly met, the use of straight baselines is not 

permitted.  

 

With respect to the second step, considering that some of the additional requirements in Article 7 

do not establish exact standards, assessing a coastal Stateôs straight baselines necessarily entails a 

degree of subjective judgment as to the reasonableness of the approach taken.
7
  When assessing 

whether straight baselines established by a coastal State meet the additional requirements of 

Article 7, the United States has considered, for example, that sea areas beyond the territorial sea 

limit (as measured from the normal baseline) should not be enclosed using baseline segments 

that are unreasonably long.
8
 

 

It should be noted that the straight baseline provisions in Article 7 are substantially the same as 

those found in Article 4 of the 1958 Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone.
9
  

Most of those provisions, in turn, were drawn from the ICJôs judgment in the Fisheries Case 

(United Kingdom v. Norway), decided in 1951.
10

  That case concerned the straight baseline claim 

of Norway for the northern part of its mainland coast. 

 

Part IV of the Convention contains the rules regarding the drawing of archipelagic baselines by 

archipelagic States.  An ñarchipelagic Stateò means a State ñconstituted wholly by one or more 

archipelagos and may include other islandsò (Article 46(a)).  Only an ñarchipelagic Stateò may 

draw archipelagic baselines (Article 47).   

 

The articles of the Convention referred to above comprehensively regulate the baselines that 

coastal States may establish.  Where the conditions described in those articles are not met, the 

Convention provides for the use of the normal baseline.  As stated in Article 5, ñ[e]xcept where 

                                                 
7
 For example, in the context of evaluating whether Norwayôs straight baselines depart to any appreciable extent 

from the general direction of the coast, the ICJ noted in the Fisheries Case that the baselines in question ñappear[] to 

the Court to have been kept within the bounds of what is moderate and reasonable.ò Fisheries Case (U.K. v. 

Norway), 1951 I.C.J. 116 (Dec. 18), at 142. For discussion, see, e.g., DOALOS, Baselines: An Examination of the 

Relevant Provisions of the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, at 24ï26 (1989). 
8
 See e.g., Limits in the Seas No. 127 (2005) (considering 24 M as a ñgeneral ruleò for maximum length, with a view 

to preventing waters beyond 12 M from the low-water line from becoming internal waters).  The assessment of the 

International Law Association (ILA) Committee on Baselines under the International Law of the Sea did not 

consider there to be a maximum length for Article 7 straight baseline segments, but stated that ñthe longer the length 

of a straight baseline the more difficult it will be for that baseline to comply with Article 7.ò Conference Report of 

the Committee, Sydney (2018), para, 109.  
9
 Convention on the Territorial Sea and the Contiguous Zone, art. 4, Geneva, Apr. 29, 1958, entered into force Sept. 

10, 1964, 516 UNTS 205. However, Article 7(2) of the 1982 Convention, concerning deltas, has no corresponding 

provision in the 1958 Convention.  
10

 Fisheries Case (U.K. v. Norway), supra note 7, at 128ï29 (ñWhere a coast is deeply indented and cut into é or 

where it is bordered by an archipelago such as the óskjÞrgaardô along the western sector of the coast here in question 

é the line of the low-water mark can no longer be put forward as a rule requiring the coastline to be followed in all 

its sinuositiesò) and 133 (ñbase-lines must not depart to any appreciable extent from the general direction of the 

coastò; they must be ñsufficiently closely linked to the land domain to be subject to the regime of internal watersò; 

and, in the drawing of straight baselines, ñeconomic interests peculiar to a region, the reality and importance of 

which are clearly evidenced by a long usageò may be taken into account).  SkjÞrgaard is a Norwegian term meaning 

ñrock rampartò; the Court considered the outer line of these ñislands, islets, rocks and reefsò to be ñwhat really 

constitutes the Norwegian coast line.ò  Id. at 127. 

https://www.state.gov/limits-in-the-seas/
https://www.ila-hq.org/index.php/committees
https://www.ila-hq.org/index.php/committees
https://treaties.un.org/doc/Publication/UNTS/Volume%20516/v516.pdf
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otherwise provided in this Convention, the normal baselineò is the low-water line along the 

coast.  ñ[T]o suit different conditions,ò the Convention also permits a coastal State to determine 

its baselines by a combination of methods (Article 14), and for an archipelagic State to delimit its 

internal waters using Articles 9 (mouths of rivers), 10 (bays), and 11 (ports) (Article 50). 

 

Waters on the landward side of normal and straight baselines are internal waters (Article 8), as 

are the waters within closing lines related to reefs, mouths of rivers, bays, and ports (Articles 6, 

9, 10, 11, and 50).  Waters on the landward side of archipelagic baselines are archipelagic waters 

(Article 49). 

  

Mariti me Zones  

 

International law, as reflected in the Convention, contains rules governing a coastal Stateôs 

entitlement to maritime zones.   

 

Part II of the Convention sets forth the rules governing the territorial sea, which may extend up 

to 12 M from the baselines, and in which the coastal State exercises sovereignty subject to the 

right of innocent passage and other rules of international law (Articles 2 and 3).  Provisions 

related to innocent passage are set forth in Articles 17 to 32.  In addition, Part II describes a 

contiguous zone, extending beyond the territorial sea to a maximum of 24 M from the baselines, 

within which a coastal State may exercise the control necessary to prevent and punish 

infringement of its customs, fiscal, immigration, or sanitary laws and regulations within its 

territory or territorial sea (Article 33). 

 

Part V of the Convention sets forth provisions related to the exclusive economic zone (EEZ), 

which may extend to a maximum of 200 M from the baselines.  Within the EEZ, the coastal State 

has enumerated rights, notably, ñsovereign rights for the purpose of exploring and exploiting, 

conserving and managing the natural resources,ò and ñjurisdiction as provided forò in the 

Convention with regard to ñthe establishment and use of artificial islands, installations and 

structuresò as well as ñmarine scientific researchò and ñthe protection and preservation of the 

marine environmentò (Article 56).  At the same time, the freedoms of navigation, overflight, 

laying and maintenance of submarine cables, and other lawful uses of the sea related to these 

freedoms are preserved in the EEZ (Articles 58 and 87). 

 

Part VI of the Convention sets forth provisions relating to the continental shelf, which extends to 

the outer edge of the continental margin or to a distance of 200 M from the baselines, as 

described in Article 76.  The coastal State exercises sovereign rights for the purpose of exploring 

the continental shelf and exploiting its natural resources; these rights are ñexclusiveò and ñdo not 

depend on occupation, effective or notional, or on any express proclamationò (Article 77).  

Subject to certain provisions, however, all States are entitled to lay submarine cables and 

pipelines on the continental shelf (Article 79). 

 

Maritime Boundaries 

 

Maritime boundary delimitation issues arise when the maritime zones of neighboring States 

overlap.  Articles 15, 74, and 83 of the Convention set forth provisions regarding the delimitation 
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of maritime boundaries between opposite and adjacent coastal States.  Article 15, concerning 

delimitation of the territorial sea, provides that ñfailing agreement . . . to the contrary,ò one State 

is not entitled ñto extend its territorial sea beyond the median line every point of which is 

equidistant from the nearest points on the baselines from which the breadth of the territorial seas 

of each of the two States is measured.ò  However, this provision ñdoes not apply . . . where it is 

necessary by reason of historic title or other special circumstances to delimit the territorial seas 

of the two States in a way which is at variance therewith.ò 

 

With regard to the delimitation of the EEZ and continental shelf, respectively, Articles 74 and 83 

provide that the delimitation ñshall be effected by agreement on the basis of international law, as 

referred to in Article 38 of the Statute of the International Court of Justice, in order to achieve an 

equitable solution.ò  Thus, the location of a maritime boundary is usually a matter for the coastal 

States with overlapping maritime zones to resolve by agreement, and international law provides 

considerable flexibility so long as these States consider the outcome an ñequitableò one.  A 

maritime boundary agreement cannot, however, affect the rights or obligations of third States 

without their consent.   
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Analysis
11

 
 

Norway is a coastal State located in northwest Scandinavia.  Its mainland coast borders the 

Norwegian and North Seas in the North Atlantic Ocean and the Barents Sea in the Arctic Ocean.  

Norway shares land boundaries with Finland, Russia, and Sweden.  In addition to its mainland, 

the Kingdom of Norway includes the archipelago of Svalbard and the island of Jan Mayen.  The 

main Svalbard archipelago is located approximately 350 M (649 km) northwest of mainland 

Norway.   Jan Mayen is located approximately 470 M (870 km) west of mainland Norway.  

Svalbard, Jan Mayen, and almost half of Norwayôs mainland coast lie above the Arctic Circle 

(see Map 1).   

 

Map 1. Regional overview of Norway and surrounding States. The Kingdom of Norway includes Jan 

Mayen and Svalbard.  Map scale: 1:23,500,000.12  

                                                 
11

 Geographic analysis was conducted using tools in Esri ArcGIS 10.5.1 and CARIS LOTS 4.1.1. 
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The Kingdom of Norway also includes dependent territories and claims in the southern 

hemisphere, including Bouvet Island and Peter I Island, which are beyond the scope of this 

study.
13

 

 

Baselines 

 

Norway has established baselines relating to (1) its mainland, (2) Svalbard, and (3) Jan Mayen.  

Norwegian decrees promulgating these three baseline systems are reproduced in Annexes 5, 7, 

and 9 of this study, respectively. Norway appears to use straight baselines for all of its coastlines, 

with the exception of three areas along the coast of Jan Mayen where the normal baseline is used.  

Each of Norwayôs straight baseline systems is defined by geographic coordinates, connected by 

geodetic lines.   

 

Mainland Norway 

 

Royal Decree of June 14, 2002 sets forth Norwayôs straight baselines around mainland Norway 

(Annex 5 to this study).
14

  This straight baseline system consists of 103 points and 102 segments, 

extending from the Norway-Russia boundary (north) to the Norway-Sweden boundary (south), 

for a total length of 1,365 M.  The straight baselines are depicted in the Map 2 series.  Annex 6 to 

this study lists the lengths of each segment.  

 

Norwayôs straight baselines were previously set forth in Royal Decrees in 1935 and 1952, which 

described Norwayôs straight baselines, respectively, to the north and south of 66°28'8" N latitude 

(the approximate latitude of the Arctic Circle).
15

  These two decrees were repealed and replaced 

by the Royal Decree of 2002.  The Royal Decree of 2002 did not substantially change the 

previous baseline system of Norway.  Rather, it improved the accuracy and increased the 

precision of the baseline point locations using modern surveying techniques and satellite 

positioning technology.
16

  The historical context of Norwayôs straight baselines is significant 

because the baselines promulgated in the Royal Decree of 1935 were examined by the ICJ in its 

1951 judgment in the Fisheries Case. 

 

The coastline of mainland Norway is especially rugged and is replete with islands of varying 

sizes.  The coastline is characterized by deep fjords, bays, and other indentations, many of which 

penetrate inland to distances of 50 to 100 km.  Numerous smaller indentations and offshore  

                                                                                                                                                             

 

 
12

 Map projection and other details pertaining to the illustrative maps in this study can be found in Annex 11. 
13

 Geographic names used in this study are those officially approved by the U.S. Government. Names in parentheses 

are variations that are not necessarily recognized by the United States. 
14

 Regulations relating to the baselines for determining the extent of the territorial sea around mainland Norway 

(Royal Decree of 14 June 2002), 2002, as amended by Crown Prince Regentôs Decree of 10 October 2003, Law of 

the Sea Bulletin No. 54, at 88 (2004) (also Annex 5 to this study). 
15

 Royal Decree of 12 July 1935 and Royal Decree of 18 July 1952, available from DOALOS, supra note 3. 
16

 For a discussion of the survey procedures undertaken by the Norwegian Mapping Authority, see Bjorn Geirr 

Harsson and George Preiss, ñNorwegian Baselines, Maritime Boundaries and the UN Convention on the Law of the 

Sea,ò 3 Arctic Review on Law and Politics 108 (2012).  

https://www.un.org/Depts/los/doalos_publications/los_bult.htm
https://www.un.org/Depts/los/doalos_publications/los_bult.htm
http://site.uit.no/arcticreview/full-text-articles/
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Map 2. Overview of mainland Norway's straight baseline system. Labels for some baseline points have 

been omitted.  Map scale: 1:8,500,000.   
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Maps 2a-2c. Basepoints NM1ïNM49.  Labels for some baseline points have been omitted.  Map scales: 

1:3,325,000. 
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Maps 2d-2f. Basepoints NM47ïNM103. Labels for some baseline points have been omitted.  Map scales: 

1:3,325,000. 
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islands give the coastline a highly sinuous character.  The total number of islands exceeds 

239,000.
17

  In its judgment in the 1951 Fisheries Case, the ICJ described parts of Norwayôs 

northern mainland coast as ñdeeply indented and cut intoò and other areas as ñbordered by an 

archipelago such as the óskjÞrgaard.ôò
18

  Skjærgaard (Skjærgård) is a Norwegian term meaning 

ñrock rampart,ò which consists of ñislands, islets, rocks and reefsò that fringe, and in some areas 

merge with, the mainland coast of Norway.  Although the Fisheries Case concerned the area 

north of the Arctic Circle, most of Norwayôs mainland coast to the south exhibits a character 

similar to what is described above.
19

 

 

Accordingly, the coastline of mainland Norway appears to meet the geographic requirements in 

Article 7 of the Convention for the use of straight baselines.  Indeed, this coastline is the model 

example of a coastline suited for straight baselines and was itself the geographic basis for the 

formation of the rules found in Article 7.
20

 

 

Having addressed the requirements of Article 7(1), mainland Norwayôs straight baselines may be 

assessed on the basis of whether they meet the additional requirements in Article 7 described in 

the Basis for Analysis section.  Paragraph 3 of Article 7 provides that ñstraight baselines must 

not depart to any appreciable extent from the general direction of the coastò and that the waters 

enclosed by straight baselines ñmust be sufficiently closely linked to the land domain to be 

subject to the regime of internal waters.ò
21

  With respect to satisfying these criteria, there are 

several baseline segments that could be considered questionable, including segments NM19-

NM20, NM41-NM42, and NM49-NM50 (see Maps 2a-2c). 

 

Each of these baseline segments exceeds 40 M in length and, along much of their extents, they 

lie beyond 12 M from the nearest land feature.  Accordingly, these baseline segments enclose 

considerable sea areas as internal waters.  In its 1951 judgment in the Fisheries Case, the Court 

examined segment NM41-NM42, which encloses Vestfjorden (Map 2c).  For this segment, 

which appears to have the greatest departure from the general direction of Norwayôs mainland 

coast, the Court considered it acceptable because ñthe waters of the Vestfjord, as indeed the 

waters of all other Norwegian fjords, can only be regarded as internal waters.ò
22

  With regard to 

segment NM19-NM20 (Lopphavet), which encloses not only waters within the fjords but also 

significant sea areas seaward of those fjords, the Court concluded that the divergence between 

this segment and land formation ñis not such that it is a distortion of the general direction of the 

Norwegian coast.ò
23

  The Court was also influenced by evidence presented by Norway that these 

sea areas had traditionally been regarded as under Norwegian sovereignty.
24

  

                                                 
17

 Norwegian Mapping Authority sea division (Kartverket sjødivisjonen), Den norske los (2018), at 15. 
18

 Fisheries Case, supra note 7, at 129. 
19

 Relatively small areas on mainland Norwayôs southwest-facing coasts, however, lack this character.  
20

 See supra note 10 (quoting excerpts of the Fisheries Case judgment that were subsequently incorporated into the 

text of Article 7).  
21

 In the Fisheries Case, id. at 133, the Court considered that this latter requirement ñshould be liberally applied in 

the case of a coast, the geographical configuration of which is as unusual as that of Norway.ò 
22

 Fisheries Case, supra note 7, at 142.  The segment numbers have been updated here from the judgment in order to 

reflect those in the 2002 decree, which replace those in the 1935 decree that the Court examined. 
23

 Id.  
24

 Id. 

https://www.kartverket.no/dnl/den-norske-los-1.pdf
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Norwayôs mainland baseline points are generally located on the low-water line of the outermost 

land features along the Norwegian mainland coast, and not from low-tide elevations (paragraph 

4).  However, according to recent edition Norwegian nautical charts, 24 baseline points are 

located on or very close to low-tide elevations.
25

  For basepoints located on a low-tide elevation 

to be valid, the low-tide elevation must have ñlighthouses or similar installations which are 

permanently above sea level é built on themò or the baselines drawn ñto and from such 

elevations [must have] received general international recognitionò (paragraph 4).
26

  Regarding 

the ñeconomic interests peculiar to the region concerned, the reality and the importance of which 

are clearly evidenced by long usageò (paragraph 5), the Court considered this factor to be 

supportive of the view that Norwayôs ñtraditional system of [coastline] delimitation,ò which had 

its origins in the 1800s, is consistent with international law.  Finally, Norwayôs baselines do not 

cut off the territorial sea of another State from the high seas or an exclusive economic zone 

(paragraph 6).   

 

While additional attention could be paid to the conformity of select baseline segments with the 

requirements reflected in paragraph 3, as noted above, United States considers the baselines 

pertaining to the majority of Norwayôs mainland to conform to international law as reflected in 

Article 7.  This conclusion generally aligns with the judgment of the ICJ in its Fisheries Case 

with respect to the Norwayôs straight baselines above the Arctic Circle. For the coastline below 

the Arctic Circle, Norwayôs straight baselines promulgated in 1952 appear similarly justifiable.  

As discussed above, Norwayôs Royal Decree of 2002 updates Norwayôs previous straight 

baselines without substantially changing baseline point locations. 

 

Svalbard 

 

Royal Decree of June 1, 2001 sets forth Norwayôs straight baselines around Svalbard (Annex 7 

to this study).
27

 This straight baseline system consists of 196 points connected by geodetic lines 

around five separate islands or island groups:  (1) Hopen, (2) Bjørnøya, (3) Kong Karls Land, (4) 

Kvitøya, and (5) the main Svalbard islands, including Spitsbergen and Nordaustlandet.  These 

five straight baselines systems are examined below.  Each is depicted in the Map 3 series, and 

the lengths of all baseline segments can be found in Annex 8 to this study. 
 

                                                 
25

 Baseline points NM08, NM20ïNM24, NM26, NM32, NM34, NM36, NM38, NM44, NM48, NM51, NM52, 

NM54, NM63, NM76, NM79, NM83, NM84, NM98, NM99 and NM102 are located on (or very close to) low-tide 

elevations, according to nautical charts NHS112, NHS092, NHS089, NHS088, NHS086, NHS085, NHS074, 

NHS071, NHS070, NHS058, NHS049, NHS044, NHS040, NHS025, NHS014, NHS013, NHS011, NHS006, 

NHS005, and NHS001. 
26

 In the Fisheries Case, supra note 7, at 128, the Court noted that it did not examine Norwayôs use of basepoints 

located on low-tide elevations because all such basepoints were located within 4 miles (the breadth Norwayôs of the 

territorial sea at the time) of ñpermanently dry land.ò 
27

 Regulations relating to the limits of the Norwegian territorial sea around Svalbard (Royal Decree of 1 June 

2001), available from DOALOS, supra note 3 and Annex 7 to this study.  These regulations repealed a Royal 

Decree of September 25, 1970 that established straight baseline systems around Hopen, Bjørnøya, and the western 

and southern shores of the Svalbard archipelago.  Those baselines are examined in Limits in the Seas No. 39 (1972). 

https://www.state.gov/limits-in-the-seas/
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(1) Hopen (points SV001ïSV022, 

Map 3a).  Hopen is a single, isolated 

island located about 40 M southeast of 

the main Svalbard archipelago. It is 

approximately 33 km long and 2.5 km 

wide at its widest point.  Norway has 

enclosed Hopen with a straight 

baseline system consisting of 22 

points and segments having a total 

length of approximately 37.5 M. 

 

Hopen has a generally smooth 

coastline marked by gentle 

indentations and promontories, with 

no fringing islands.  Accordingly, the 

coastline of Hopen does not meet the 

geographic requirements in Article 7 

of the Convention for the use of 

straight baselines.   

 

The 22 baseline points for Hopen are 

located on coastal promontories on its 

southern, western, and northern 

coasts; nearly the entirety of the 

eastern side of the island is traversed 

by a single straight baseline (segment 

between basepoints SV022 and 

SV001) of approximately 17 M in 

length.  With the exception of this 

segment on the eastern side, and also 

the segment between basepoints 

SV012 and SV013 (approximately 9.8 

M in length), no straight baseline segments for Hopen exceed 3 M in length.  No portion of any 

of the straight baselines extends more than roughly 1 M from the nearest point along the coast.  

This is further evidence of the fact that the coastline is not ñdeeply indented and cut into,ò and 

thus does not meet this requirement for the use of straight baselines. 

 

(2) Bjørnøya (points SV023ïSV043, Map 3b).  Bjørnøya (also known as Bear Island) is an 

isolated island located in the Barents Sea approximately 120 M south of the main Svalbard 

archipelago.  The island is roughly pear-shaped and approximately 20 km long (north-south) and 

16 km wide at its widest point.  Norway has enclosed Bjørnøya with a straight baseline system 

consisting of 21 points and segments having a total length of approximately 30 M. 

 

The coastline of Bjørnøya is varied.  In some areas, the coastline is relatively smooth, marked by 

beaches and cliffs.  In other areas, the coastline is serrated, characterized by shallow bays and 

indentations.  There are a few offshore islands, typically within 200 meters of the main coastline.   

Map 3. Location map for the Svalbard straight baseline 

systems, including Hopen (Map 3a), Bjørnøya (Map 3b), 

Kong Karls Land (Map 3c), and Kvitøya (Map 3d). 

Baselines for the main Svalbard archipelago are shown in 

Map 3e.  Map scale: 1:7,000,000. 






















