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Annex to the letter dated 26 July 2012 from the Per manent
Representative of the Sudan to the United Nations addressed
to the President of the Security Council

Sudan’s position on the centre line maps of the African Union
High-level Implementation Panel for a safe demilitarized border
zone between the Sudan and South Sudan

Background

e The Sudan and South Sudan, on 29 June 2011, signed the “Agreement on
Border Security and Joint Political and Security Mechanism”, which stipulated
at that time that the 1 January 1956 Administrative Border would be the
internationally recognized border between the two countries.

« The Agreement on Border Monitoring Support Mission was signed by the two
countries on 30 July of the same year.

« The first meeting to mark the start of implementation of the two Agreements
took place in Khartoum on 18 September 2011. The South Sudan delegation
refused to endorse the 1 January 1956 Administrative Map delineating the
border between the two countries as the basis for establishing the agreed-upon
safe demilitarized border zone (SDBZ).

* President Thabo Mbeki, Chair of the African Union High-level Implementation
Panel, delivered to the Sudan, on 14 November 2011, a border delineation map
proposal that could be used as the basis for the safe demilitarized border zone.

«On 17 November 2011, the Sudan expressed, via official correspondence
signed by the Minister of the Presidency, its refusal of the African Union High-
level Implementation Panel AUHIP proposal (see enclosure 1).

e The Sudan again reiterated on 2 June 2012 its rejection of the border map
proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel in an aide-
memoire, in reply to the explanatory aide-memoire received from the African
Union High-level Implementation Panel (see enclosure 2).

» An exchange of correspondence followed, between the Sudan and the African
Union High-level Implementation Panel, further confirming the Sudan’s
rejection of the border delineation map proposed by the African Union High-
level Implementation Panel (see enclosures 3 and 4).

Sudan’sjustifications for rejecting the border delineation map proposed by the
African Union High-level Implementation Panel

1.  Prior to the referendum on self-determination of South Sudan, the Government
of the Sudan called, well in advance, for the demarcation of the border between the
two countries, to avoid contention in the eventuality of separation. The Sudan
People’'s Liberation Movement (SPLM), with the backing of some parts of the
international community, insisted that the referendum take place on the designated
date, and deferred all outstanding issues, including that of border demarcation, to be
resolved at a later date. The result of this intransigence is now a matter of common
knowledge. It is regrettable to repeat this same scenario by insisting on establishing
the safe demilitarized border zone upon the map proposed by the African Union
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High-level Implementation Panel, with the full cognizance that this proposed map is
not based upon any prior established historical reference or maps, which would be
the only two means acknowledged internationally. The consequences of this mistake
will be very serious indeed.

2. The 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab, an area which lies well within the
1 January 1956 border inside the Sudan, is an important grazing area for the
Rizeigat tribes during the summer months, and the waters of the Bahr el Arab River
are a vital resource for the tribes of South Kordofan. Within this context, the
annexation of this area to South Sudan violates recognized principles of
international boundaries regarding the succession of states (uti possidetis juris),
which will threaten the social fabric in the region and result in tribal warfare, asis
the case presently in the Abyei region.

3. Itisuntenable to maintain that the map proposed by the African Union High-
level Implementation Panel encompasses the safe demilitarized border zone only,
and that it will in no way affect the final outcome. The Sudan categorically refutes
this claim, as it has become abundantly clear that the Government of South Sudan
insists on referring all border disputes to international arbitration upon the expiry of
the United Nations resolution deadline (in less than 20 days). It is obvious that if the
Sudan were to accept the proposed map, this would weaken its position in the
eventuality of recourse to international arbitration, which is, clearly, the intention of
the Government of South Sudan.

4. The map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel
could have served the stated purpose of delineating only the safe demilitarized
border zone, and would have been acceptable, had the track record of the
Government of South Sudan demonstrated reason, wisdom and logic in its attitude
towards the Sudan. However, the issuance by South Sudan in March 2012 of its own
version of the border between the two countries in a map based upon no precedent,
historical or otherwise, further reiterates this negative attitude. Another example
cited, in this regard, is the declaration of 9 July by the Governor of western Bahr el
Ghazal State that his country would never cede a single inch of disputed territories
to the Sudan.

5. Of particular concern to the Sudan is the justification put forth by the
secretariat of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel regarding their
proposed map, which is that the 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab, an area which
lies well within the 1 January 1956 border inside the Sudan, was forcibly occupied
by South Sudan, thus establishing what they referred to, in a minuted meeting in
Addis Ababa, as “a status quo reality”. This was the logic the African Union High-
level Implementation Panel used to include the 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab
within South Sudan in the proposed border map, a reasoning which is to be rejected,
and cannot emanate from a body observing international law. This precedent could
open the door to further seizure of the Sudan’s territory illegally occupied by South
Sudan, and possible future illegal invasion of new territories inside the Sudan’s
sovereign borders. The occupation by South Sudan of parts of the Sudan is de facto
proof that an invasion of the Sudan took place; invasion itself being an
internationally acknowledged act of aggression against a sovereign State, rejected
and denounced by international law and in the Charter of the United Nations, the
raison d’ étre of which is the absolute prohibition of aggression.
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6. Theflawed map proposed by the unqualified, to say the least, secretariat of the
African Union High-level Implementation Panel, violates all known maps from
1924 to date, and must be rejected also for the following technical reasons:

« The Bahr el Arab River does not feature in this map, despite being a prominent
natural feature that clearly defines the area.

» The date and place of issue of the map in question are unstated.
» The coordinates in the map are absent.
» There is no mention of the official authorizing body of the map.

» The two concerned parties were not involved in the technical preparation of
the map.

» The authority that prepared the map is not specified.

* The reference maps used in the preparation of the boundary line in the
proposed map were not specified.

e There is no mention of any of the reservations anywhere on the boundary
drawn in the map.

The way forward

1. The African Union High-level Implementation Panel should admit and rectify
the error, with the full backing of the international community, in the interest of
sustainable peace between the two parties, and not push the Sudan to accept a
defective map devoid of historical evidence or reference.

2. Endorsing the 1 January 1956 border between the two countries, as stipulated
in the safe demilitarized border zone agreement signed between them on 29 June
2011 (para. 2), and the Agreement of 30 July 2011 (para. 3), based upon the
following grounds:

e The 1 January 1956 border was agreed to by the two parties in the final report
of the joint technical ad hoc boundary committee (28 January 2010).

* This agreed-upon map was itself the basis upon which the Sudan recognized
the Republic of South Sudan on 8 July 2011 (see enclosure 5), and was used to
establish the authority of the Government of South Sudan since 2005. It was
also used for the purpose of implementing the presidential and legislative
elections, and the referendum on self-determination for South Sudan. This map
has been the reference in all the operations of the United Nations in Sudan,
and was used by the United Nations Mission in Sudan (UNMIS), the United
Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS), and the African Union-United
Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID) (see enclosure 6).

Endorsing and implementing the 1 January 1956 agreed-upon, historically
established, and internationally recognized border map (see enclosure 7), will
bolster peace and security between the two countries, and remove future
misunderstandings or tensions that could further erode relations between the
Sudan and South Sudan.
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Enclosure 1

Letter dated 17 November 2011 from the Minister of the
Presidency of the Sudan addressed to the Chair of the African
Union High-level Implementation Panel

We would like to thank you for your continuing efforts to enhance the Joint
Political and Security Mechanism (JPSM) in carrying out its mandate. We therefore
acknowledge receipt of your map entitled “The centre line of the temporary safe
demilitarized border zone between the Republic of the Sudan and the Republic of
South Sudan portraying a 10 km buffer zone”.

After having carefully examined the map you have submitted, we would like to
make the following remarks:

1. We are quite astonished to note that the fifth contested area, brought
forward by the Joint Political Committee (the area known as the 14 miles south of
Bahr el Arab) is shown on the map provided as belonging to the Republic of South
Sudan.

2. We reaffirm the basic principle that the agreed border-line is that of
1 January 1956 between Northern and Southern states as clearly stated in the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) signed on 9 January 2005, and later
reconfirmed by the Declaration of Recognition of the Republic of South Sudan (see
enclosure 5) and by the 29 June 2011 and 30 July 2011 agreements in Addis Ababa.

3. The Ceasefire Joint Military Committee (CIMC), chaired by the force
commander of UNMIS, which had emanated from the Comprehensive Peace
Agreement (CPA) under the political leadership of the Ceasefire Political
Commission (CPC), had collectively recognized the basic principle already
mentioned in paragraph (2) of the present letter. Consequently the Ceasefire Joint
Military Committee worked through the six-year interim period according to that
principle; in other words, the recognized boundary line is the line, as it stands, when
the two parties to the Comprehensive Peace Agreement signed on 9 January 2005,
including the area extending 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab.

We remain confident that you will give due attention to our remarks mentioned
above for further consideration of the border-line shown in the map you have
submitted to us.

(Signed) First Ltd. Gen. (RTD)
Bakri Hassan Salih
Minister of the Presidency

12-45282
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Enclosure 2

Response dated 2 June 2012 of the Government of the Sudan to the
explanatory note on the centre line map for the safe demilitarized
border zone of 1 June 2012

1. Immediately upon receipt of the administrative and security map produced by
the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, the Government of the Sudan
submitted, on its part, the map based on the 1 January 1956 border criteria to the
African Union High-level Implementation Panel, which included the agreed and
disputed areas in the border-line with signatures duly entered by the representatives
of the two parties (the Government of the Sudan and the Government of South
Sudan). The Government of the Sudan would like to recall that the explanatory note
(see attached) failed to mention article 7 of the communiqué from the Peace and
Security Council of the African Union on the inviolability of the borders, which
defined the borders between the two countries as that “existing at the time of
Sudan’s independence on 1 January 1956, taking into account the disputed areas as
agreed in the declaration of the Technical Ad Hoc Boundary Committee”. This clear
reference to the 1 January 1956 border’'s criterion, which was based on the
Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA), was the main legal basis for both the
referendum and the recognition text by the Republic of the Sudan regarding the
Republic of South Sudan (see enclosure 5). This criterion was also the basis for the
monitoring of the ceasefire by the United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS)
during the interim period.

2. The map also contradicts the communiqué of the Peace and Security Council
of 24 April 2012 (para. 12 (b)), and Security Council resolution 2046 (2012), both
of which make reference to the 30 July 2011 agreement, which determined, in
article 3, the centre line for the safe demilitarized border zone as that of the
1 January 1956 border-line. Furthermore, it is important to affirm that both the
agreements on Border Security and the Joint Political and Security Mechanism of
29 June 2011, and on the Demarcation of the Boundary, dated 13 March 2012,
clearly stipulate the North/South 1 January 1956 border-line to be the reference for
establishment of the safe demilitarized border zone and the border-line demarcation
(articles 2 and 2 (1), respectively).

3. With regard to the safe demilitarized border zone, the depiction of the zone
failed to adopt the 1 January 1956 criterion and thereby depicted the disputed area
known as the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab as part of South Sudan, a determination
that has no legal basis. The Government of the Sudan has responded to the African
Union High-level Implementation Panel, via its letter of 17 November 2011,
affirming the basic principle that the agreed border-line is that of 1 January 1956
(see enclosure 1).

4.  While the Government of the Sudan does not accept the November map as
defining the centre line, it agrees that the centre line for the safe demilitarized
border zone (1 January 1956 border-line) shall be without prejudice to the ongoing
negotiations on the five disputed areas.

5. The Government of the Sudan stresses that the sole criterion for determining
the central line should be the 1 January 1956 border-line .
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Attachment to enclosure 2

African Union High-level Implementation Panel
Explanatory note dated 1 June 2012 on the centre line map for the
safe demilitarized border zone

1. TheAfrican Union Peace and Security Council (PSC) communiqué of 24 April
2012, reaffirmed by the Security Council in its resolution 2046 (2012) of 2 May
2012, under Chapter VII, prescribes a road map for implementation by the two
States, which makes reference to the administrative and security map produced by
the African Union High-level Implementation Panel and submitted to the President
of the Sudan and the President of the Republic of South Sudan on 9 November 2011,
under cover of anote verbale.

2. The November 2011 map depicted the determination by the African Union
High-level Implementation Panel of the safe demilitarized border zone (SDBZ). The
depiction of the centre line permits the clear definition of the area of responsibility
(AOR) of the Joint Border Verification and Monitoring Mechanism (JBVMM).
Accordingly, the safe demilitarized border zone has now been reproduced in a
uniform colour scheme to represent the area of responsibility of the Joint Border
Verification and Monitoring Mechanism.

3.  Asrequired by the Peace and Security Council and the Security Council, the
safe demilitarized border zone will be established “in accordance with the
November 2011 African Union High-level Implementation Panel map” and without
prejudice to ongoing negotiations on the disputed areas (Peace and Security
Council, para. 12 (iii); Security Council resolution 2046 (2012), para. 1 (iii)).

4. The African Union High-level Implementation Panel has now reproduced its
November 2011 map, to include additional topographic detail, particularly of the
Bahr el Arab/Kiir River, along which part of the centre line runs — this answers
points of clarification raised by the Government of the Sudan in November 2011.
The new representation of the November 2011 map also removes any depiction of
the safe demilitarized border zone on the Abyei Area administrative boundary, as
this area is covered by alternative arrangements under the 20 June 2011 Abyei
Aqgreement.

5.  The African Union High-level Implementation Panel would like to reiterate
that the sole purpose of its map is to facilitate the establishment of the security
mechanisms agreed by the two States, by depicting the physical area of the safe
demilitarized border zone and the area of responsibility for the Joint Border
Verification and Monitoring Mechanism, in order that the Border Monitoring
Support Mission and cross-border corridors can be established. The map has no
status beyond this.

12-45282



S/2012/591

12-45282

Enclosure 3

Letter dated 7 June 2012 from the Lead Negotiator of the
Government of the Sudan addressed to the Chair of the
African Union High-level Implementation Panel

With reference your letter of 5 June 2012 regarding the issue of the security
map for the safe demilitarized border zone, allow me at the outset to thank you for
the prompt response regarding the issue, which is of great concern to the
Government of the Sudan.

Your clarifications included, inter alia:

1. That the guideline of the border-line between the two countries is that of
the 1 January 1956 border, and that the Panel has never adopted a position other
than the inviolability of the 1 January 1956 line as the boundary between the two
States, as stipulated in the Comprehensive Peace Agreement.

2. That the sole purpose of the map was to “indicate the centre line the
parties could use to determine the safe demilitarized border zone, while they
determine and demarcate the final boundary”; and that it was produced without
prejudice to the final determination of the status of the disputed areas and the
demarcation of the border between the two States.

3. That nothing said or done (with regard to the map) should be taken to
suggest allocation of the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab to South Sudan.

4. That it does not fall within the ambit of the work of the Joint Political
and Security Mechanism, the inter-State body charged with the task to determine the
coordinates of the safe demilitarized border zone.

Within this context, the Government of the Sudan would like to reiterate its
position as that embodied in the letter of 17 November 2011, sent to the Panel by
Bakri Hassan Salih, Minister of the Presidency of the Republic of the Sudan,
conveying the position of the President of the Republic of the Sudan of the objection
of the Government of the Sudan to the security map submitted by the Panel.

The claim that the United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS) discharged
its responsibilities during the interim period, territorially, based on the notion that
Bahr el Arab was under southern Sudan administration, is totally incorrect. Witness
the map used by UNMIS which clearly shows otherwise (the UNMIS map was
submitted to the African Union High-level Implementation Panel on a previous
occasion).

We believe that the reason why Bahr el Arab was included in the security map
as belonging to South Sudan was that Kriss Lackham and Alex De Waal of the
secretariat maintained that the area was under the occupation of Government of
South Sudan armed forces, thus creating a de facto reality. This is really telling.
Moreover, it is indeed encouraging occupation of territories belonging to the other
State to change the border-line by force, thus violating recognized principles of
international law.
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We reiterate our appreciation for the clarifications and assure you of our
continuous cooperation with the Panel in this and other issues of the post-secession
negotiation process.

(Signed) Idris M. Abdel Gadir
Lead Negotiator
Government of the Sudan

9 12-45282
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Enclosure 4

Letter dated 4 July 2012 from the Minister of Defence and Head of
the delegation of the Sudan to the Joint Political and Security

M echanism addressed to the Chair of the African Union High-level
Implementation Panel

1. We would like to express our thanks and appreciation to you and to the
esteemed Panel for the letter dated 2 July 2012 concerning the African Union High-
level Implementation Panel map. You may agree with us that this issue had
continually and repeatedly come to the fore. We would like to seize this opportunity
to restate, once again, our position in this regard, as follows.

2. Wefully subscribe to the conviction that the map is drawn without prejudice to
the final status of the joint common border. We have reconfirmed this position
during the exchange of correspondence on the matter, and on several other
occasions.

3.  We would like, as well, to bring to your attention that your secretariat have
informed us, during a bilateral meeting chaired by you that the reason why the
disputed area known as 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab was drawn as such, is due to
the fact that the area is under the occupation of Government of South Sudan forces.
It is the salient principle of international law that occupation is an illegal act that
confers no legal right whatsoever. Even temporary or provisional arrangements such
as the determination of a security demilitarized zone can in no way be influenced by
occupation.

4.  The decision of the Joint Political and Security Mechanism (JPSM) in the first
meeting it held in Khartoum, on 18 September 2012, entrusted the African Union
High-level Implementation Panel with the preparation of an agreed map showing the
1 January 1956 border-line provided that the preparation be carried out with
administrative boundaries in place of disputed areas.

5.  The United Nations missions (United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS),
African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID) and United
Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS)) have endorsed and used, for the
execution of their temporary mandates, the map of 1 January 1956, notwithstanding
that there was no agreement on some specific areas in the map, in other words, the
five disputed areas. The United Nations Interim Security Force for Abyei (UNISFA),
entrusted with a similar mandate, as well, presently applies the same map for the
discharge of its mandate. Legally, the status quo shall be maintained until a
settlement otherwise is arrived at. This is a cardinal principle of international law
that has to be upheld. An added confirmation of this statement is the report of
UNMIS and the Ceasefire Joint Military Committee (CIMC) and the minutes
included therein signed by the representatives of the two Governments' forces.

6. The presence of the army of the Government of South Sudan in the 14 miles
south of Bahr el Arab area, even to the north of the river, constitutes a flagrant
violation of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement, and of the sovereignty and
territorial integrity of the Sudan.

7. The concerned international and regional establishments, namely the United
Nations and the African Union, are duty-bound to apply pressure and take necessary

10
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action to secure the withdrawal of the Government of South Sudan from the above-
mentioned area.

8. Failing this, the Government of the Sudan obviously has the right to maintain
its legitimate right to preserve itsterritorial integrity and to end the occupation.

9. Once again, and in order to allay indefinitely any confusion that might arise
surrounding our position, we would like to re-emphasize that our objection concerns
the alteration of the status of the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab area for the purpose
of determining the security zone that does not prejudice the final settlement of the
joint border.

(Signed) L. General (PSC) Engineer
Abdel Raheem Mohamed Hussein
Minister of Defence

Head of the delegation of the Sudan to the
Joint Political and Security Mechanism

12-45282
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Enclosure 5

Statement by the Government of the Republic of the Sudan in
recognition of the Republic of South Sudan

[Khartoum, 8 July 2011]

In accordance with the recognition of the Government of the Sudan of the right
of self-determination for the people of Southern Sudan and its acceptance of the
outcome of the 9 January 2011 referendum and respecting the choice of the people
of Southern Sudan to have their independent state.

The Republic of the Sudan declares:

Its recognition of the establishment of the Republic of South Sudan as an
independent and sovereign State as of 9 July 2011, in accordance with the existing
boundaries between North and South Sudan as of 1 January 1956 and as they were
when the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) was signed on 9 January 2005,
and in accordance with the norms and principles of the international law that relates
to the recognition of States.

As the Republic of the Sudan expresses its wishes for the establishment of a
stable, safe and prosperous state, it is looking forward to a special relationship with
the Republic of South Sudan based on the historic relations that bound the peoples
of the two countries, and in conformity with the values of international cooperation,
bilateral respect and good neighbourliness. The Republic of the Sudan reiterates its
commitment to settle all the remaining issues stemming from the Comprehensive
Peace Agreement and the post-secession through negotiation, dialogue and
cooperation aiming at a brighter future whereby the people of the two countries
enjoy peace, development and stability.

As the Republic of the Sudan hereby recognizes the establishment of the
Republic of South Sudan, it calls upon the Government of the Republic of South
Sudan to recognize the treaties and agreements entered into by the Republic of the
Sudan, whether bilateral, regional or international.

12
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Enclosure 6

M aps of the Sudan and South Sudan submitted by the Sudan

v cilgdie By ZIOTWEN
poddig Pl o eusideg SNOLYNGIUNN  ZAoussrr o deiy
T = T T 1 T 7 T T T
L = 88 \, TN T {S | S - 82 \v .ou.m. K]

X/ \, NVans, E:cmﬂ ¢ 80118043y
e ooy~ _s-Srinueg \;ﬁ 3.”3? L NYOIRIAY |
1 e - _ . ..l.t. . J AR 7
peoy e S iy _,u e\ /8 » TYHLINAD
el ey wew - { \\ .._.,...\ ul.ln_joz * ..un_a_ iy Upey / o
A e L1 poedy 2 s OFL Ty i '~ §
bgﬁnﬁ_ﬁ!__s”w IIIII & \\ o o yBnpEy] T\ HNAAY A Jusing \.\ L
BpUNOY PRLLBIEPYN]  — — — 1 Sy < pany ® P 2t NHAHLNOS o p
Epunog [BUOBURN| =« — i I Banp o) = SN | / .ﬁ_
= / NYAOAHOM imc_um.o *e f =
wodmolen  J ogdl Yy NuAHLNOS v F..._.\f e | !
- o] o - == a__!..._.u,w i ' ... J@mmhz y 3 Zt
s (fem)ams  © T [ T omogy o ; ) +* | 1
jeuded jpuoteN L . 11_ i ; iy | ;
£ ILIHM j L Nt nﬁz.ﬁo ! . L LMY (1
__ s S ) A Jpauiaiva SR
0y .f@ ! ﬂzra IALSAM _ o
| a.l_a_o_zr_.m_ M\ mangt T £ PIEao 13 ks ousd vy ST Mg @M...w:wo_m
e.?n— .(r_\_mrv, ™ .Jﬂa._}lu ¥ .2, ..r.‘. o0 _\5\ _.— m \\. "
[oFEy, |\ ) | ¥ g \ y o .y
N e \/( I\ﬂ,\J&_ ™ Vaa: ux ENCasinth umzw.___u_eci wgos0 \:c ¥ w1
e o - ﬁ,,,_:_ Vgt o vaomioN b o © 7 AVHD
o A ﬂ.l.} ~. ~.Ja V:...\ ~ NHAH. _v_:/_ﬁ } o
. vm...i.:wﬁﬁ — b _....v. WINOLIEY f i ANAIVa /uw
«.wmmw., < §.+aﬂu_:fi,_ _,_f.w: _:_,:__,_ S u | NNIHIHON /P
For TR «mztzm, ! g o ot
- I, N | »
..m\. [ m 1047 5 BB Ay 847 STUSEE (R
O OB
..u_.__wﬂuoo...._.f. 18
| N ﬂﬂt%ﬁﬁmﬂ _um tﬁ}u/ _ _aa.-ﬁnuhﬂ%
,\\}/ I .
Hoy "~ 5 .x_.f. .
\
NN«
VAS ady ]
uBpng Hogd T
ﬂ J o1 1asag _
| &
u oo
| BEES 2 k?r /__
4 ...f m_ ’ \ -—
. . . & ) r
| - VIAVUY ) e Fatl
IANYVYS ¢ e O .x ;J.. = /JA_x
h ) inpunog ».
LY A._ P SANOIEIURLIRY g
=0F ™~ 88 =98 i.-..z -4 oFE %.h_ B8 =08 =B% =92 — 2 =58
| o | 1 L i ] 1 | 1 1 1

12-45282

13



S/2012/591

Lopaes cndesfio wg
L R ETEE S

| 10E BqOR0

SHOLLYN O3LNTY LA teer oy

T { T T T T
¥E Pty DE = 1 8F o
) . . .\_ f 004 o Pl
: S i U a = .
) L .:......\,( 1l unf 0og ool [} R nqﬂu___uhwwwwﬂ
. \. mgu_o-._\ :mno_u./// A OF y o \ 18 j0U SBY LERNG 18N0S [0 Igndey 81y puB
1 - \, A _Pro ., { © OONOD HHL AQ | uspng o cigndey o) wamsq ABpun fuld . | .
.”\5,_3@1 -\ @ __ ixorcq 10d m.sm_ f e \. .J dId WA ST T p—
) e R UL .._.; TVHLNED I D_QEN} ' et ey -
r B1e00y, o P 93:1 e PUEN— L WuoBal Biay N
1 WOlEly ! - L o=, A, Repunog (ueiem) aeig
o VIIOLY t_Ol_ N¥ALSYE - m.ew..__u.__._ma__ ey - D_mm,w%m__z ) AN omm_a/ .\\ . OB pURISRO] = — —
.,.pw_.ﬁ.;........‘.“w . - = __Omxmu_m_m._. ~ _D._._umEq #.Iﬂv._..«..”u_nu..._ | _._D._}_._nﬁ MIEPUNGY [BUEULIBNI,  — - —
.m.._imﬁﬁm / _ Sl N \ /- DRELSEA BinquieL . odge ofen ¥
s iy \Pwolg % e o O iog %, _o__gg_v_ g Ieuded (ueiem) seis ® & —
V4 logf (LR N N Ieudea jguoyey o
) ' e ) - —Dx.(....m O_|._ _\ rr..._“— K
0 sl ® I A
piadag WY Haquinyg . f.,. \ ._:mr_gu 1504 lanY 0g (oF ./- I .
BN . oBuayg STV .._:._o._.__ {1 A Sy I TINJdTA
; r - % i L) : o ;
ETONOL  } ,.N- E:Ewk__.oo__.m_a 0P 7y NVOTHAY
e [ - | 4 P ; A [ R rA . - 7 —
. -4 i OO0y 1Epeq ¥ng S | e L, v ; L IVHINAD
. YVIdOIH LA Y = | - L.r_..ﬂ.\ Sen - = :mn_._NaE_m.ﬁ -,
s Ty i o A= . s
ke Y § 1 om0 %OE 4- = d VIV TN - &
1 S~ __ I.Ylﬂlln _:ra.a \ .u.u._ T .m. v_G._.O.N_.._x I8 my __.._ i Dmm_ o -
- o] ~ T | Ry
R e e _om__m_z eseip L A _w_ge_d m ALINATR, TVZYHD T4 :_ O ebuisson
R 38 ; - il ~ o dHVE ey
ot oours s sopopercd ot | - Vo, T A .__%,3 (nwaHmoN | TVZYHOTE
__ ﬁo& - Buomay’ A mm i O " o ] HHYE
: e Hebizy ¢  nijuag eg |
L, e = g o [ NYALSEM
Addn - bane
_ofiiog ¢
S~ woluey #
osnbuny ...... | A
[t R
._._n__o_mn_nv - f
{ \ _mo__uv_ _Uo_m._.o. -~ | [ 4
I - B e L -
,. ?mo ‘ _Ainpes P weng
Voo | s EaN J
1 ...__ 1 | !
— ! :
! INVan s
( 4 - | a2l
K= _ NVANS HLNOS
k 70PN 1 /|
- / BE 4 FE
b 1 A 1

14

12-45282



wogoeg ondwboyen 2102 e
woddng g o jusugadag SNOLLYN 03NN 20 w0l gerr onduy
) w ) : <08 ) 92 ZZ
N J (e N A / i 0o 0
t ) Ve 2 E .7 - PEOANEY « i
[ e H...m = ”w. %\..r l o ot ° peas uey
\ | ouyang 7 . \_mes wedge ) NOPATERN | Ty o wubes gy T
Feb { { it : ODNOO IHL 40 ssegsd fiendwe)  [5] A
)| s iouSiten © oy || ISORELESE e e, ddd Wad i
i Y i HSIOVTONYE P Yy
[T N pa— q\ _mw_o = N e __.._,_wi_._ oaueA| R fizpunog (wefem) aag ——-—- ~—
{ | “ - wojE o eqnp Ny PN oq pOLSULBIPU - — — — N
& 4 (1]} \ _n_m_gu::mn__ efue {4 Hs30vIONYE TR oy o] iaepunng puogewen) — .. —
.h ,A........ T, ../ _._wmn_....uuzqml i o.ﬁmu_ﬂw._. Wifmmn__..azqn — Ona_u.._.._._ podi solepy 3
m}.iﬂﬁﬁ% / e, () HSTOVTONYE [LLT | i . eqert T - = Peinguel Mo, ©
| P _.__9.50._0 e ————— o = ._l s / \.m ‘)y .. |eudes (efam) a|g @
oo Y ﬂE..Ea A L =< I T N 0N ; 10gSy  l1E0OLNNO b4 mEpAS 0 27
o~ A L wa <] loor o 3
SN oy L S
Vo e &N :
. m_cu%i_._ o Bd PN ﬁ ﬁmqm.ﬁa_gm og N u_,._\mbn—mw_
R Lbvon 3 7l . Ty NVORAY
N At k- o1 omeram ) s : :
4/.. v E:EW i 121 'y IVIINTD
e s oM y i
ui.oea-tuis__.-fo&!aaqew: i ._r.. on_ea. N f‘ a D Mm :Jh.i u_w_ 0Ss 7 9 yeanz Wieg e
PRUILLIBIAE UBB] Jod Jou S8y L, a M= /% ! I i .
o T e e e o .6 VOM [ > ﬁ%_mE k| I NPTV N .. <]
Jo o I T xm,.x.?_.. S e | (=} c.wo._r ae__n.o x&omﬂﬂ%l\ i -
‘SUBIEN PELN Py Ag souBdEIoE 19SS g, VI Fo = ) rd
S0 JUBLIBEIOPUE [BIYE Ajdwr jou op —ou__a I_:n_.-“ ! =X, ./J. e " e m———
deii siy) o pesn suoHeUliSep By PUE < | L "% LN L - =
uMoys SewsU pus seuEpUNog syl 3 | 150¢| =~ Quey ] A _.wz m.:mh.._.. - (4 VAN ‘ e
L _ efieg Buomgy©. N yebues® 7 g i ) % /)
{ < B R [ § _.__Emm_ hm hv. i At
~ - HOARIN » Iy AL
VIdOIHLA / e / ey Foo o /
) 11 et |l vl —— _n.S.q ),/ S
i “ Ofiuog J/0nopoy 4 So o ) & \
Gdle 7L osmoune = \_. &ﬂaiw\._ ¢ Y i
ey | .w a! PRy L e AT \
So S_ms_ [ P ayog
== - Iin.- T /.
1 laRdy s Bripey ® | ]
- ™ jwwn” @ Id—.ﬂiﬂ lenpey 1 -.1..
AR o { o ‘SIN BGNN \_L---.........r... :
£t Ri .;",...N v sim o ™~ s
n A | ) 1 1 A
s - " ’
Ly : 1 yua @ 3 viom \
\ A $ ) vestva 3 { T — o e P TI0T udae
Fegr Nk g ‘ 2
ey [\ SSTIN N
- S L, 2k \ NVans
5 L ..x, - S
Rt | i N e 52 2 Ed

$/2012/591

12-45282

15



S/2012/591

12-45282

DARFUR

Emm

SOUTH

AIE BURKINA FASD | Mukhi ]ar
: Edd el Fursan
N

4?—.Furnharanga ;
12 o
5"“" [sse J.rfser)

Khnr Abeche

Marla
NIGERIA |

T~ | T
e b e o I 1 NORTHERN STATE N )
[~ and the designations used om this ' 200 —
nmmmmwdﬁc:y’ E'JW. ment o R R s e e ———
o acceptance oy e unied Natons. | : UNAMID
_ ~
El Geneina i i December 2011
x
Secter W 3 3
(] i 5 | mmmmm |nter-sector boundary
@mm ] ]
. Nukheila | === International boundary
] mezaa : 1
l | —-—-  State boundary
<] mezan ! : & s ol
. . O tate capital
| 18+ Esm&m | El'Atrun,, ! E. |
r + Airport P""_
| evoes :
- I | Main road 1
-rrl PAKISTAN
k! 1 +—+ Railroad \
[Ck5] e - »
less fhan & is
[ ]evaoen | | e gl i
i I are not indicated.
Korma ! | 0 100 200 km
T i ] .
] s | _ i 0 100 mi
T . - NORTHERN L 18 —
[Esmam. SEMEGAL N ' 7 T
DARFUR | i - _
SENEGAL NORTHERN KORDOFAN Abu "Urug®
CHAD
‘5. AFRICA A
sesrﬂm | HO | 5 AFFCA Nyala
ector _— :
NORTH | HO |SEN Malha | Iﬁhmus =] stenan Leoue
[Ha | Fwanoa samca SUDAN [ilces [RES]oavcuanesy
I == R e -,
Kulbus . Mellit 1'- EEEM CHM
o ad HWAHM .
Ik < HIGERIA . [':;';'ﬂ'ﬂs; T 1 S (& Jeerer 14
El Geneina Kabkahl;ra AWANDA  El Fasher | \ymm Kadada | r—-—.___ = e [LDE] BaHGLADESH
iﬂﬂmﬁ‘-‘ﬂ araf Omra A [ E"SE“
.IEortnn [hg | Tanzana
: sten . r
.f' Mournei Shﬂnull TANZANIA, NIGERIA \___Fl.Obeid @
nwm WE STER Merfiti®  Tobaystd [ : l

El Fasher and agjacent

IEJ.H.L Emm

CENTRAL ,

AFRICAN  °QEREEg’-

REPUBLIC ¢ l;:{«.'lf'a.c' F&wmwrrymmnmemcdmnwm
Yy kingi 3 Repubiic of South Sudan fias not yet been defenmined
f— ggglg Final status of the Abyei area is nof yet aetermined.

il s T il il

Zam Zam - _

e [T ]esver -
%W"‘ e 12
O
COmeo e | 27
O [ | 5

b

Map Mo £327 Rev. 8 UNITED NATIONS
December 2011

Department of Field Suj
Cartographic Sei

16



$/2012/591

\'s w\
dJjgmol dwls)
81956/1/1 3agan auujil adall aisdil
augiag Jlagull Jlads ju

hiljall ga @iligl ddylhg dial 4 di

£2010/1/28 syl
-hJSZ.Il
ad sy [ On s AN g G) il o daall e
Cgin dagsa N Zaall sy Bl pe YL 1956/1/1 Sgaa A
82009/11/10 s s 1350
tad sland ATV e Aadand) 4_1.;.1IL s LY

el Wiy daaa ) [utiga Al L)
s Jutal o¥ Gaass fsatiga . ¥
) guae Gl dana A/ pediga ¥
g Josl Lgigh ) s [ pendy .t
N s 39 FA Gaga)s [B a0

e (L) fadl il /4] A5 ana 2l aa 3 /L g 1
L) s o8 a3 /O g ol sl gl fas ,J.....u,,
AV Gkl _}\a;ujumﬁqhﬁ‘)ﬂl an (350 Al de il Al doga .Y
il Al 8 Lpiamy 25 ) el o Uil Guuen Lgigioss a3 50 5 LI 20
-%ﬁsﬁﬂ‘—ﬁ’ﬁ‘hmﬂjﬂ'ﬂewm;shuﬂé
e sS5 G5 Gm ol 3580 (gt 8 1 il a0 i el il e g
:Jasll dlni
odsiad T Ln (pelinl a1 el B A il Asal) il jid 0
el (3) sl & Shall cadsall Anl o gl jally
O e Loy Wi 256,80 e 1 Al plinel e Ao il Riall cyll
g US S Lagd) eldf e Bl fyunt 3555 il Afhana

17

12-45282



S/2012/591

12-45282

:d.n.l.llﬂln;.hgn
Al il sall Ao ill Aiall Cardel LV
o) Eoll s Slelailly Ele Cus e Bl Ciidly jeas
Alall Gl dall pall g Sileladll Je G0 a5 oo
Aule § 3300 (305 o a0 Ailhae (530 il or
Ll 53a) any Aeliall LW s Ll filnd A58 AL agb s
- il
o B_Al e il Asalll daa s L2l eafiee o B3 dpms pac dlla b s
A 55 e s gad Cana gl Sl Ty 8
Aaalaiet g il el y 3l gl 8 COGAYTy Tlladd Ll yaa .
Sl Lo oY Zaall lalis b ngl T olay peda Al o3 pliaedf Lida) .3
Bl (g Sinay
dpan @3 il Giliglly Silisjlal
L)l lelladll s 0 i jlaly cAdi)y o ) A) Dall cum i A
LAY ey (11) clilad e il AN 3 lle Bl Lgioay 5 L
Al 5 lelaal (7) clelaayl,
Pl gl e cwls ol i L4

A

Ly iaxe sk 734 1912/12/28 27 | 1

Ll Jua
O Aadisal) Agadl aisk e iy N1 3gaad) 1512 1921/12/15 386 2

LN Jsh o st A i [ el o
Caplally U3 Juad o 280 | 2 2l gl

L ) Agad) 5
3 sda O dgaad) Dygedd | oy aganll Aygeq | 1568-1569 | 1922/5/15 395 3

S Ga Ayl Juag GRS | gl S te
A8 i allaay cia gl Lo Juag

38ad dayls 1SS Ayt inpeal | e LSS ALne JES 1808 1923/4/30 414 4
Lo sl Bl e 25| e &y
4y aa ) Ja)
Ll Jua

18



$/2012/591

19

alyjlall igic

ay jlall

é,_rjl.'l'.l!

A6)

by

e gy Lokl it K3 | Lpigd Aipaa A 253 | 1926/9/15 | 480 | s
dba Lmia A it el 4 s Gadigally |
VAYY iy ol oa Tt A | ) Mo A |
Lsade a RN pudl] Aas ey | s Ay yia )
Al Ja il
Ziod) o o agpiad dak iy | Aawa data 56-60 | 1927/3/15 | 489 6
i | s syl gl el
o A Jua Ga il g Ll
Jaill e
Tsih g 0808 Qe pladd | (e glatd 378 | 1928/12/21| 511 7
C,Liaﬁi._.‘),h,...l._ns.u.ui.n_);n,_,i Juas ol s
ST TRSLALIRVE P ROM A sl
Ll sie aat g s 39
Ry ota i Sapely Aot Ansa 0| Aaz dae gms 378 | 1928/12/21| s11 8
il el A pusa N gl i | aBagsaly |
SELERSYEN ¢ IO ) B S PR SN
O Janu oY) paall Aagls 580y | Mol 4y e )
daill el 4 s Jadl
o W50 WL i e u:_,: Sgda Jyim 115 1931/5/15 546 9
Sl Mef 4 puaa A chda S A ppaa
gl a3 Ll paall dgaa Jaed
Al i allaay il
A als Ala1a dgaal Cipa g V30 | JS,e oy aad | 177-178 | 1934/8/15 | 588 | 10
pY40T/V /Y dgaa el e G| duab Juad
Juall S a5
A 0e 43,80
Glda s
el JSal il Gua |38 a Agans Bule) | 118 1938/6/15 663 11
AL

12-45282



S/2012/591

12-45282

Pl LS ol cillasl) o clglay) G LY

iy g iy )l ALuE 3 gaad) sl Al 1924/4/22
Auall g =) el oskal 5 ) gla
2 pSa Lllas (o puady o sdja asla Gllas | DrP/8.A2 | 1931/2/11
S5 T g pladly J) AN I S s
ool g dinaee A3 1 Y T80
el £13
= (g Al Lo eligyl SN 5 llad | €5/163.1/4 | 1931/2/25
VAYE giga Sa o JS Y
JIAD a9 ssd)ld
c s Ay Ao s BH Y A S Gl L - 1941/1/23
13im gy g Mad LY | sl g 0 sl
Al g S sall AN agy gd )
p ok Al
plal) Sy Ay oY) Glas A0 toa @) | g s aSla (e lled | DrP/16.A7 | 1930/10/17
S LS S e JAY ey asta
SRl asla llas e o, o pfla (e illas | BG.P/16.A.2 | 1930/11/7
LS S a pll) agady | a8 la psla ) JIAN
Ga YAkl QI8 o 5 4GB | sl plaa) b | - 1931/1/15 7
2803 A DA g S a

siladlasNlg STl dadlyal daslian
o BN dual lgiim peind A Jaia) e il @) Rl co sy
leladl oda Je Lgay j 8 dmy dedd) cile Uil
ol e el V) gadll e 330 0 5 L3 A e s jlEa e cals LY Y

Jlpall s g ygiyls igia gllai
65-) ol Aday sa Ashadty jall jay e i (53 p Uil 13 e o Y1 6 3ad) Y
(65-F July 1936) (35Uae of Aay & (3e 2l ¢ 3a) y ALIS (E ,October 1937

R R P PR

20



$/2012/591

21

Gothe sl Alyyd e Eod) eall addaiy Ay gl e A0 e el ) S
9ise — Glus A8 T8 «(65-) ,May 1936) Ui alis dkay A (e oall e 5ally
g8 e T 530 038 ol (K2 (35
WGRN yu s Jay g9dgke agin pllad
O oAl el dd al ey i e A e all JalSIh adedy g lkdll laa Yo
oo Ly Cua ale JS2 G L Al o3a L(65-K July 1936) o ey sa
21924 Qlall 5 300 — by 4l

W3R o Jladig OlaayS igia gliad
O Ay ) JJ&J'JCAOJJLC}AE)&JM‘;M!J&M 13 cpe 381 2 5all A%
PRUERTL PR SN [P S NEQUUPR S%. [P35 N PTIA SRPRNE RN DR WP P vt
Jois Lo il 3 dbia g da g el 138 Lo el A
Fiol (546) ai) Ayjlall Cuay 48 Gy gledll 1 e pea s )Y
ae dal el ) ol S e iy Suad Hladl Jiy Zalad, 21931/5/15
. Fagl€ (22) s el 1 Jgb olgy cun ale JS5 Ay 1)

:0aagllg Olau S wigia gliad
lesn sas 5 €a1931/5/15 ) (546) ai) dayjle JalSIL 4pkaas g Uaill 13a YA
Syl gl i A0yl el Y Glia S e g i LS s

callaall 5
oAl e sall oA ol Al o3 LA gle g dall A Gy ol aae agdaas gLkl 1 LS Y9
«(65-H, May 1937) <llS 5 jmy Ay )3 5 (01936 saigr pall Ao Aay & e
66-1,) 535 sy dday j3 (e o all e 3all 5 ¢(66-E, October 1937) (sash dhy )i

-(December 1936
Ay ¥l LAl aa ple U834, (18) s_al A 5,88 Al ey G LY
ey Caua (19) 580 8 sl gl

il ey GlisyS i gl
iy Jal b siasl€ (12) Vs alph plldl 138 e e oa olla LYY
38 B Aday i e JilEall ¢ jadl ae ple JSA @allaiy g (18) 5L 5 4S Al

g8 s (66-1, December 1936)

12-45282



S/2012/591

12-45282

5 By Asd Ge Fodll eadl (A aag agall G ‘;'-ml" e 52l
ik 5 5 (66-F, February 1935) b she 4k ja 5 (66-1, Jun 1940) JISk ik ja 4
sl dasd ddiay dday dsaall e e 3all 138y ¢(66-B, December 1936) <l i
5y oS3l Lasl 53l

i e (pe (SIS A Jiy Lals 21923/4/30 &)l (414) A Anle ola
el e lais Le s W An 5l sda (ol S A e A il el

a3l &iadll cLonci

XY

’TT

e LA et & @lall Bl s Lol fad
@g% ) g dshid ) [uiiga [adall
— P T D Al calla gl fasdl

il &l e g lagt. s
A0 laaa daaf daa s

Al fpa jaaa fada kgl gl
Ly dana (o) [ utiga aghal)

Jot Sl Gyga faud)

12l80 50

WDUEAY) g il (i Ay oS Aday 3

= P N guas Baraa cpall e Ayl /oudl) .

dutal 0¥ Guam [owigal.
dada Ly ) (gt g [ uigeall.
Ghale daaa AA [wtigall.
Jssl Lgagl 1adisa Lol

S8 B Jed fan.

S patl ) &) se [omtigall.
s il Aslay daaa fagudl.

Jag (BA s la fadl.

A
¥

¥

> > <

AR
Y
AY
A\ 4
Ve
B |
AV

YA

A

22



S/2012/591

Mavfe 7 a

4C £ £
1 1 L

ey
_:._%ﬁ
o e
L3

Flhoy o =y _n..).lq._.l(

e a
/.r l
L3  aanrd

I-I-l.llllll —

e e <

T — (e (e v (e rer wer

e (R (T ey W (e e e

T yreveet

= =

g S i - ™~ " :
sC65T Hemd vos o 6 e (SO S e ey (Y

ey oy ey fned s’
DacadiasBuland s LIV IVININ]

~

12-45282

23



	رسالة مؤرخة 26 تموز/يوليه 2012 موجهة إلى رئيس مجلس الأمن من الممثل الدائم للسودان لدى الأمم المتحدة
	بالإشارة إلى رسالتي المؤرخة 25 أيار/مايو 2012 (S/2012/366) ورسالتي المؤرخة 4 حزيران/يونيه 2012 (S/2012/393) بشأن الخريطة الصادرة عن رئيس الفريق الرفيع المستوى التابع للاتحاد الأفريقي المعني بالتنفيذ، ثابو امبيكي، يشرفني أن أوضح أن موقف حكومة السودان إزاء الخريطة المذكورة آنفا هو كالتالي:
	نقبل خريطة الفريق الرفيع المستوى التابع للاتحاد الأفريقي المعني بالتنفيذ، بكاملها، مع استثناء واحد في الخط الحدودي الدولي، وهو الجزء المتعلق بمنطقة 14 ميلا الواقعة جنوب بحر العرب.
	وقد رأينا أنه من المفيد توضيح هذه النقطة لجميع أعضاء مجلس الأمن لئلا يُفهم موقف حكومة السودان إزاء الخريطة المذكورة على أنه رفض تام للخريطة.
	ويشرفني كذلك أن أرفق طيه وثائق تتضمن جميع المبررات التي تسوّغ موقفنا فيما يتعلق بمنطقة 14 ميلا الواقعة جنوب بحر العرب (انظر المرفق).
	وإنني إذ أوافيكم بهذا المعلومات، لأرجو ممتنا تعميم هذه الرسالة ومرفقها بوصفهما من وثائق مجلس الأمن.
	(توقيع)  دفع الله الحاج علي عثمانالممثل الدائم
	Annex to the letter dated 26 July 2012 from the Permanent Representative of the Sudan to the United Nations addressed to the President of the Security Council
	Sudan’s position on the centre line maps of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel for a safe demilitarized border zone between the Sudan and South Sudan
	Background
	• The Sudan and South Sudan, on 29 June 2011, signed the “Agreement on Border Security and Joint Political and Security Mechanism”, which stipulated at that time that the 1 January 1956 Administrative Border would be the internationally recognized border between the two countries.
	• The Agreement on Border Monitoring Support Mission was signed by the two countries on 30 July of the same year.
	• The first meeting to mark the start of implementation of the two Agreements took place in Khartoum on 18 September 2011. The South Sudan delegation refused to endorse the 1 January 1956 Administrative Map delineating the border between the two countries as the basis for establishing the agreed-upon safe demilitarized border zone (SDBZ).
	• President Thabo Mbeki, Chair of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, delivered to the Sudan, on 14 November 2011, a border delineation map proposal that could be used as the basis for the safe demilitarized border zone.
	• On 17 November 2011, the Sudan expressed, via official correspondence signed by the Minister of the Presidency, its refusal of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel AUHIP proposal (see enclosure 1).
	• The Sudan again reiterated on 2 June 2012 its rejection of the border map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel in an aide-memoire, in reply to the explanatory aide-memoire received from the African Union High-level Implementation Panel (see enclosure 2).
	• An exchange of correspondence followed, between the Sudan and the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, further confirming the Sudan’s rejection of the border delineation map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel (see enclosures 3 and 4).
	Sudan’s justifications for rejecting the border delineation map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel
	1. Prior to the referendum on self-determination of South Sudan, the Government of the Sudan called, well in advance, for the demarcation of the border between the two countries, to avoid contention in the eventuality of separation. The Sudan People’s Liberation Movement (SPLM), with the backing of some parts of the international community, insisted that the referendum take place on the designated date, and deferred all outstanding issues, including that of border demarcation, to be resolved at a later date. The result of this intransigence is now a matter of common knowledge. It is regrettable to repeat this same scenario by insisting on establishing the safe demilitarized border zone upon the map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, with the full cognizance that this proposed map is not based upon any prior established historical reference or maps, which would be the only two means acknowledged internationally. The consequences of this mistake will be very serious indeed.
	2. The 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab, an area which lies well within the 1 January 1956 border inside the Sudan, is an important grazing area for the Rizeigat tribes during the summer months, and the waters of the Bahr el Arab River are a vital resource for the tribes of South Kordofan. Within this context, the annexation of this area to South Sudan violates recognized principles of international boundaries regarding the succession of states (uti possidetis juris), which will threaten the social fabric in the region and result in tribal warfare, as is the case presently in the Abyei region.
	3. It is untenable to maintain that the map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel encompasses the safe demilitarized border zone only, and that it will in no way affect the final outcome. The Sudan categorically refutes this claim, as it has become abundantly clear that the Government of South Sudan insists on referring all border disputes to international arbitration upon the expiry of the United Nations resolution deadline (in less than 20 days). It is obvious that if the Sudan were to accept the proposed map, this would weaken its position in the eventuality of recourse to international arbitration, which is, clearly, the intention of the Government of South Sudan.
	4. The map proposed by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel could have served the stated purpose of delineating only the safe demilitarized border zone, and would have been acceptable, had the track record of the Government of South Sudan demonstrated reason, wisdom and logic in its attitude towards the Sudan. However, the issuance by South Sudan in March 2012 of its own version of the border between the two countries in a map based upon no precedent, historical or otherwise, further reiterates this negative attitude. Another example cited, in this regard, is the declaration of 9 July by the Governor of western Bahr el Ghazal State that his country would never cede a single inch of disputed territories to the Sudan.
	5. Of particular concern to the Sudan is the justification put forth by the secretariat of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel regarding their proposed map, which is that the 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab, an area which lies well within the 1 January 1956 border inside the Sudan, was forcibly occupied by South Sudan, thus establishing what they referred to, in a minuted meeting in Addis Ababa, as “a status quo reality”. This was the logic the African Union High-level Implementation Panel used to include the 14 mile region south of Bahr el Arab within South Sudan in the proposed border map, a reasoning which is to be rejected, and cannot emanate from a body observing international law. This precedent could open the door to further seizure of the Sudan’s territory illegally occupied by South Sudan, and possible future illegal invasion of new territories inside the Sudan’s sovereign borders. The occupation by South Sudan of parts of the Sudan is de facto proof that an invasion of the Sudan took place; invasion itself being an internationally acknowledged act of aggression against a sovereign State, rejected and denounced by international law and in the Charter of the United Nations, the raison d’être of which is the absolute prohibition of aggression.
	6. The flawed map proposed by the unqualified, to say the least, secretariat of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, violates all known maps from 1924 to date, and must be rejected also for the following technical reasons:
	• The Bahr el Arab River does not feature in this map, despite being a prominent natural feature that clearly defines the area.
	• The date and place of issue of the map in question are unstated.
	• The coordinates in the map are absent.
	• There is no mention of the official authorizing body of the map.
	• The two concerned parties were not involved in the technical preparation of the map.
	• The authority that prepared the map is not specified.
	• The reference maps used in the preparation of the boundary line in the proposed map were not specified.
	• There is no mention of any of the reservations anywhere on the boundary drawn in the map.
	The way forward
	1. The African Union High-level Implementation Panel should admit and rectify the error, with the full backing of the international community, in the interest of sustainable peace between the two parties, and not push the Sudan to accept a defective map devoid of historical evidence or reference.
	2. Endorsing the 1 January 1956 border between the two countries, as stipulated in the safe demilitarized border zone agreement signed between them on 29 June 2011 (para. 2), and the Agreement of 30 July 2011 (para. 3), based upon the following grounds:
	• The 1 January 1956 border was agreed to by the two parties in the final report of the joint technical ad hoc boundary committee (28 January 2010).
	• This agreed-upon map was itself the basis upon which the Sudan recognized the Republic of South Sudan on 8 July 2011 (see enclosure 5), and was used to establish the authority of the Government of South Sudan since 2005. It was also used for the purpose of implementing the presidential and legislative elections, and the referendum on self-determination for South Sudan. This map has been the reference in all the operations of the United Nations in Sudan, and was used by the United Nations Mission in Sudan (UNMIS), the United Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS), and the African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID) (see enclosure 6).
	• Endorsing and implementing the 1 January 1956 agreed-upon, historically established, and internationally recognized border map (see enclosure 7), will bolster peace and security between the two countries, and remove future misunderstandings or tensions that could further erode relations between the Sudan and South Sudan.
	Enclosure 1
	Letter dated 17 November 2011 from the Minister of the Presidency of the Sudan addressed to the Chair of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel 
	We would like to thank you for your continuing efforts to enhance the Joint Political and Security Mechanism (JPSM) in carrying out its mandate. We therefore acknowledge receipt of your map entitled “The centre line of the temporary safe demilitarized border zone between the Republic of the Sudan and the Republic of South Sudan portraying a 10 km buffer zone”.
	After having carefully examined the map you have submitted, we would like to make the following remarks:
	1. We are quite astonished to note that the fifth contested area, brought forward by the Joint Political Committee (the area known as the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab) is shown on the map provided as belonging to the Republic of South Sudan.
	2. We reaffirm the basic principle that the agreed border-line is that of 1 January 1956 between Northern and Southern states as clearly stated in the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) signed on 9 January 2005, and later reconfirmed by the Declaration of Recognition of the Republic of South Sudan (see enclosure 5) and by the 29 June 2011 and 30 July 2011 agreements in Addis Ababa.
	3. The Ceasefire Joint Military Committee (CJMC), chaired by the force commander of UNMIS, which had emanated from the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) under the political leadership of the Ceasefire Political Commission (CPC), had collectively recognized the basic principle already mentioned in paragraph (2) of the present letter. Consequently the Ceasefire Joint Military Committee worked through the six-year interim period according to that principle; in other words, the recognized boundary line is the line, as it stands, when the two parties to the Comprehensive Peace Agreement signed on 9 January 2005, including the area extending 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab.
	We remain confident that you will give due attention to our remarks mentioned above for further consideration of the border-line shown in the map you have submitted to us. 
	(Signed) First Ltd. Gen. (RTD)Bakri Hassan SalihMinister of the Presidency
	Enclosure 2
	Response dated 2 June 2012 of the Government of the Sudan to the explanatory note on the centre line map for the safe demilitarized border zone of 1 June 2012
	1. Immediately upon receipt of the administrative and security map produced by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, the Government of the Sudan submitted, on its part, the map based on the 1 January 1956 border criteria to the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, which included the agreed and disputed areas in the border-line with signatures duly entered by the representatives of the two parties (the Government of the Sudan and the Government of South Sudan). The Government of the Sudan would like to recall that the explanatory note (see attached) failed to mention article 7 of the communiqué from the Peace and Security Council of the African Union on the inviolability of the borders, which defined the borders between the two countries as that “existing at the time of Sudan’s independence on 1 January 1956, taking into account the disputed areas as agreed in the declaration of the Technical Ad Hoc Boundary Committee”. This clear reference to the 1 January 1956 border’s criterion, which was based on the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA), was the main legal basis for both the referendum and the recognition text by the Republic of the Sudan regarding the Republic of South Sudan (see enclosure 5). This criterion was also the basis for the monitoring of the ceasefire by the United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS) during the interim period.
	2. The map also contradicts the communiqué of the Peace and Security Council of 24 April 2012 (para. 12 (b)), and Security Council resolution 2046 (2012), both of which make reference to the 30 July 2011 agreement, which determined, in article 3, the centre line for the safe demilitarized border zone as that of the 1 January 1956 border-line. Furthermore, it is important to affirm that both the agreements on Border Security and the Joint Political and Security Mechanism of 29 June 2011, and on the Demarcation of the Boundary, dated 13 March 2012, clearly stipulate the North/South 1 January 1956 border-line to be the reference for establishment of the safe demilitarized border zone and the border-line demarcation (articles 2 and 2 (1), respectively).
	3. With regard to the safe demilitarized border zone, the depiction of the zone failed to adopt the 1 January 1956 criterion and thereby depicted the disputed area known as the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab as part of South Sudan, a determination that has no legal basis. The Government of the Sudan has responded to the African Union High-level Implementation Panel, via its letter of 17 November 2011, affirming the basic principle that the agreed border-line is that of 1 January 1956 (see enclosure 1).
	4. While the Government of the Sudan does not accept the November map as defining the centre line, it agrees that the centre line for the safe demilitarized border zone (1 January 1956 border-line) shall be without prejudice to the ongoing negotiations on the five disputed areas.
	5. The Government of the Sudan stresses that the sole criterion for determining the central line should be the 1 January 1956 border-line .
	Attachment to enclosure 2
	African Union High-level Implementation PanelExplanatory note dated 1 June 2012 on the centre line map for the safe demilitarized border zone
	1. The African Union Peace and Security Council (PSC) communiqué of 24 April 2012, reaffirmed by the Security Council in its resolution 2046 (2012) of 2 May 2012, under Chapter VII, prescribes a road map for implementation by the two States, which makes reference to the administrative and security map produced by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel and submitted to the President of the Sudan and the President of the Republic of South Sudan on 9 November 2011, under cover of a note verbale.
	2. The November 2011 map depicted the determination by the African Union High-level Implementation Panel of the safe demilitarized border zone (SDBZ). The depiction of the centre line permits the clear definition of the area of responsibility (AOR) of the Joint Border Verification and Monitoring Mechanism (JBVMM). Accordingly, the safe demilitarized border zone has now been reproduced in a uniform colour scheme to represent the area of responsibility of the Joint Border Verification and Monitoring Mechanism.
	3. As required by the Peace and Security Council and the Security Council, the safe demilitarized border zone will be established “in accordance with the November 2011 African Union High-level Implementation Panel map” and without prejudice to ongoing negotiations on the disputed areas (Peace and Security Council, para. 12 (iii); Security Council resolution 2046 (2012), para. 1 (iii)).
	4. The African Union High-level Implementation Panel has now reproduced its November 2011 map, to include additional topographic detail, particularly of the Bahr el Arab/Kiir River, along which part of the centre line runs — this answers points of clarification raised by the Government of the Sudan in November 2011. The new representation of the November 2011 map also removes any depiction of the safe demilitarized border zone on the Abyei Area administrative boundary, as this area is covered by alternative arrangements under the 20 June 2011 Abyei Agreement.
	5. The African Union High-level Implementation Panel would like to reiterate that the sole purpose of its map is to facilitate the establishment of the security mechanisms agreed by the two States, by depicting the physical area of the safe demilitarized border zone and the area of responsibility for the Joint Border Verification and Monitoring Mechanism, in order that the Border Monitoring Support Mission and cross-border corridors can be established. The map has no status beyond this.
	Enclosure 3
	Letter dated 7 June 2012 from the Lead Negotiator of the Government of the Sudan addressed to the Chair of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel
	With reference your letter of 5 June 2012 regarding the issue of the security map for the safe demilitarized border zone, allow me at the outset to thank you for the prompt response regarding the issue, which is of great concern to the Government of the Sudan.
	Your clarifications included, inter alia:
	1. That the guideline of the border-line between the two countries is that of the 1 January 1956 border, and that the Panel has never adopted a position other than the inviolability of the 1 January 1956 line as the boundary between the two States, as stipulated in the Comprehensive Peace Agreement.
	2. That the sole purpose of the map was to “indicate the centre line the parties could use to determine the safe demilitarized border zone, while they determine and demarcate the final boundary”; and that it was produced without prejudice to the final determination of the status of the disputed areas and the demarcation of the border between the two States.
	3. That nothing said or done (with regard to the map) should be taken to suggest allocation of the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab to South Sudan.
	4. That it does not fall within the ambit of the work of the Joint Political and Security Mechanism, the inter-State body charged with the task to determine the coordinates of the safe demilitarized border zone.
	Within this context, the Government of the Sudan would like to reiterate its position as that embodied in the letter of 17 November 2011, sent to the Panel by Bakri Hassan Salih, Minister of the Presidency of the Republic of the Sudan, conveying the position of the President of the Republic of the Sudan of the objection of the Government of the Sudan to the security map submitted by the Panel.
	The claim that the United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS) discharged its responsibilities during the interim period, territorially, based on the notion that Bahr el Arab was under southern Sudan administration, is totally incorrect. Witness the map used by UNMIS which clearly shows otherwise (the UNMIS map was submitted to the African Union High-level Implementation Panel on a previous occasion).
	We believe that the reason why Bahr el Arab was included in the security map as belonging to South Sudan was that Kriss Lackham and Alex De Waal of the secretariat maintained that the area was under the occupation of Government of South Sudan armed forces, thus creating a de facto reality. This is really telling. Moreover, it is indeed encouraging occupation of territories belonging to the other State to change the border-line by force, thus violating recognized principles of international law.
	We reiterate our appreciation for the clarifications and assure you of our continuous cooperation with the Panel in this and other issues of the post-secession negotiation process.
	(Signed) Idris M. Abdel GadirLead NegotiatorGovernment of the Sudan
	Enclosure 4
	Letter dated 4 July 2012 from the Minister of Defence and Head of the delegation of the Sudan to the Joint Political and Security Mechanism addressed to the Chair of the African Union High-level Implementation Panel
	1. We would like to express our thanks and appreciation to you and to the esteemed Panel for the letter dated 2 July 2012 concerning the African Union High-level Implementation Panel map. You may agree with us that this issue had continually and repeatedly come to the fore. We would like to seize this opportunity to restate, once again, our position in this regard, as follows.
	2. We fully subscribe to the conviction that the map is drawn without prejudice to the final status of the joint common border. We have reconfirmed this position during the exchange of correspondence on the matter, and on several other occasions.
	3. We would like, as well, to bring to your attention that your secretariat have informed us, during a bilateral meeting chaired by you that the reason why the disputed area known as 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab was drawn as such, is due to the fact that the area is under the occupation of Government of South Sudan forces. It is the salient principle of international law that occupation is an illegal act that confers no legal right whatsoever. Even temporary or provisional arrangements such as the determination of a security demilitarized zone can in no way be influenced by occupation.
	4. The decision of the Joint Political and Security Mechanism (JPSM) in the first meeting it held in Khartoum, on 18 September 2012, entrusted the African Union High-level Implementation Panel with the preparation of an agreed map showing the 1 January 1956 border-line provided that the preparation be carried out with administrative boundaries in place of disputed areas.
	5. The United Nations missions (United Nations Mission in the Sudan (UNMIS), African Union-United Nations Hybrid Operation in Darfur (UNAMID) and United Nations Mission in South Sudan (UNMISS)) have endorsed and used, for the execution of their temporary mandates, the map of 1 January 1956, notwithstanding that there was no agreement on some specific areas in the map, in other words, the five disputed areas. The United Nations Interim Security Force for Abyei (UNISFA), entrusted with a similar mandate, as well, presently applies the same map for the discharge of its mandate. Legally, the status quo shall be maintained until a settlement otherwise is arrived at. This is a cardinal principle of international law that has to be upheld. An added confirmation of this statement is the report of UNMIS and the Ceasefire Joint Military Committee (CJMC) and the minutes included therein signed by the representatives of the two Governments’ forces.
	6. The presence of the army of the Government of South Sudan in the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab area, even to the north of the river, constitutes a flagrant violation of the Comprehensive Peace Agreement, and of the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the Sudan.
	7. The concerned international and regional establishments, namely the United Nations and the African Union, are duty-bound to apply pressure and take necessary action to secure the withdrawal of the Government of South Sudan from the above-mentioned area.
	8. Failing this, the Government of the Sudan obviously has the right to maintain its legitimate right to preserve its territorial integrity and to end the occupation.
	9. Once again, and in order to allay indefinitely any confusion that might arise surrounding our position, we would like to re-emphasize that our objection concerns the alteration of the status of the 14 miles south of Bahr el Arab area for the purpose of determining the security zone that does not prejudice the final settlement of the joint border.
	(Signed) L. General (PSC) Engineer Abdel Raheem Mohamed Hussein Minister of DefenceHead of the delegation of the Sudan to the Joint Political and Security Mechanism
	Enclosure 5
	Statement by the Government of the Republic of the Sudan in recognition of the Republic of South Sudan
	[Khartoum, 8 July 2011]
	In accordance with the recognition of the Government of the Sudan of the right of self-determination for the people of Southern Sudan and its acceptance of the outcome of the 9 January 2011 referendum and respecting the choice of the people of Southern Sudan to have their independent state.
	The Republic of the Sudan declares:
	Its recognition of the establishment of the Republic of South Sudan as an independent and sovereign State as of 9 July 2011, in accordance with the existing boundaries between North and South Sudan as of 1 January 1956 and as they were when the Comprehensive Peace Agreement (CPA) was signed on 9 January 2005, and in accordance with the norms and principles of the international law that relates to the recognition of States.
	As the Republic of the Sudan expresses its wishes for the establishment of a stable, safe and prosperous state, it is looking forward to a special relationship with the Republic of South Sudan based on the historic relations that bound the peoples of the two countries, and in conformity with the values of international cooperation, bilateral respect and good neighbourliness. The Republic of the Sudan reiterates its commitment to settle all the remaining issues stemming from the Comprehensive Peace Agreement and the post-secession through negotiation, dialogue and cooperation aiming at a brighter future whereby the people of the two countries enjoy peace, development and stability.
	As the Republic of the Sudan hereby recognizes the establishment of the Republic of South Sudan, it calls upon the Government of the Republic of South Sudan to recognize the treaties and agreements entered into by the Republic of the Sudan, whether bilateral, regional or international.
	Enclosure 6
	Maps of the Sudan and South Sudan submitted by the Sudan
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