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Your honor,
On behalf of the government of Colombia, we need to claim that it’s the republic of Colombia that hold the territorial sovereignty over the the islands of San Andres, Providencia and Santa Catalina and over the other islands,islets and reefs forming part of the San Andres Archipelago as well as over Roncador, Quitasueno and Serrana. We also feel obliged to claim that the course of the maritime boundary has been settled by the 1928 treaty and 1930 protocol.
First of all, as our 1st attorney mentioned, we cast doubt on the question whether the court has the jurisdiction upon the disputes submitted by Nicaragua. In Colombia’s point of view, the 1928 treaty has already settled the issue of sovereignty over all of the islands, islets and cays in the question and the 1930 protocol has also already settled the course of maritime boundary between Nicaragua and Colombia. Therefore, pursuant to Article VI and XXXI of the Pact of Bogota, the court is without jurisdiction under Article XXXI of the Pact to hear the controversy raised by Nicaragua because its jurisdiction is excluded according to Article VI thereof which provides that the disputes settlement procedures set out in the Pact “may not be applied to matters already settled by arrangement between parties”.
Now, we turn to the 2 main issues in dispute between two parties. The first issue focuses on the territorial sovereignty over islands and other maritime features. And the second issue relies on the course of maritime boundary between Nicaragua and Colombia.

In the first issue, the territorial sovereignty can be discussed in 3 parts, namely sovereignty over the three island of the San Andres Archipelago expressly named in the 1928 treaty, the scope and composition of the rest of the San Andres Archipelago and sovereignty over Roncador, Quitasueno and Serrana.

In the first place, we Colombia claim the territorial sovereignty over the San Andres Archipelago expressly named in the 1928 treaty. As Article I of the 1928 Treaty stated, (quote)”the republic of Nicaragua recognizes the full and entire sovereignty of the republic of Colombia over the islands of San Andres, Providencia and Santa Catalina and over the other islands,islets and reefs forming part of the San Andres Archipelago”. Therefore, we have every reason to claim the territorial sovereignty over the named islands of the San Andres Archipelago and the republic of Nicaragua should have no justifications to deny.
Secondly, as far as the scope and composition of the rest of the San Andres Archipelago are concerned, we Colombia claim that under the Article I of the 1928 Treaty we just mentioned, the republic of Nicaragua recognizes Colombia’s sovereignty not only over San Andres, Providencia and Santa Catalina, but also over “the other islands, islets and reefs forming part of the San Andres Archipelago”. Furthermore, we Colombia considers that there has been an inset on an official map of Colombia from 1931, showing the Archipelago of San Andrés and Providencia as including the islands of San Andrés,
Providencia and Santa Catalina as well as the Roncador, Quitasueño, Serrana, Serranilla, Bajo Nuevo, Albuquerque and East-Southeast Cays. However, we notice that Nicaragua did not protest against that map. In sum, we respectfully and strongly claim that Colombia has the territorial sovereignty over not only the named islands but also over the other islands, islets and reefs forming part of the San Andres Archipelago.

Thirdly, as to the sovereignty over Roncador, Quitasueno and Serrana, pursuant to the second paragraph of Article I of the 1928 Treaty, (quote as follows) “The present Treaty does not apply to the reefs of Roncador, Quitasueño and Serrana, sovereignty over which is in dispute between Colombia and the United States of America”, we Colombia deem that by agreeing to the inclusion of the second paragraph of Article I of the 1928 Treaty, Nicaragua recognized that it did not have any claim to sovereignty over Roncador, Quitasueño and Serrana and that the only possible “claimants” were Colombia or the United States. And there is also no mention in the second paragraph of Article I of any dispute over Roncador, Quitasueño and Serrana involving a Nicaraguan claim or right and it considers that it is not conceivable that, had Nicaragua had any claim to those three maritime features, it would have refrained from at least mentioning it during the negotiation of the 1928 Treaty. Furthermore,we also need to point out that Nicaragua did not assert a claim of sovereignty over Roncador, Quitasueño and Serrana until 1971 when Colombia and the United States began negotiating a treaty regarding those three features. Therefore ,we claim that the result of the renunciation by the United States of its claims to Roncador, Quitasueño and Serrana in the 1972 Vásquez-Saccio Treaty was that Colombia had sovereignty over those three maritime features and thus over the whole of the San Andrés Archipelago. 
Finally, we come to the second issue concerning with maritime delimitation between Nicaragua and Colombia.

We Colombia claim that the Parties had agreed in the 1928 Treaty and 1930 Protocol upon the 82nd meridian as the delimitation line of the maritime areas between them and that, consequently, the delimitation issue must be considered to have been settled. we also note that in the Treaty, the Parties speak of being “desirous of putting an end to the territorial dispute between them” whereas in the Protocol they refer to putting an end to “the question” pending between them. In our view, the language of the Protocol indicates that, while the 1928 Treaty addressed the territorial dispute, the 1930 Protocol addressed the territorial and maritime dispute. We also need to points out that the 82nd meridian has been depicted on our maps since 1931 as the maritime boundary between Colombia and Nicaragua, and that Nicaragua never lodged any protest against those maps. Furthermore, We maintains, that no subsequent maritime boundary negotiations had taken place between Colombia and Nicaragua, and that the delimitation issue was deemed to have been “settled” by the Treaty and Protocol thereto.

In conclusion, we respectfully ask the court to declare that the Republic of Colombia holds the territorial sovereignty over the islands of San Andres, Providencia and Santa Catalina and over the other islands, islets and reefs forming part of the San Andres Archipelago as well as over Roncador, Quitasueno and Serrana and the course of the maritime boundary has been settled by the 1928 treaty and 1930 protocol.

Now, we would like to raise three questions to the Nicaragua lawyer:

How do you proof that the 82nd meridian doesn’t mean the delimitation between Nicaragua and Colombia, since the 1930 Protocol recognizes the 82nd meridian as “a limit, as a dividing line, as a line separating whatever Colombian or Nicaraguan jurisdictions or claims there then existed or might exist in the future”?

