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APPLICATION 
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APPLICATION OF THE CONVENTION ON THE PREVENTION AND PUNISHMENT OF 
THE CRIME OF GENOCIDE 

(BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA v. YUGOSLAVIA (SERBIA AND MONTENEGRO)) 

__________ 

APPLICATION OF THE REPUBLIC OF BOSNIA AND HERZEGOVINA 

To His Excellency, the President, to the Judges of the International Court of Justice, the 
undersigned being duly authorized by the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina:  

I have the honour to refer to Article IX of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of 
the Crime of Genocide of 9 December 1948 (hereinafter referred to as the "Genocide 
Convention"). Under the jurisdiction thereby conferred upon the Court, and in accordance with 
Article 36 (1) and Article 40 (1) of the Statute of the Court and Article 38 of the Rules of Court, I 
hereby submit on behalf of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina, an Application instituting 
proceedings against Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) for violating the Genocide Convention 
in the following case.  

I. STATEMENT OF FACTS  

A. Introduction  

1. Not since the end of the Second World War and the revelations of the horrors of Nazi 
Germany's "Final Solution" has Europe witnessed the utter destruction of a People, for no other 
reason than they belong" to a particular national ethnical, racial, and religious group as such. The 
abominable crimes taking place in the Republic of Bosnia-Herzegovina at this time can be called 
by only one name: genocide. Genocide is the most evil crime a State or human  

20 March 1993.  

being can inflict upon another State or human being. The sheer enormity of this crime requires 
that the nations of the world stand together as one, and with a single voice stop the destruction of 
the Bosnian People.  

2. The nations of the world, reeling from and outraged at the crimes of the Nazis, sought to 
create laws which would prevent genocide and punish those who would commit genocide. To 
wit, in 1948 the United Nations General Assembly adopted the Convention on the Prevention 
and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (78 UNIS 277, adopted 9 December 1948, entered 



into force 12 January 1951). By its terms, the Contracting Parties sought to undertake measures 
which would end the crime and punish the transgressors. The People and State of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina have suffered and are now suffering from the effects of genocide imposed upon 
them by Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) and its agents and surrogates in Bosnia and 
elsewhere, whose ultimate goal is no less than the destruction of both the State of Bosnia and its 
People. The Bosnian People cry out to the world and pray that the civilized nations of Earth will 
fend its wisdom and "race and save the Bosnian State and People from annihilation.  

3. This "Statement of Facts" seeks to establish that the People and State of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina have suffered from a crime no less than genocide, as defined by the 1948 Genocide 
Convention. In this brief Application, Bosnia and Herzegovina cannot possibly hope to catalogue 
all the available evidence related to the acts of genocide that have been perpetrated upon its 
People by Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) and its agents and surrogates. Nevertheless, the 
collection of evidence listed below clearly indicates that under the terms of the Genocide 
Convention, Bosnia and Herzegovina has created a prima facie case that the international crime 
of genocide has been inflicted upon its people by Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) and its 
agents and surrogates.  

4. Those who are committing these unspeakable acts listed below are attempting to effectuate the 
complete and utter destruction of the State of Bosnia and Herzegovina as well as the 
extermination of its People. By the terms of the Genocide Convention, these are the very same 
acts that its Contracting Parties sought to "prevent and to punish". Therefore, the People and 
State of Bosnia and Herzegovina charge that Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) and its agents 
and surrogates have committed genocide, and will continue to commit genocide unless they are 
stopped. The Bosnian People pray that as the world learns of the atrocities committed in Bosnia 
and Herzegovina, humanity, justice, and rule of law will prevail. Their only hope is that the 
world will undertake to end the bloodshed against the People and State of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina and bring the transgressors to justice.  

B. The History of Bosnia and Herzegovina  

5. Throughout centuries Bosnia and Herzegovina was a theatre of constant fighting for 
supremacy of the world powers: Venice - Italy, the Ottoman Empire the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire and others. Her People were used for the goals of the powerful, being sometimes willing, 
most of the time unwilling, participants in their strategic conquests of lands and historic power 
plays. Yet, the People of Bosnia and Herzegovina managed to preserve their identity amidst the 
din of powerful armies and arms, the identity of tolerance and coexistence. The testimony to the 
preservation of their identity is the preservation of their common language, common culture, and 
respect for each other. The testimony to the tolerance and respect have been numerous cultural 
objects, Catholic churches and Islamic mosques, standing untouched next to each other for 
centuries until now, when the enemy of the culture  

and the civilization annihilated them all. Over 50 per cent of all marriages in former Yugoslavia 
are mixed marriages. These marriages are also a powerful testimony of the tolerance, respect and 
the caring that the People of Bosnia and Herzegovina have hel`1 for each other.  



6. Bosnia and Herzegovina is centuries old. The first recorded name of Bosnia appeared in the 
writings of the Byzantine emperor and author, Constantine Porphyrogenitus in the 10th century. 
From that time on many historically acknowledged rulers in that geographic region incorporated 
the name of Bosnia into their titles:  

• the "Ban" (Governor) of Bosnia, the more widely known being, e.g. Ban Boric (1154- 
1163);  

• Ban Kulin (1180-1203)  
• Ban Stjepan Kotromanic (1322-1353) whose governorship extended over the area of  

Hum (today's Herzegovina);  

• the King of Bosnia, e.g. Tvrtko I (1353- 1391), crowned in Mile near Visoko in 1377  

(he also ruled over the areas of today's Serbia (Raska), Croatia and Maritime Dalmatia — 
his full tittle being "King of Bosnia, Raska, Dalmatia, Croatia and Primorje 
(Maritimes)");  

• Tvrtko II (1421-1443) — during his reign the Serbian Despot (title of Serbian rulers) 
Stefan Lazarevic attacked Bosnia with his armies, specifically the region of the 
Srebrenica, trying to capture the strategic silver mine in the region in 1432-1433; 
subsequent to Srebrenica's capture by the Serbs, the Bosnian King Tomas liberated it in 
1440;  

• King Stjepan Tomasevic (1461 - 1463).  

7. In 1463 the Ottoman Empire conquered Bosnia together with Serbia, Montenegro, 
Slavonia and Lika. Bosnia's distinctiveness was reconstituted in the form of the "Bosnian 
Pasha-dom (Pashaluk)" that was founded in 1580. This was the largest Turkish military-
administrative unit in the Ottoman Empire, consisting of most of Serbia, Montenegro, 
Slavonia, Lika, Bosnia and Herzegovina and Dalmatia. The Bosnian Pasha-dom 
functioned in that form without any changes until the War of Vienna (1683-1699) 
between the Ottoman Empire and the Austro- Hungarian Empire. In 1703 the Vizier of 
Bosnia moved the seat of the Pasha-dom from Sarajevo to Travnik. From then and up 
until 1878, these borders would shift due to incursions by the Austro-Hungarian Empire 
and other ethnic armed formations.  

8. At the Berlin Congress of 1878, the European military powers gave the mandate to 
conquer Bosnia and Herzegovina to the Austro-Hungarian Empire, which stipulated that 
the Turkish Sultan's sovereignty be formally "recognized". In 1908 the Austro-Hungarian 
Empire annexed Bosnia and Herzegovina, which then became an administrative unit of 
the Austro-Hungarian Empire. Nevertheless, the proclamation of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina's statehood was embodied within the Bosnian Sabor (Parliament), which 
became functional in 1916 at Sarajevo. In 1918 Bosnia and Herzegovina was made a part 
of the newly created Kingdom of Serbs, Croats and Slovenes, which was later renamed 
into the Kingdom of Yugoslavia in 1933. During the Second World War Bosnia and 
Herzegovina was a part — "Governdom of Bosnia and Herzegovina" — of the 



Independent State of Croatia. In 1945 Bosnia and Herzegovina became a federal unit 
within the former Yugoslavia and had the elements of statehood (administrative 
government, tax collection, social and welfare state programmes etc.).  

9. Throughout the centuries Bosnia and Herzegovina offered refuge to all who needed it; e.g., the 
Sephardic Jews who escaped the Spanish Inquisition and Pogroms of King Ferdinand and Queen 
Isabella settled in Bosnia and Herzegovina and in 1565 formed their first municipality in 
Sarajevo. Bosnia and Herzegovina guarded its heritage with its own life. In Bosnia, the human 
rights of all were respected centuries before the Universal Declaration of Human Rights came 
into being. Now Bosnia is being punished for being open, universal and human, for trying to 
restore human and democratic values after decades of communist rule. The Bosnian People want 
to live together, as they did for centuries, regardless of ethnic background, religion or political 
affiliations. As one of the youngest sovereign democracies in the world and a Member of the 
United Nations Organization, the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina is experiencing the most 
difficult crisis in her thousand year history. Aggression brought upon her by Yugoslavia (Serbia 
and Montenegro), the former Yugoslav army, and extreme militant factions of the Serbian 
Democratic Party operating in conjunction with them has created this human tragedy.  

C. Historical Account of the Current Violence in Bosnia and Herzegovina  

10. The break-up of the former Yugoslavia and subsequent aggression against the newly 
independent States is the genesis of the genocide currently taking place in the Balkans. Since that 
time, the atrocities of Serbian forces committed against Bosnians and Croatians have now been 
documented in many human rights reports. These recent acts of genocide are rooted in part due 
to the collapse of the League of Communists in early 1990. It was soon thereafter in April and 
May of 1990 that Slovenia and Croatia, which had always feared and resented Serbian 
nationalism, held free elections. Non-communist governments were elected in both States that 
vowed to convert the former Yugoslavia into a confederation or, if this were blocked by Serbia, 
to secede. After fruitless negotiations, both republics carried out this pledge on 25 June 1991.  

11. Fighting between Serb guerrillas and Croatian forces, which had been occurring for months, 
intensified after Croatia's declaration of independence. Inexperienced and outgunned Croatian 
forces suffered heavy casualties and lost about one-third of Croatia's territory to Serbian 
insurgents acting in conjunction with the former Yugoslav People's Army (YPA). These agents 
and surrogates of the former Yugoslavia proclaimed the "union" of the areas they inhabited with 
Serbia. In January of 1992, Croatia agreed to the deployment of a United Nations peacekeeping 
force in the areas of conflict inside Croatia.  

12. The next former Yugoslav republic to be engulfed in the fighting was Bosnia and 
Herzegovina. Elections in Bosnia and Herzegovina in November and December 1990 led to the 
victory of three ethnically based parties representing Serbs, Croats, and Muslims. These three 
parties formed a coalition government with the Party of Democratic Action leader, His 
Excellency Alija Izetbegovic, as head of the collective Republic Presidency.  

13. Nevertheless, from September to November 1991, the Serbian Democratic Party declared 
that several Serbian so-called autonomous regions within Bosnia and Herzegovina would secede 



from the Republic if the Republic declared its independence from the former Yugoslavia. Some 
of these regions had Serbian majorities, while others had relatively few Serbs, but were 
strategically located between the Serb majority areas and Serbia itself.  

14. In December of 1991, Bosnia and Herzegovina applied to the European Community (EC) for 
recognition as an independent State. Its Government also announced that a referendum  

would be held on Bosnia and Herzegovina's independence on 29 February and 1 March 1992. 
Independence was overwhelmingly approved by 99.4 per cent of those voting. Turnout was 63.4 
per cent, largely because ethnic Serbs (who make up about 31 per cent of the Republic's 
population) boycotted the vote. In other words, almost 63 per cent of the electorate opted for 
independence. Nevertheless, this referendum was valid under the then applicable constitutional 
law. The sovereign State of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina proclaimed its 
independence on 6 March 1992. The Presidency of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina has 
seven elected members — two Muslim representatives, two Croat representatives, two Serb 
representatives and one member representing other and undeclared citizens of the Republic. This 
body, which represents all of the citizens of Bosnia and Herzegovina including the Bosnian 
Serbs, has envisioned a constitutional and administrative framework very similar to the one 
found in the United States of America and the other Western democracies.  

15. Accordingly, the European Community decided to recognize the Republic of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina on 6 April 1992. But on 4 April 1992, Serb militia forces acting at the behest of and 
in co-operation with the former Yugoslav People's Army (YPA), including its air forces, had 
launched military attacks throughout the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The attacks 
intensified after EC recognition was extended on 6 April.  

16. On 7 April, Serb militia forces, acting at the behest of and in co-operation with the former 
YPA, announced that they had somehow created the so-called "Serbian Republic of Bosnia and 
Herzegovina". These former YPA military and paramilitary forces and militias quickly seized 
about two-thirds of the territory of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina. These former YPA 
military, paramilitary, and militia forces rapidly conquered ethnically mixed areas and Muslim-
majority areas in central and eastern Bosnia.  

17. In an unsuccessful attempt to head off United Nations economic sanctions against 
Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) for their support and direction of Serb military and 
paramilitary forces in Bosnia and Herzegovina, the former YPA announced in May that it was 
withdrawing from the Republic. Nevertheless, the former YPA also announced that the former 
YPA soldiers who were born in Bosnia and Herzegovina (whom they estimated to be about 80 
per cent) could stay in the Republic with the former YPA's weapons, equipment, and supplies. 
As of today, these Serbian military and paramilitary forces and militias in Bosnia and 
Herzegovina operate under the direction of, at the behest of, and with assistance from Yugoslavia 
(Serbia and Montenegro). For this reason, the Respondent is fully responsible under international 
law for all of their activities as well as the activities of the former YPA.  

18. Respondent's military and paramilitary forces and its militias even bombarded and laid siege 
to Sarajevo, the capital of the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina. The United Nations received 



permission from these warring forces to send a peacekeeping contingent from the United Nations 
force in Croatia to secure the Sarajevo airport on 29 June in order to open a humanitarian aid 
pipeline into the city. Nevertheless, the Respondent's siege and bombardment of Sarajevo, by 
means of military and paramilitary forces and militias and agents and surrogates, ruthlessly, 
brutally, callously, and inhumanely continues today.  

19. The focus of international concern about the situation in Bosnia and Herzegovina soon 
expanded beyond Sarajevo, as a result of accumulating reports from the nearly 2 million Muslim 
and Croat refugees expelled from these Serb-held territories. Victims spoke of the use of 
intimidation and violence to induce them to leave their homes. Most appalling, however,  

were reports of Serb-run detention camps. Witnesses told of summary executions, gang rapes of 
female prisoners, beatings, torture and starvation of prisoners.  

20. On 7 August, Bosnian diplomats released an 8 July memo from United Nations peacekeepers 
in Croatia, which stated that Serb militia forces in the Republic of Bosnia and Herzegovina had 
intensified so-called "ethnic cleansing" operations in May 1992. According to United Nations 
General Assembly resolution 47/121 (18 December 1992), below, Respondent's "ethnic 
cleansing" against the Bosnian People ". . . is a form of genocide". Indeed, Bosnia and 
Herzegovina submits that in fact "ethnic cleansing" is really a euphemism for acts of genocide 
within the meaning of the Genocide Convention.  

21. Thus, from the very moment of its birth as an independent State on 6 March 1992, until the 
present hour, the People and State of Bosnia and Herzegovina have been under the constant 
threat of extermination by Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) acting in conjunction with its 
agents and surrogates and military, paramilitary and militia forces under its control in sovereign 
Bosnian territory. Accordingly, the People and State of Bosnia and Herzegovina charge that acts 
of genocide have been, and are still being perpetrated upon them by Yugoslavia (Serbia and 
Montenegro) and its agents, and surrogates, as well as by military, paramilitary and militia forces 
that it still controls in sovereign Bosnian territory. Consequently, the People and State of Bosnia 
and Herzegovina invoke the norms and standards of international law, and rely upon this Court, 
to bring them immediate, effective, and definitive relief.  

D. Planning for a "Greater Serbia"  

22. As previously explained, much of the earliest violence (predating recognition) was caused by 
paramilitary units from Serbia and Montenegro in the former Yugoslavia, which carried out acts 
of terror and intimidation against non-Serbs. The war did not break out spontaneously but was 
consciously stimulated from the outside in the absence of any significant threat to the safety of 
the Serbian population in Bosnia. The greatest atrocity — the systematic shelling and starvation 
by siege of large cities — was carried out by Yugoslav/Serbian forces, which alone had both the 
means and the will to carry out such crimes against humanity. Civilians were the primary targets 
of military action, making a mockery of the Geneva Conventions. Accompanying abuses of 
individuals and groups of non-Serbs took almost every conceivable form of torture, humiliation, 
and killing. The policy of driving out innocent civilians of a different ethnic or religious group 



from their homes, so-called "ethnic cleansing", was practised by Yugoslav/Serbian forces in 
Bosnia on a scale that dwarfs anything seen in Europe since Nazi times.  

23. Considering the manner of the aggression, confiscation of documents and the consequences 
manifested by the aggression, it is clear that the Yugoslav/Serb aggression has been planned in 
advance, with the objective of destroying Muslims within the nation and occupying areas where 
they live. Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) has been and is continuing today to implement 
longstanding plans to create a so-called "Greater Serbia" that go back for almost 150 years.  

24. The Respondent's concept of the "Greater Serbia" is based upon the "Nacertanije (Plan)" 
published by the Serbian priest Garasanin in 1844. More recently, this plan to create a "Greater 
Serbia" was forthrightly articulated in a "Memorandum" published by the Serbian Academy of 
Sciences and Arts in Belgrade in 1984. The current President of Yugoslavia  

(Serbia and Montenegro) was the guiding hand behind the drafting of that "Memorandum", 
which calls for the creation of a "Greater Serbia".  

25. For example, the Respondent's plan to create a "Greater Serbia" also goes back to a 20 
December 1941 proclamation by General Draza Mihajlovic, the commander of the Royal 
Chetniks. The proclamation was a directive to Serbian military commanders in the field stating 
the following war aims, in relevant part:  

• creation of a Great Yugoslavia with the Greater Serbia which ought to be ethnically pure 
within the boundaries of Serbia, Montenegro Bosnia and Herzegovina, Srijem and Backa  

• cleansing of the State territory of all national minorities and non-national elements  
• creation of joint borders between Serbia and Montenegro and between Serbia and  

Bosnia by way of cleansing of Sanjak of Muslim population and Bosnia of Muslim  

and Croat population  

• struggle to incorporate into our State all of the Slovene territories under Italy and  

Germany as well as Bulgaria and Northern Albania with Shkoder".  

26. Respondent has also incorporated the policy of Captain Milos N. Jovanovic, the 
commander of the Ozren corp, who instructed Golub Mitrovic, the commander of the 
Zenica Chetnik column in his letter of 13 February 1943:  

"Not a single Muslim is going to remain amongst us. All those Catholics who have 
sinned against our people, as well as all the intellectuals and all those economically 
superior we shall destroy mercilessly."  

Likewise, another historical figure who contributed to Respondent's plan for a Greater 
Serbia was Mile Santic, the Chetnik military commander attending the Chetnik assembly 
at the end of June 1942 in Trebinje, where he stated:  



"The Serbian lands must be cleansed from Catholics and Muslims. They will be 
populated by Serbs only. The cleansing will be done thoroughly. We shall push them all 
and destroy them without exceptions and without mercy. That shall be the starting point 
of our liberation. That must be done very quickly and with a revolutionary fervour."  

27. It is obvious that Respondent's longstanding plans to create a "Greater Serbia" are 
currently being implemented in Bosnia and Herzegovina. In the period of the aggression 
until now, hundreds of thousands of citizens have been killed; hundreds of thousands 
have been severely injured; many hundreds of thousands have been confined to 
concentration and extermination camps; millions have been driven out of their homes — 
"ethnically cleansed" — to other regions and countries. In one such instance of genocide, 
Dr. Filipovic — a member of the Bosnian Government — in his press release on 16 
October 1992, stated that as many as 5,000 bodies were cremated in a furnace at the 
Tomasica iron ore mine, according to eight eyewitness accounts. Some witnesses report 
that people were burned alive in the furnace (identities of the witnesses are known to the 
Bosnian Government). People who have escaped from the Prijedor mine report that some 
20,000 people were killed there and that the bodies were covered with mining debris.  

28. Among the victims, there is a large number of children who have suffered in their 
homes, on the streets, in hospitals, and in maternity wards. Bosnian officials have 
numerous  

documented cases where the aggressor has carved with knives or burned with hot irons 
humiliating symbols on the bodies of living people. Victims have been tortured by thirst, 
starvation and beatings until they died. Some have been forced to give blood until completely 
drained of blood. Girls are being raped, and breasts of women have been dissected after they 
have been raped. People are being burned, crucified and thrown into pits.  

29. All symbols that identify national and religious sites are being destroyed; centuries old 
religious buildings and cemeteries are being dug up. Hundreds of communities, dozens of cities 
with the most vital industrial plants, apartments and other buildings are being demolished. Most 
of the industries and factories have been dismantled and stolen; the most modern factories have 
been transferred to Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro). Bosnia and Herzegovina is defending 
Itself, but with inadequate arms. The Bosnian People are unable to stop the crimes conducted by 
the better equipped military machine of Yugoslavia (Serbia and Montenegro) acting in concert 
with its agents and surrogates in Bosnia and elsewhere.  

TERMS FOR FURTHER RESEARCH 

• The Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide  
• Specific Factual Allegations of Acts of Genocide  
• United Nations General Assembly Resolution 47/121 of 18 December 1992  
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INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE 

APPLICATION INSTITUTING PROCEEDINGS 

filed in the Registry of the Court on 29 March 1994 

LAND AND MARITIME BOUNDARY BETWEEN CAMEROON AND NIGERIA 

(CAMEROON v. NIGERIA) 

__________ 

I. THE AMBASSADOR OF CAMEROON TO THE NETHERLANDS TO THE REGISTRAR 
OF THE INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE  

[Translation by the Registry]  

The Hague, 28 March 1994  

On behalf of the Government of the Republic of Cameroon and in accordance with Article 40, 
paragraph 1, of the Statute of the Court, I have the honour to transmit herewith an Application 
instituting proceedings against the Federal Republic of Nigeria. In conformity with Article 40 of 
the Rules of Court, the Government of the Republic of Cameroon has appointed as Agent Mr. 
Douala Moutome, Minister of Justice and Keeper of the Seals, and as Co-Agents Messrs. 
Maurice Kamto and Yana Peter Ntamark, Professors of Law.  

The address for service of the Agent of the Republic of Cameroon is the Embassy of the 
Republic of Cameroon in The Hague, Amaliastraat 14, 2514 JC The Hague, Netherlands.  

(Signed) Isabelle BASSONG,  

Ambassador of Cameroon.  

	

II. APPLICATION INSTITUTING PROCEEDINGS  
[Translation by the Registry]  

I, the undersigned, duly authorized thereto by the Government of the Republic of Cameroon, of 
which I am the Agent,  

have the honour to refer to the Declarations whereby the Republic of Cameroon and the Federal 
Republic of Nigeria have accepted the jurisdiction of the Court under the terms of Article 36 of 
the Statute of the International Court of Justice and, by virtue of the jurisdiction thus conferred 
on the Court, to submit to it, in accordance with Article 40 of its Statute and Article 38 of its 



Rules, an application instituting proceedings brought by the Republic of Cameroon against the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria in the following case.  

I. Subject of the Dispute  
1. The dispute relates essentially to the question of sovereignty over the Bakassi Peninsula, a 
territory of approximately 665 sq. km. lying between Cross River and the Rio del Rey, the 
Republic of Cameroon's title to which is contested by the Federal Republic of Nigeria. In so 
doing, the Government of the Republic of Nigeria is contesting the long-established frontier 
between the two countries.  

2. Since the end of 1993, this contestation has taken the form of an aggression by the Federal 
Republic of Nigeria, whose troops are occupying several Cameroonian localities in the Bakassi 
peninsula. This has resulted in great prejudice to the Republic of Cameroon, for which the Court 
is respectfully requested to order reparation.  

3. Moreover, the maritime boundary between the two States has been the subject of several 
delimitation agreements, from the agreement of 11 March 1913 to the Maroua Declaration of 1 
June 1975. However, this delimitation has remained a partial one and, despite many attempts to 
complete it, the two parties have been unable to do so. In order to avoid further incidents 
between the two countries, the Republic of Cameroon requests the Court to determine the course 
of the maritime boundary between the two States beyond the line fixed in 1975.  

II. The Facts  
4. In 1884 the Germans concluded with the Douala chiefs of the Cameroonian coast agreements 
that enabled them to annex the hinterland, in conformity with the hinterland doctrine which was 
then recognized as a mode of acquisition of territory, provided for in various legal instruments 
including the Final Act of the Berlin Conference of 26 June 1885.  

Acting in conformity with the conclusions of the Berlin Conference, the German Government of 
the day concluded with the colonial powers established in the neighbouring territories 
agreements aiming at a precise delimitation of the areas subject to their sovereignty. A large 
number of agreements were thus concluded between Great Britain and Germany in relation to 
their respective possessions of Cameroon and Nigeria, including the Agreements of London of 
11 March 1913 and of Obokum of 12 April 1913, by which the frontier was delimited between 
Cameroon and Nigeria from Yola to the sea, and which regulated navigation on the Cross River.  

5. The Agreement of 11 March 1913, which superseded all the previous texts, provides in 
particular, in connection with the area now in dispute, that the frontier runs along the thalweg of 
the Akwayafe River (Art. 18) and that  

"Should the lower course of the Akwayafe so change its mouth as to transfer it to the Rio del 
Rey, it is agreed that the area now known as the Bakassi Peninsula shall still remain German 



territory. The same condition applies to any portion of territory now agreed to as being British, 
which may be cut off in a similar way." [See Annex 1, infra. [Note by the Registry.]] (Art. 20.)  

6. Between 1913 and the end of the First World War, the delimitation effected by the above- 
mentioned agreements was not called into question. Pursuant to the relevant provisions of the 
Treaty of Versailles and then of the United Nations Charter, Cameroon was placed successively 
under the mandate and trusteeship systems, the mandatory powers and thereafter the 
administering authorities being in both cases France and the United Kingdom. These two 
regimes embodied international recognition of the frontier between Cameroon and Nigeria and 
Cameroonian sovereignty over the Bakassi Peninsula. Cameroon's title to the peninsula was 
confirmed by the results of the plebiscite conducted under the auspices of the United Nations on 
11 and 12 February 1961, on the occasion of which the nationals of the former Southern 
Cameroons chose to be incorporated into Cameroon.  

7. Upon independence and in conformity with the rules of international law applicable to State 
succession in respect of treaties, Cameroon and Nigeria became bound by the prior agreements 
relating to their frontier. Moreover, both of them subscribed to the principle of respect for 
frontiers inherited from colonization laid down in point 2 of AGH/Res. 16(I) of the Organization 
of African Unity, adopted at Cairo on 21 July 1964, which "solemnly declares that all Member 
States pledge themselves to respect the frontiers existing on their achievement of national 
independence".  

8. The Federal Republic of Nigeria nevertheless frequently disputes the frontier, and has thus 
occasioned a large number of incidents. The diplomatic negotiations conducted by the two States 
for the purpose of arriving at a peaceful solution of these disagreements finally led to the 
adoption of the Maroua Declaration of 1 June 1975. This Declaration, signed by the Nigerian 
Head of State, Yakubu Gowon, and his Cameroonian counterpart, Ahmadou Ahidjo, determines 
the boundary between the two countries from point 12 to point G, thus confirming Cameroon's 
title to the Bakassi peninsula (see Chart No. 3433 [See Annex 11, infra. [Note by the Registry.]] 
annexed to that Declaration). The validity of this legal instrument has unfortunately been called 
into question by Nigeria.  

9. It follows that frontier incidents continued to occur in the disputed area, creating a situation of 
tension that the bilateral meetings frequently held between the two States have been unable  

to dissipate. It was in this context that, on 21 December 1993, Nigeria committed an aggression 
against Cameroon by invading the Cameroonian localities of Jabane and Diamond Island in the 
Bakassi Peninsula. Quite apart from the violent incidents that ensued, the Republic of Cameroon 
wishes to stress the fact that it is only recently that the Federal Republic of Nigeria has contested 
its sovereignty over the Bakassi Peninsula. That contestation by Nigeria, the first since the two 
countries acceded to independence, dates back to 1992, when the Government of Nigeria 
published an official map locating Bakassi in Nigerian territory. On that occasion the 
Government of the Republic of Cameroon made official protests, through diplomatic channels, to 
the Nigerian authorities. By introducing armed troops on a massive scale into the disputed 
peninsula and conducting military activities there, the Federal Republic of Nigeria intends to 
recover an alleged "historical sovereignty" over this portion of Cameroonian territory which it 



immediately proclaimed to be incorporated into the Nigerian Federated States of Akwa Ibom and 
Cross River.  

10. When it became aware of this flagrant violation by Nigeria of international law and of its 
own territorial integrity, and the resultant breach of the peace, the Government of the Republic of 
Cameroon requested an urgent meeting of the United Nations Security Council by a letter dated 
28 February 1994 (subsequently issued as Document S/1994/228), and has brought the matter 
before the Committee for Conflict Management and Resolution of the Organization of African 
Unity, while reaffirming its determination to settle the dispute by peaceful means.  

11. By a letter dated 4 March 1994 to the United Nations Security Council (S/1994/258), the 
Federal Republic of Nigeria confirmed its claims to Bakassi, described as "a Nigerian peninsula".  

IV. The Legal Grounds upon Which the Republic of Cameroon 
Bases Its Case  

A. IMPAIRMENT OF CAMEROON'S SOVEREIGNTY AND TERRITORIAL 
INTEGRITY  

The Republic of Cameroon maintains that its sovereignty over Bakassi is supported by various 
legal instruments, in particular:  

• the Anglo-German conventions of London of 11 March 1913 and of Obokum of 12 April 
1913, which fix the boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria from Yola to the sea, and 
regulate navigation on the Cross River;  

• Yaoundé Declaration II of 4 April 1971 - following on that of Yaoundé I of 14 August 
1970, adopted by the Cameroon-Nigeria Frontier Commission - by which the Heads of 
State of the two countries decided, on the one hand, to consider as a common frontier the 
line shown on Chart No. 3433 of the British Admiralty as far as the limit of 3 nautical 
miles, joining Sandy and Tom Shot points in accordance with the 1913 Agreement; on 
the other hand, to adopt the so-called "Ngoh-Coker" line from point 1 (longitude 8°30'44" 
and latitude 4°40'28") lying to the north of the Bakassi Peninsula, in the middle of the 
line joining King Point (Nigeria) to Bakassi Point (Cameroon) as far as point 12 
(longitude 8°24'38" and latitude 4°31'26") to the east of buoy No. 3; and lastly, to apply 
the 1958 Geneva Convention on the Law of the Sea for the delimitation of the remainder 
of the maritime boundary;  

• the Lagos Declaration of 21 June 1971, which extended the course of the maritime 
boundary between the two countries as far as 17.7 nautical miles from the line joining 
Sandy Point and Tom Shot point;  

• the Kano Declaration of 1 September 1974 delimiting a 4-kilometre buffer corridor, i.e., 
2 kilometres on either side of the line joining the Fairway landing buoy to buoys Nos. 1, 
2 and 3 of the Calabar channel;  

• the Maroua Declaration of 1 June 1975, which extends the course of the maritime 
boundary from point 12 to point G.  



B. VIOLATION OF THE PROHIBITION OF THE USE OF FORCE  

By having its armed forces carry out military activities in Cameroonian territory the Republic of 
Nigeria is violating a well-established principle of international law. The prohibition of the threat 
or the use of force in international relations or as a means of settling disputes between States was 
affirmed as far back as the first half of the 20th century, in a timid manner in the Covenant of the 
League of Nations and more formally in the 1928 Kellogg-Briand Pact. It has been solemnly 
proclaimed in the Charter of the United Nations,  

particularly in its Article 2, paragraphs 3 and 4, in the Charter of the Organization of African 
Unity, in Article 3, paragraph 4, and is confirmed by a consistent case-law of the Court, as well 
as by rules of general and customary international law and resolutions of the United Nations 
General Assembly (resolution 2625 (XXV) of 24 October 1970 containing the Declaration on 
Principles of International Law concerning Friendly Relations and Co- operation among States in 
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and resolution 2160 (XXI) of 30 November 
1966 on Strict Observance of the Prohibition of the Threat or Use of Force in International 
Relations).  

V. Decision Requested 

20. On the basis of the foregoing statement of facts and legal grounds, the Republic of 
Cameroon, while reserving for itself the right to complement, amend or modify the present 
Application in the course of the proceedings and to submit to the Court a request for the 
indication of provisional measures should they prove to be necessary, asks the Court to adjudge 
and declare:  

(a) that sovereignty over the Peninsula of Bakassi is Cameroonian, by virtue of international law, 
and that that Peninsula is an integral part of the territory of Cameroon;  

(b) that the Federal Republic of Nigeria has violated and is violating the fundamental principle of 
respect for frontiers inherited from colonization (uti possidetis juris);  

(c) that by using force against the Republic of Cameroon, the Federal Republic of Nigeria has 
violated and is violating its obligations under international treaty law and customary law;  

(d) that the Federal Republic of Nigeria, by militarily occupying the Cameroonian Peninsula of 
Bakassi, has violated and is violating the obligations incumbent upon it by virtue of treaty law 
and customary law;  

(e) that in view of these breaches of legal obligation, mentioned above, the Federal Republic of 
Nigeria has the express duty of putting an end to its military presence in Cameroonian territory, 
and effecting an immediate and unconditional withdrawal of its troops from the Cameroonian 
Peninsula of Bakassi;  



(e

'

) that the internationally unlawful acts referred to under (a), (b), (c), (d), and (e) above involve 
the responsibility of the Federal Republic of Nigeria; 

(e

"

) that, consequently, and on account of the material and non-material damage inflicted upon 
the Republic of Cameroon, reparation in an amount to be determined by the Court is due from 
the Federal Republic of Nigeria to the Republic of Cameroon, which reserves the introduction 
before the Court of [proceedings for] the precise assessment of the damage caused by the Federal 
Republic of Nigeria.  

(f) In order to prevent any dispute arising between the two States concerning their maritime 
boundary, the Republic of Cameroon requests the Court to proceed to prolong the course of its 
maritime boundary with the Federal Republic of Nigeria up to the limit of the maritime zones 
which international law places under their respective jurisdictions.  

21. In conformity with Article 40 of the Rules of Court, the Government of the Republic of 
Cameroon has appointed as Agent H.E. Mr. Douala Moutome, Minister of Justice and Keeper of 
the Seals. He will be assisted by Professors Maurice Kamto and Yana Peter Ntamark as Co-
agents for the purposes of the case. All communications relating to the case should be addressed 
to the Diplomatic Mission of the Republic of Cameroon, Amaliastraat 14, 2514 JC The Hague.  

Respectfully,  

(Signed) Douala MOUTOME, Agent of the Republic of Cameroon,  

(Signed) Maurice KAMTO, Co-Agent of the Republic of Cameroon,  

Minister of Justice, Keeper of the Seals.      Signed) Isabella Bassong, Ambassador of Cameroon 



*** 

Note from the Department of Simulations:  This year in effort to fully integrate all crises at 
CIMUN, the Department of Simulations will offer a wild card case. This case will be tied 
into the deliberations of the committees taking place in the year 1994.   There will be an 
additional brief as well as updates during CIMUN XIII for all ICJ delegates.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE WAS INTENTIONALLY 
LEFT BLANK 

 

 

	


