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INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

CERTAIN ACTIVITIES CARRIED OUT BY NICARAGUA IN THE BORDER AREA
(CoSTA RiCA V. NICARAGUA)

Comments on the Reply of Nicaragua

Questions put by Judge Simma

1. Judge Simma’s first question was the following:

Before the hearing of 11 January 2011, did Nicaragua ever make, or attempt to
make, Costa Rica aware of its claim according to which the course of the boundary

does not follow that documented on all existing—including Nicaraguan—maps, but

“reaches the river proper by the first channel met”—that is the First Alexander

Award of 1897—this clause being interpreted as referring to the “Cafio Harbor

Head”?

2. Nicaragua’s reply fails to answer the question asked. Judge Simma’s question relates to
Nicaragua’s novel interpretation that the “Cafio Harbor Head” is the channel referred to in the
First Alexander Award of 1897. He asks, specifically, if Nicaragua ever informed Costa Rica of
this new interpretation prior to 11 January 2011. Nicaragua’s response refers to largely unrelated

matters.

3. Nicaragua’s response refers first to its “White Book™. ThlS was published on 26
November 2010, almost a month after Nicaraguan occupation of Costa Rican territory started. Tt
obviously cannot be taken as a formal communication to Costa Rica. Furthermore, the White
Book differs materially from the position Nicaragua took during the hearings. The map included
in the White Book at p. 16 showing the alleged “Costa Rican claim” (indeed, the Nicaraguan
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one) shows a line that does not correspond to the claim advanced by Nicaragua during the
hearings, i.e. that the boundary follows the right bank of the “cafio Harbor head” or “first cafio”.!

4. Nicaragua then mentions that at the 3 November 2010 session of the OAS Permanent
Council, “this” was also “spelled out” by Nicaragua. By “this” it appears that Nicaragua refers to
“the legal reasoning of Nicaragua’s claim to the area in dispute”. However, the minutes of the
session of 3 November do not mention either the novel interpretation of Alexander’s First Award
or “Cafio Harbor Head”. Nicaragua’s Ambassador was so ambiguous in his speech to the OAS
that he did not even state clearly that there was a Nicaraguan claim to Costa Rican territory per
se. His main and reiterated argument was that Nicaragua’s armed forces had not entered Costa

Rican territory, since they were stationed on Nicaraguan territory, with the purpose of fighting

drug trafficking.
5. Nicaragua asserts.that: . .~

“I[blefore the hearings and for many years Costa Rica was aware that the border had
not been settled and that Nicaragua was interested in doing so. This subject was
addressed at the meetings of the bilateral Commission dating back to 1994 and the

- last meeting in which this-subject was raised was.in October 2006. Thatis why all

Nicaraguan maps had the legend that it had not been verified on the ground.”

This paragraph completely misrepresents the situation.

6. In fact the boundary between Costa Rica and Nicaragua was settled by the 1858 Treaty of
Limits, and more specifically by the wérk and proceedings of the Demarcation Commission
(1897-1900), as duly recorded in Minute XXVII of 24 July 1900. The process that was
undertaken from 1994 to 2004 was the establishment of additional boundary pillars in between
the original ones placed by the Demarcation Commission, and even then only from Marker II to
Marker XX, i.e. excluding that portion of the boundary where the right bank of the San Juan
ijer constitutes the boundary. Nicaragua’s reference to the land boundary densification process

is completely irrelevant.

! CR 2011/1, p. 45, para. 24 (Kohen).
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7. At the 1994 bilateral Commission meeting no issue relating to the settling (or unsettling)

of the land boundaries was addressed. What was agreed upon was on a land boundary

densification process. The text states:

“The Presidents coincided in the importance for both countries of the landmark

densification process throughout the whole common border, from Marker 11 until

Marker XX>...”?

Another issue agreed to was the negotiation of the maritime boundary between both countries,

both in the Caribbean as well as in the Pacific—again, a completely different matter.

8. The 2006 bilateral Commission meeting did not address issues on the “settling of
borders”. What was discussed and agreed to at this meeting was to “organize, within the first
semester of 2007, a working program to restore and reposition the main border landmarks as well
as the reference landmarks installed in conformity with the Cafias-Jérez Treaty of Limits of 1858

and the Alexander Awards.”® Another agreement was that IGN and INETER would exchange

geospatial and thematic data.

9. Nicaragua further seems to suggest that, because some of its maps contain a statement in
their respective legends to the effect that they have “not been verified on the ground”, the legal
weight of these maps is diminished. The reason some Nicaraguan maps — and the maps of other
countries, including Costa Rica — provide that they have not been verified on the ground is
because the maps are drafied in an office, and they are based on aerial photographs, as is clearly
the case with the official cartography of Costa Rica and Nicaragua since the 1970s. What cannot
be verified by reference to aerial photography are place names, such as the names of towns and
so on. Anything that the photographs cannot depict is referred to in the map legend. The physical

components portrayed in maps such as rivers, coastlines and so on, are clearly visible from aerial

2 Spanish original: “Los Presidentes coincidieron en la importancia que tiene para los dos pafses la
Densificacion de Mojones a todo lo largo de la frontera comuin, desde el hito II basta el hito XX...” Comunicado
Conjunto de los Presidentes de las Reptiblicas de Costa Rica, ingeniero José Maria Figueres Olsen y de Nicaragua,
sefiora Violeta Barrios de Chamorro, con motivo de su encuentro en las poblaciones fronterizas de la Cruz y San

J uan del Sur, (San Juan del Sur, Rivas, 29 May 1994).
Spanish original: “Las Delegaciones acordaron la necesidad de organizar, dentro del primer semestre de

2007 un programa de trabajo de restauracién y reposicién de los hitos fronterizos fundamentales, asi como de los
hitos fronterizos de referencia instalados de conformidad con el Tratado de Limites Jeréz-Cafias de 1858 y los

Laudos Alexander”.



photography and do not require on-site verification. Moreover, as shown during the hearings,"
the existing Nicaraguan map of the area at the smallest scale perfectly matches with satellite
photographs, as well as with the relevant Costa Rican map.’

10. Tt is significant in relation to the legal weight to be attributed to the statement that “the
map has not been verified on the ground” that INETER issued a 2011 edition of this map this

week, in order that the new map should correspond to Nicaragua’s new claim of part of Isla

Portillos, in which the same statement is retained.’

11.  Nicaragua also refers to the “Political-Administrative Division” map of the “Department
of Rio San Juan”, claiming that “this was not a map for international borders but one referring to
the administrative divisions inside Nicaragua”. However, if the part of Isla Portillos now claimed
by Nicaragua were considered to be Nicaraguan, it would surely have been included in the

Department of Rio San Juan in this map. It was not.

12.  Nicaragua also refers to the reservation formulated by Nicaragua in a footnote of its
Counter-Memorial in the Navigational and Related Rights case.” But this footnote did not

involve a territorial claim. It was (a) a footnote; (b) wholly unspeciﬁc; (c) unaccompanied by

Rights case produced maps dcplctmg the boundary in accordance with the First Alexander

Award of 1897 confirms that its boundary claim is a new one.

13.  The general issue of the Bays of San Juan del Norte and Salinas, mentioned by Nicaragua
in its answer, is also a different matter. Article 4 of the 1858 Treaty of Limits is clear in stating
that both bays are “common to both Republics™; to date, Costa Rica has not been officially
informed by Nicaragua that it has any different understanding of this matter.

’

4 CR 2011/3, p. 12, paras. 16-17 (Kohen) and CR 2011/1, p. 23, paras. 13-14 (Brenes).

i See Judges’ Folders submitted by Costa Rica on 13 January 2011, tab 3, slide “1981 Satellite Photograph
Compared with Nicaraguan Cartography”, and Judges Folders submitted by Costa Rica on 11 January 2011, Vol.
III p. 51.

Available at:
http://www.ineter.eob.ni/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=91&Itemid=225. See Attachment CR1.

! Dispute regarding Navigational and Related Rights (Costa Rica v. Nicaragua), Repubhc of Nicaragua,
Counter-Memorial, vol. I, p. 9, footnote 14.
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14.  Nicaragua refers once again to a 1971 provisional map produced by Costa Rica’s
National Geographic Institute (IGN). When this map was presented during the Court’s final
sitting on 13 January 2011, Nicaragua’s counsel was careful to clarify that it was a provisional
map.® Nicaragua’s answer now neglects this crucial detail. As explained in the attached note
from the Director of IGN’ the error probably occurred during the printing process outside of
Costa Rica; as soon as the mistake was detected this map was withdrawn from circulation.
Moreover, as explained in the same note, more detailed cartography takes precedence over the
less detailed: the 1970 map, scale 1:50,000,° is the basis for and prevails over the 1:500,000 map
of 1971. It is essential to recall that the relevant maps of the area San Juan del Norte/Punta
Castilla produced and used by both countries until late last year clearly depict the boundary
following the true first canal as determined by Alexander and do not show at all the purported
new “first cafio” artificially created by Nicaragua. The whole cartographic history of the area has
been and remains clear since Alexander himself drew a sketch-map as part of his arbitral award;

a sketch-map in relation to which Nicaragua maintains a resounding silence.

15.  With regard to other maps included in Nicaragua’s Judges’ Folders of 13 January 2011, |
Nicaragua does not contend that they depict the “first channel”, but indicates in its answer to the
question that they “show the disputed area as being located in Nicaragua”. These maps in
Annexes 4 and 5 of Nicaragua’s answers, dated “1917” and “1923”, as well as those included in
Annexes 7 and 8 of Nicaragua’s answers, simply contain a wrong depiction of the boundary in
different areas: (1) they draw the boundary line in the east through the Taura River (as Nicaragua
had unsuccessfully claimed before E.P. Alexander) and thus as including the whole Isla Portillos
within Nicaragua, and (2) they wrongly place the boundary along the area below the Lake of
Nicaragua in such a way as to attribute to Costa Rica portions of territory which, according to the
demarcation agreed by the Commissions and the Arbitrator Alexander between 1897 and 1900,
fall under Nicaraguan sovereignty. The “US Engineer Office Nicaragua Canal Survey 1929-1931
General Map” is not an official map of either Nicaragua or Costa Rica: it is “general” and it is
intended to show the “Ruta del Canal” (route of the canal). Furthermore, its inaccuracy with

régard to boundaries can be easily demonstrated: the boundary above Lake Nicaragua does not

s CR 2011/4, pp. 8-9, para. 3 (McCaffrey).
See Attachment CR2.
10 See Attachment CR3.

o
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follow the one decided by the Demarcation Commission or General Alexander. For their part,
maps 10 and 11 annexed to Nicaragua’s answers simply do not correspond, in any way, to the
geography of the area. It is not even clear whether they depict Laguna Los Portillos, even less
any “cafio” that could constitute the alleged “first channel” linking that Lagoon with the San
Juan River. The boundary on these maps seems to follow the San Juan River umtil its mouth,

without even depicting the Nicaraguan strip of land over Laguna Los Portillos.

16.  In short, it is clear from Nicaragua’s answer to the first question asked by Judge Simma
that Nicaragua did not make, nor attempt to make, Costa Rica aware of its claim before it

occupied the Costa Rican territory of Isla Portillos in October 2010.
17.  Judge Simma’s second question was as follows:

Considering the physical changes in the area of the delta of the San Juan river
already known at the time of the Cleveland and Alexander awards, why has —
Nicaragua, within the last century or so, never made an attempt fo negotiate a new

course of the boundary, or at least to change its maps?

18.  Nicaragua admits in its response to Judge Simma’s second question that “there was no

need to negotiate a new course of the boundary since this is clearly spelled out in the Alexander

Awards.” This contradicts Nicaragua’s answer to Judge Simma’s first .question, where
Nicaragua says at paragraph 3: “Before the hearings and for many years Costa Rica was aware

that the border had not been settled and that Nicaragua was interested in doing so.”

19.  Nicaragua’s answer unequivbcally confirms that it never made any attempt either to
negotiate a new course of the boundary or to change its official cartography. It also confirms that

Nicaragua never communicated to Costa Rica any intention of doing so.

20.-  Judge Simma’s third question was as follows:

The dredging project concerning the San Juan river relates to a shared
environment. In light of this, why was the Nicaraguan Environmental Impact Study
prepared from 2006 onwards and the permit of the Environment Ministry of
December 2008 for the San Juan dredging project to proceed, as well as the
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extension of the permit to the cleaning of the “cario”, never communicated to Costa

Rica?

21.  As with the answer to the previous question, Nicaragua’s response attempts to restate
some of the arguments presented during the oral hearings but fails to confront the question asked.
None of the excuses proffered by Nicaragua can be considered acceptable. The fact is that
Nicaragua never presented Costa Rica with the Environmental Impact Study (EIS) prepared in

2006, in spite of Costa Rica’s repeated requests.

22.  When the Nicaraguan authorities first announced plans for a dredging project on the
lower course of the San Juan River in 2006, Costa Rica immediately communicated with
Nicaragua regarding the project, and particularly requested that Nicaragua furnish Costa Rica
with all pertinent technical information related to the dredging project. This was done through a
diplomatic note from Costa Rica’s Foreign Minister dated 26 January 2006."

23.  When dredging works were announced for a second time in August 2009, Costa Rica
again requested, through a diplomatic note dated 27 August 2009, that Nicaragua provide the
technical information on the project, particularly in light of the grave statements attributed to two

Nicaraguan officials in charge of the project.?

24.  Finally, on 12 July 2010, following the announcement that dredging works were
scheduled to begin shortly, Costa Rica requested the technical studies for a third time."

25.  Nicaragua states that the existence of an EIS was “hardly a secret” since the document
was made available to the public by means of public notices in Nicaraguan territory for a period
of 7 days, and that it is thus “difficult to imagine that Costa Rica....was not aware of...the
study”. However, according to the Nicaraguan press, the EIS was kept a “secret of State”.'* In
any event, basic “awareness” of the existence of an EIS is not sufficient: Costa Rica requested

that it be provided with a copy of an EIS, and Nicaragua refused to provide it.

n Tab 22, Judges’ Folders for Costa Rica’s presentation, 11 January 2011.

12 See PM1, Diplomatic Note sent by Bruno Stagno Ugarte, Minister of Foreign Affairs and Worship, Costa
Rica to Samuel Santos Lopez, Minister of Foreign Affairs, Nicaragua, 27 August 2009.

1 Tab 25, Judges® Folders for Costa Rica’s presentation, 11 January 2011.

" La Prensa, Nicaragua, 28 October 2010 “Estudio Ambiental Avala Dragado” available at:

http://www.laprensa.com.ni/2010/10/28/nacionales/41965. See Attachment CR4.
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Questions posées par M. le juge Bennouna

26.  Judge Bennouna asked three questions.

Est-ce que le Nicaragua entreprend actuellement des travaux sur le canal dit «First
Cario» y compris ceux relatifs a la construction et a 1’élargissement de ce canal,
l'abattage d'arbres, l'enlévement de la végétation ou de la terre, et le déversement des
sédiments?
27.  Nicaragua asserts that there is not “a I ’heure actuelle” any work being undertaken bn the
so-called “First cafio”. It is important to note the disclaimer: Nicaragua does not undertake that
no works will be undertaken on the construction or enlargement of the canal in future. Nicaragua
refers to its Agent, who stated that: “In so far as [the dumping of sediment] refers to any
operations during the cleaning of the channel, these are over and finished.”” But of the other
‘works — the expansion of the canal, the felling of trees; and most significantly, the undertaking of
dredging works through the new canal — Nicaragua was, and remains, silent.

28.  Costa Rica observes that there is clear documentary evidence to suggest that the works

undertaken by Nicaragua for the construction of the “cafio” are far from complete. The permit

extenslonvlssﬁédbyMAKENAMOétOber 2009'%-authorises-the National Port-Authority (the

State-owned company undertaking the construction and dredging works) to construct a canal
1,560 metres long and 30 metres wide, and in some places, 6 metres deep.'” The permit
extension expressly notes that there will be work performed by a dredge."® No such work has yet
occurred on the “cafio”, which at present is only 1 metre deep and approximately ten metres wide

(although this increases every day as the banks are washed away by new water flow). As such,
further work is to be anticipated.

29.  This documentary evidence is supported by press statements thade by the head of the
dredging works, Mr. Eden Pastora," in particular his statement of 9 January 2011 that:

13 CR 2011/4, p. 37 (para. 18) (Argiiello). See also CR 2011/2, p. 16 (para. 36) (Argiiello), where the same
phrase is repeated.
16 Documents Republic of Nicaragua, 4 Jan. 2011, Doc. 13: Espinoza Affidavit, Ann, 9, last page.
1: Documents Republic of Nicaragua, 4 Jan. 2011, Ann. 8, doc. No. 13.
Tbid.
¥ CR2011/3 p. 28 (paras. 25-26) (Crawford).
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“With a fourth {[dredge], that will come at the end of February, opening the channel
on the sea and the sand bar where the San Juan River will empty. What would have

taken us three to four years, we are going to do in one year”.?°

Such statements are clearly indicative of an intention to pursue further works of construction and

dredging in the Isla Portillos region, for some time to come: at least one year; and with additional
dredges.

30.  There is a real risk that work related to the construction or enlargement of the “cafio” is

scheduled to continue at some time and will continue without the Court’s order for Provisional

Measures.
31.  Finally, Nicaragua says that the felling of trees is linked to the building of the “cafio”, but
many trees were cut down on Isla Portillos although they were not in the direct path of the canal.

The question remains unanswered: why did Nicaragua cut down those trees if there were not

necessary for the “cafio”™? Again, this suggests that there are further works scheduled to take
place in that area,
32. Judge Bennouna’s second question was as follows:

Est-ce que le Nicaragua maintient sur la portion du territoire dénommée «l’ille de

Portillos» des troupes armées ou d'autres agents, quels qu'ils soient?

33.  Nicaragua’s response in this respect is unsatisfactory. Nicaragua does not say that it does
not maintain military personnel in the area. Nicaragua states only that no troops or other agents
are “stationed” in the relevant area and that there is no intention to establish a military post in the
region. It can only be presumed that Nicaragua means a permanent military post, as this was
emphasised during the oral proceedings.”’ In fact Nicaragua maintains a permanent military post
in the locality of San Juan de Nicaragua, on the left bank of the San Juan River and a mere one
kilometre from the occupied area. It is all too easy for Nicaragua, if not prevented by way of an

order for Provisional Measures, to send troops to the relevant area at any time.

2 La Prensa, Nicaragua, 9 January 2011: “Another three dredges to the [San Juan] river”. Tab 80, Vol. I,
judges’ folders, 11 Jan. 2011 (emphasis added).

2‘ CR 2011/1, p. 13 (para. 28) (Argiiello); CR 2011/4, p. 37 (para. 15) (Argiiello).
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34.  And indeed it continues to do so, whatever the Agent of Nicaragua may say. In its
response, Nicaragua claims, as it did during the course of the oral proceedix1gs,22 “Aucune troupe
nicaraguayenne ne stationne actuellement dans la zone en question.” Costa Rica is able to
provide the Court with clear evidence to the contrary. In a flyover conducted by the Costa Rican
police on 19 January 2011, photographé were taken that indicate not merely the presence of
Nicaraguan troops on Isla Portillos, but a marked increase in the size of their encampment since

October 2010. The photographs are provided at attachment CRS.

35.  Costa Rica notes that although Nicaragua claims (contrary to the facts) that no armed
troops or other officials are present on Isla Portillos at the present time, it is currently acting as
though it were the State having authority over the territory. For these reasons, an order for
Provisional Measures is still required in order to ensure that the status quo ante is maintained

pending the Court’s judgment on the merits. Nicaragua has, by establishing a military camp and

‘planting the Nicaraguan flag-on the right bank of the San Juan River, has demonstrated an

intention to claim the region, by force if necessary. The entirety of Isla Portillos has hitherto been
expressly recognised by both States as the territory of Costa Rica. Before the occupation by

Nicaragua, the State exercising jurisdiction over the relevant area in accordance with the

36.  An order for Provisional Measures is required to ensure that Nicaragua is not in a
position to maintain or re-establish a military presence on Isla Portillos or to exercise State

activities through its agents there.
37.  Judge Bennouna’s third question was as follows:

Est-ce que le Nicaragua s’engage a ne pas entreprendre de tels travaux, ni a envoyer ses
_troupes armées ou d’autre agents sur «I’ile de Portillos», jusqu’a ce que la Cour rende

son jugement au fond ?

38.  Judge Bennouna’s question asks Nicaragua to undertake —i.e. to commit — not to perform
any of the relevant acts in the period prior to final judgment on the merits. In response,
Nicaragua says twice that it has no intention of sending troops or other agents to the area. It says

nothing at all as to the future undertaking of works, a subject expressly mentioned by Judge

2 CR 2011/2, p. 13, para. 38 (Argiiello) CR 2011/4, p.37, para. 15 (Argiiello)..
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Bennouna. Even as to the sending of troops or other agents, Nicaragua declines to make any
commitment whatsoever. In effect, its answer to Judge Bennouna is: No. Nicaragua announces
its intention to “faire respecter la loi, de lutter contre le trafic de la drogue et le crime organisé
et pour la protection de 1’environnement” in the relevant area, even as it announces that it is
possible to do so through the waters of the river. As it made clear during its oral observations,
Nicaragua considers that the waters of the artificial canal are Njcaraguan.® Clearly, Nicaragua

announces that it will continue to exercise authority within the relevant area.

39.  In the circumstances, Nicaragua’s repeated refusal to make any commitment or to enter
into any engagement in relation to the sending of armed troops or other personnel powerfully

reinforces the case for Provisional Measures.

40.  Furthermore, far from disowning the “White Book”, Nicaragua actually annexes it to its
response. The Court is entitled to take into account the vitriolic statements of Nicaragua, which
suggest that it has a particular agenda informing its conduct in relation to the construction of the
canal. Taken together with the statements of Mr. Eden Pastora,”* there are clear grounds for
considering that Nicaragua intends to carry out further dredging and construction works as soon
as it can. An order for Provisional Measures is required to ensure that Nicaragua will refrain

from imposing a fait accompli before the Court can reach the merits stage.

Questions put by Judge Greenwood

41.  Judge Greenwood’s first question was:

First, at what date did Nicaragua first form the opinion that what it has described as the
“First Cafio” was the boundary between itself and Costa Rica in accordance with the

First Alexander Award?

42.  Nicaragua responds that in its opinion the “First Cafio” (that is ;co say, the canal built in
late 2010) goes back to the First Alexander Award: this has been “a settled matter since the time
the Umpire-Engineer found that the border followed ‘the first channel met’ until reaching the
River proper”. This fails to answer the Judge’s question, which is not what the First Alexander

Award said but when Nicaragua first formed the opinion that this is what it said. The answer to

B CR 2011/2, p. 45, paras. 42-43 (Reichler).
# CR2011/3 p. 28 (paras. 25-26) (Crawford).
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Judge Greenwood’s question is: the second half of 2010, when Mr Pastora persuaded the

President of Nicaragua to support his thesis. Nicaragua effectively concedes this in its response

- to Judge Simma’s first question, when it refers to the White Book, published on 26 November

2010, after the present proceedings were commenced.
43.  In any event the Nicaraguan thesis finds no support in law, in logic or in the evidence at
the disposal of the Court. |

44.  As a matter of law, the boundary was settled by the terms of the first Alexander Award of
1897, including its annexed sketch map which is unequivocal but which Nicaragua simply
ignores.

45.  As a matter of logic, either there was a “cafio” in existence in 1897 where Nicaragua now

claims the “First Cafio”, or there was not. Alexander, who carefully surveyed the Laguna,

_neither mentmns nor shows one there. If there was one, he dehberately ignored it. If there was

not, he could not p0531b1y have intended it as the boundary Alexander clea;rly demgnated where
the true first canal linking the Lagoon with the San Juan River was and consequently determined
where the boundary was in the relevant area. The idea that, whenever another “cafio” formed or

was constructed it would become the boundary (a) is inconsistent with the principle of ﬁnality of

practice of the Parties, and (c) also finds no support as a fact in the evidence produced by
Nicaragua.

46.  As an evidentiary matter, not a single map, official or unofficial, Nicaraguan or Costa
Rican, has ever depicted Nicaragua’s recently-built “cafio” as that referred to by Alexander. If
one thing is clear, it is that the map attached to Minute X in the records kept by the Demarcation
Commission® entirely contradicts Nicaragua’s assertion. Indeed, Nicaragua is unable to say

- when this alleged cafio came into existence.

47.  To Costa Rica’s knowledge, Nicaragua first formed the legal opinion that what it has
described as the “first cafio” was the boundary between Costa Rica and Nicaragua during, or just
prior to, the oral proceedings, and in any event, not earlier than October 2010. During the course

of the oral hearings, Nicaragua presented no evidence about when it formed this opinion, and

B Tab 40, Vol. II, judges’ folders, 11 Jan, 2011, p. 33.
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none can be found in its official records or in diplomatic correspondence with Costa Rica. Until
November 2010, the Nicaraguan website for INETER showed that all Nicaraguan official maps
were consistent with the Alexander records and Costa Rican cartography. This website was taken
down shortly before commencement of the oral proceedings. It was listed as “under
construction” during last week’s oral hearings;”® and now has a brand new section dedicated
entirely to “Harbor Head”.?” The former INETER website remains archived, and is available on
the internet. All of the maps on the archived website correspond to the documentary evidence
produced by Costa Rica. That is, each shows Isla Portillos as Costa Rican territory. Costa Rica
attaches screen shots of the archived INETER website and copies of the relevant maps taken
from that website. 28
48.  Even the maps attached to Nicaragua’s EIS of 2006, which was approved in December
2008, show clearly that the border in the relevant area reflects the border agreed by the
Demarcation Commission and Alexander, and that there were no “cafio”, where Nicaragua has
built it. As a legal matter, it appears that Nicaragua only developed the idea of a “first cafio”
since proceedings were brought against it by Costa Rica.
49. Finally, Nicaragua is reduced to relying on a 1906 report filed by a Costa Rican official
on an entirely unrelated matter. Whether or not “cands™ are “easy to clog up” is entirely
irrelevant to the question of whether or not Nicaragua had ever previously formed the opinion

that the alleged “first cafio” formed the international boundary.

50.  Judge Greenwood’s second question was as follows:
Secondly, did it notify Costa Rica of that opinion? And if so, when and by what
means?

51.  Nicaragua has never notified Costa Rica, either officially or unofficially, of any change to
its views or opinion regarding of the position of the international boundary, in particular changes
to the boundary in the specific area of Isla Portillos. Costa Rica only came to learn officially of

* CR 2011/1, p. 23, para. 15 (Brenes). See Attachment CR6.
z See website of INETER, available at:
://[www.ineter.gob.ni/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=91&Itemid=225.

See Attachment CR6.
2 See archived website of INETER, available at:

http://web.archive.org/web/20071023062703/http://ineter.gob.ni/.

See Attachment CR7.
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this opinion during Nicaragua’s first presentation of its case to the Court on the afternoon of 11
January 2011.

52. Nicaragua admits as much. In the first paragraph to Judge Simma’s second question,
Nicaragua states the following:

“Nicaragua considers that there was no need to negotiate a new course of the

boundary since this is clearly spelled out in the Alexander Awards”.

And in fact, there have in fact been no such negotiations, within the framework of the bilateral
Commission or otherwise.

53.  Thus, the simple answer to Judge Greenwood’s second questions is: No. Prior to 11
January 2011, Nicaragua never communicated to Costa Rica by any means, officially or
unofficially, the opinion that what it has recently — and wrongly — described as the “first cafio”

constitutes the boundary between Costa Rica and Nicaragua.

Maps submitted by Nicaraguna on 18 January 2011

54.  Finally, Costa Rica will comment on certain maps submitted by Nicaragua which are said

55.  Costa Rica first observes that maps 1 and 2 are irrelevant, as they do not show the Isla
Portillos region. Map 3 has been addressed in paragraph 14, above. Otherwise, Costa Rica notes
that not one of the maps numbered 4 to 13 is an official map of Nicaragua or Costa Rica. In that

respect, their probative value in relation to the location of an international boundary is zero.
56.  Nonetheless, Costa Rica makes the following observations in relation to each of the
maps:
= Maps 4, 5 and 9: These maps indicate not the international Boundary or course
of the San Juan River, but the intended placement of an inter-oceanic canal that
Nicaragua wished to construct, to compete with the Panama Canal. The Court
will observe that in maps 4 and 5 there is a box marked “San Juan del Norte”

on each map, in which no “cafio” is visible on Isla Portillos.
p

s Map 6: This map also shows the location of a planned inter-oceanic canal. The

line intersecting “Harbor Head Lagoon” and extending into the Caribbean Sea
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indicates only the placement of the maritime boundary. In any event, no “cafio”

is visible on Isla Portillos.

Maps 7, 8, 10 and 13: These maps do not even show Laguna Los Portillos, let

alone any “cario”, and are erroneous geographically.

Map 11: In addition to being geographically unsound, this map in fact colours
all of Isla Portillos white, to indicate Costa Rican territory, in spite of the
uncertain boundary line (which for the most part is placed some way inland of
the right bank of the San Juan river). The only visible body of water is the Bay
of San Juan del Norte.

Map 12 was produced by petroleum corporation Texaco and for that reason
alone cannot be considered by the Court as a genuine demarcation of an
international boundary. In any event, the map is demonstrably incorrect
geographically, and marks the boundary a significant distance below the right
bank of the San Juan River. ‘



ok

. ¢

oo

—

[ — | — | E— [ E— | — [ — [a— | —

List of Attachments:

CR1.

CR2.

CR3.

CR4.

CRS.
CRe.
CR7.

CRS.

San Juan de Nicaragua, scale 1:50,000, INETER, 2011

Original and English translation of note prepared by the acting Director of IGN, Costa
Rica '

Official Map of Costa Rica, scale 1:50,000, IGN, 1970

Original and English translation of extract of La Prensa, Nicaragua, 28 October 2010,
“Estudio Ambiental Avala Dragado™ available at:

http://www.laprensa.com.ni/2010/10/28/nacionales/41965

Five photographs taken on 19 January 2011 of Nicaraguan troops on Isla Portillos
Screen shot of INETER website “under construction”; 9 January 2011
Screen shot of new INETER website “Harbor Head” section, 19 January 2011

Original and English translation screen shots from former INETER website together with
maps taken from website, 15 October 2007

The undersigned Agent certifies that the above attachments are true copies and conform to the

original documents and that the translations into English made by Costa Rica are accurate

translations.

Ambassador Jorge Urbina
Co—Agént of Costa Rica

20 January 2011
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Instituto Geografico Nacional
ifo t Apdo Postal 2272-1000 - San José, Costa Rica
Teléfono: 2523-2619 — Fax: 2221-0087

iy
Cbras Pibicasy Tracsporkes

San José, 18 de enero de 2011 ' OFICIO No. 11-0042
A Quien Interese

Por medio de la presente el Instituto Geografico Nacional, se refiere al Mapa Fisico — Politico a
escala 1:500.000, que en su Edicion Provisional de 1971, contiene un error en el frazado donde se
muestra el limite entre Costa Rica y Nicaragua en el sector de Punta Castilla (Isla Portillos/Isla
Calero) y que fue presentado por Nicaragua como el Mapa N° 3.

Es importante recalcar que este mapa como bien se refleja en la leyenda de la parte superior
derecha del mismo, claramente indica que se trata de una Edicion Provisional, por tanto sujeta a
revision, actualizaciones, cambios, mejoras, efc., en pocas palabras, es un borrador del mapa.

Seglin las consultas e investigacion realizadas en nuestra institucion, relacionados con esta
situacion, se determinan los siguientes aspectos:
Las bases cartogréficas de este mapa fueron preparadas por el IGN. Sin embargo, dado
que en aquel tiempo el pais no contaba con una imprenta adecuada al tamafio de
impresién de este fipo de mapas, estos mapas se enviaban a imprimir fuera del pais, por lo
_.que_errores_como_el mencionado o cualquier otro tipo de manipulacion y alteracuon no

" podian detectarse hasta que se recibiera &l total dé impresiones.
El método que se emplea para la elaboracion de los mapas es el conocido
tradicionalmente como separacién de color, el mismo consiste en la preparacion de
diferentes ldminas que componen el mapa segln su color de impresion. El material que se
emplea para el disefio en la |damina correspondiente al trazado del limite internacional, es
una pelicula que contiene una reticula o trama, la cual es un material positivo o negativo en
pelicula flexible adherida con cera, la que se debe colocar en una lamina de pelicula
transparente. Por ello, dicho material adhesivo se puede ver afectado por la temperatura o

por una inadecuada manipulacion, facilifandé su desplazamiento.
‘Es necesario agregar que una vez que dicho error fue detectado, los mapas fueron
retirados de su venta y circulacion, no obstante, ya se habian distribuido algunos de ellos.

Sin embargo, el trazado oficial del limite fronterizo en el sector de Isla Portillos / Isia Calero es el
que se muestra en la | Edicion .de la hoja Punta, Castilla (3448-) a escala 1:50.000, que
precisamente data del afio 1970 y es en efecto la base cartografica y fuente del mapa de Costa
Rica 1: 500.000 del afio 1971. La escala 1:50.000 es la de mayor detalle y constituye la cartografia
Bésica Oficial de nuestro pais para todos los efectos de planificacion, legales, toma de decisiones,
etc.

INSTITUTO GEOGRAFICO NACIONAL

i
a“‘

0...\)‘f’

'Gin

Heoka & Agerl a { g

Gedg. Marta E. Aguilar V. sy AL/
Encargada Direccion General

SRELL
ders

t’a
-2

Cc: Archivo

Equidad... velorernos las capacidades, no las diferencias.
Praeguntermnos antes de ayudar.
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T Instituto Geografico Nacional
mo t Apdo Postal 2272-1000 - San José, Costa Rica
Teléfono: 2523-2619 — Fax: 2221-0087
obzasmrmmiwtes
San José, 18 January 2011 OFICIO No. 11-0042

To Whom It May Concern

In this note, the National Geographic Institute refers o the Physical - Political Map 1:500.000 scale,
which in its 1971 Provisional Edition, contains an error in the contour of the boundary between
Costa Rica and Nicaragua in the Punta Castilla sector (Isla Portillos / Isla Calero) and that was
submitted by Nicaragua as Map No. 3.

It is important to emphasize that this map, as is well reflected in the Iegend at the top right, clearly
indicates that this is a provisional edition, therefore subject to revision, updates, changes

improvements, etc., in other words, this is a draft map.

Based on inquiries and research performed in our institution in relation to this situation, it was
possible to determine the following:

» The cartographic bases of this map were prepared by the IGN. However, since at that time
the country did not have a printer suitable to print maps of this size, they were sent to be
printed outside the country, so errors like the above or any other type of manipulations and
alteration could not be detected until the IGN received all the printed versions.

o The method of preparation of such maps is traditionally known as color separation, which is
the preparation of the different layers that make up the map in accordance with the color to
be printed. The material used in the design of the layer corresponding to the international
border is a film containing a grid, which is a positive or negative material on a flexible film
that is attached with wax to a sheet of transparent film. Therefore, the adhesive can be
affected by temperature or by inadequate handling, facilitating its movement.

e |t should be added that once the error was detected, the maps were withdrawn from sale
and circulation, however, some of them had already been distributed.

However, the official drawing of the border limit in the area of Isla Portillos / Isla Calero is shown in
the First Edition of the Punta Castilla sheet (3448-1) at 1:50.000, which precisely dates from 1970
and is in fact the cartographical base and the source of the 1971 Costa Rica 1: 500,000 map. The
scale 1:50.000 is the most detailed one and is the Official Basic cartography in our country for
purposes of planning, legal, decision making, etc.

NATIONAL GEOGRAPHIC INSTITUTE

Gedg. Marta E. Aguilar V.
Encargada Direccion General

Cc: Archivo

Equidad... valoremos las capacidades, no las diferencias.
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“ LA PRENS A,COm.ni Managua, 28 de octubre, 2010

http://www.laprensa.com.ni/2010/10/28/nacionales/41965

Nacionales

Estudio ambiental avala dragado

Nicaragua dice que Costa Rica invadid

DEPOSITOS DE ARENA

BE! dragado del rio San Juan contard con

2 depdsitos de arena, de un total de 4 ' mm "
previamente visualizados, El estudio de
impacto ambiental asegura que todos
estin en territario nicarglente,
esparcidos en los Oliimos 42 kilometros del
recorrido del caudal

| m{m}m A\ Depésito de arana
ot =Reconido de  daga

ROSANJUAN

Sntals
ot SANJUANDE
- Bocadesthilose - NICARAGUA

. El Cmtﬁta " sl gl o eetd

Deiluamno
San Juanillo-Bocana

Ver infografia completa

Por Wilder Pérez y Josué Bravo
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El dragado del rfo San Juan es como una operacion dolorosa pero necesaria. Al menos asi lo indica el
estudio de impacto ambiental, realizado por varias instituciones estatales, a fin de causar los menores
dafios en la zona.

Dicho estudio todavia es “un secreto de Estado” para el Gobierno de Nicaragua, pero a pesar de todo
LA PRENSA tuvo acceso al mismo.

Cuando uno le echa un vistazo a los recuadros que Indican la intensidad de los dafios, identificados en
ro;o los peores y azul los minimos, se observa que durante el dragado casi todos los valores estan
“colorados”, pero cambian al final del proceso.

En las conclusiones del mismo se indica que el impacto ambiental en la zona del dragado “se considera
de gran intensidad, compensable, produce un efecto puntual, su permanencia es en el tiempo es
_temporal, su manifestacién es inmediata, la restauracion trae beneficios al medio ambiente”.

.. Respuesta a Costa Rica

Nicaragua asegurd que mas bien ha sido Costa Rica el pais que ha violado su territorio con la incursién a
- suelo nicaragiiense de tropas de las fuerzas armadas costarricenses y exige que estos hechos no se
repitan.

. Tal afirmacion es parte de la respuesta que ayer miércoles Nicaragua entregé en la Cancilleria
costarricense, en la que ademas propone “se retomen a lo inmediato las acciones de densificacion y
-+-sefialamiento: de los-hitos-fronterizos (amojonamiento),-conforme: a-los derechos: establecidos-en-el-tratado--
© de limites Jerez-Cafias y sus instrumentos laudo Cleveland y laudos Alexander”.

. La nota esta firmada por el canciller por ley de Nicaragua, Manuel Coronel Kautz, y fue entregada por el
embajador Harold Rivas al también canciller por la ley de Costa Rica, Carlos Roverssi.

En la nota Nicaragua rechaza los argumentos de la protesta de Costa Rica de la semana pasada, en la que
asegura que la labores del dragado en rio San Juan afectaban su territorio porque “el sedimento estd
siendo expulsado y depositado en suelo costarricense a través de una tuberfa que ingresa al interior de

. dicha finca (Arago6n)”.

' Segln la nota de ayer, las labores realizadas por Nicaragua en su frontera sur son de limpieza de su rio
San Juan y lucha contra el narcotréfico.

' “Al respecto, el Gobierno de Nicaragua rechaza categdricamente las afirmaciones contenidas en dicha nota
. diplomética (la enviada por Costa Rica la semana pasada), ya que todas las actividades dirigidas a la lucha
' contra el narcotréfico, asi como la limpieza del rio San Juan, se han realizado en territorio nicaragiiense”,

: afiade la nota.

: “El Gobierno de Reconciliacién y Unidad Nacional por este medio expresa su mas enérgica protesta por las
© reiteradas violaciones de tropas de las fuerzas armadas costarricenses a territorio nicaragiiense. El
- Gobierno de Nicaragua exige que hechos como este no vuelvan a repetirse”, afiade.

. Como elementos adicionales para demostrar violaciones a su territorio, Nicaragua recordé que en dias

: pasados incursionaron a territorio nicaragiiense dos oficiales armados del Organismq de Investigacion

' Judicial, quienes fueron detenidos durante actividades de vigilancia fronteriza y devueltos a las autoridades
costarricenses.

Segln los andlisis, la draga removera aproximadamente un milién de metros clibicos de arena, que

serd depositada en 21 sitios despalados en la ribera norte del rio San Juan, en dreas que juntas

suman casi medio millén de manzanas de tierra.

L& ruta del dragado sera de 42.0 kilémetros desde Punta Petaca hasta San Juan de Nicaragua, sin
embargo hay sitios que no serd necesario tocar, por lo que el drea de intervencion real aparentemente
sera menor.
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La idea es formar un canal con una profundidad de dos metros, con 30 metros de ancho en la parte
superior y un fondo de 20 metros de ancho.

Con esto se cumplirian los objetivos de aumentar la profundidad, el caudal y la libre circulacién de
animales acudticos de la zona, como el manati, el tiburén y el pez sierra, especies llamativas que
fueron perjudicadas hace 60 afios, cuando la salida de este cuerpo de agua fue obstruida en beneficio
del rio Colorado, de Costa Rica.

A pesar del nerviosismo que el dragado ha provocado en Costa Rica, el estudio indica que, a lo sumo,
el mayor impacto gue sufriria el pais del sur es la reduccién del caudal del rio Colorado, que seria
minima.

“No perjudica de manera sustancial el caudal del rio Colorado, ya que Gnicamente tomaremos un cinco
por ciento del caudal total para que fluya, garantizando la navegacion del rio San Juan de manera
permanente”, indica.

Pese a esto, la semana pasada el finquero Marco Reyes, un joven de unos 23 afios que posee doble
nacionalidad, denuncié que Edén Pastora, quien dirige las labores de dragado en el rfo San Juan,
incursiond violentamente a Finca Aragdn en compafiia de oficiales del Ejército. Costa Rica, que no ha
podido verificar la incursién militar, afirma que hubo dafios ambientales en la mencionada finca, la
cual reclaman como que esta dentro de su territorio ambos paises.

NICARAGUA RESPONDE A PROTESTA TICA

La Cancilleria tica confirmé gue recibié a las once de la mafiana de ayer una respuesta a la nota de
protesta que el 21 de octubre pasado remitié al Gobierno de Nicaragua, por medio del embajador
Harold Rivas Reyes,

Un comunicado despachado desde la oficina de prensa dice que el Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores
“ha iniciado de manera inmediata el anélisis del texto con sus equipos juridicos, de diplomaticos y
autoridades de otras dependencias del Estado, para en su momento responder con determinacion en
la defensa de los intereses nacionales. E| Ministerio de Relaciones Exteriores, como lo ha hecho desde
el iniclo de este episodio, ha emprendido todas las acclones para concertar una sdlida posicién de
Estado”, afiade la informacion.

En la respuesta entregada por Rivas en la Cancilleria costarricense Nicaragua rechaza los
sefialamientos de haber violado la soberania de Costa Rica y a la vez rechazd reiteradas violaciones de
tropas de las fuerzas armadas costarricenses a territorio nicaragiiense.

Nicaragua también solicité a Costa Rica retomar acciones para delimitar la frontera de acuerdo con
tratados internacionales y asegurd que seguira dragando el rio San Juan.

La respuesta de Nicaragua a los reclamos de Costa Rica dice en parte que “Nicaragua, respetuosa de
los principios del Derecho Internacional, continuard las labores de limpieza en el rio y resguardara los
limites y soberania de Nicaragua establecidos en el tratado de Iimites Jerez-Cafias, y sus instrumentos
laudo Cleveland y laudos Alexander. De igual manera, Nicaragua continuara resguardando y
defendiendo los limites y soberania en todo el territorio nacional”.

De cualquier manera, el estudio de impacto ambiental avala las acciones de dragado del rfo San Juan,
aduciendo que la mayoria de los impactos ambientales seran temporales, y la fauna serd la mayor
beneficiada con estas obras.

Esto ya lo habian expresado algunos de los bidlogos mas conocidos en Nicaragua, como Jaime Incer
Barquero y Kamilo Lara, asf como el Instituto Nicaragilense de Estudios Territoriales (Ineter), que
coincidieron en que el pais lo que hace es restablecer los ecosistemas que existian antes de que el rfo
Colorado fuera dragado en Costa Rica.

Ver en la versién impresa las péginas: 1 A ,12 A



“Estudio Ambiental Avala Dragado”

La Prensa, 28 October 2010

Available at: http://www.laprensa.com.ni/2010/10/28/nacionales/41965

[..]

The dredging of the San Juan River is like a painful but necessary operation. At least so it
is described in an Environmental Impact Study, prepared by several State institutions, so
as to cause the least damage in the zone.

Said study is still a “secret of State” for the Government of Nicaragua, but in spite of this
LA PRENSA had access to it.
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LO SENTIMOS!

El area que intenté acceder esta bajo Construccién

& Quienes Somos

a Marco:Legal

= Qrganigrama

a-Nomina Salariat

-aDirectorio Telef6nico

a Preguntas Frecuentes

ontactenos

HORA OFICIAL
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Harbor Head

Mapas Actualizados

Mapa del
Dspartamento de
Rio San Juan

Eecala 1:250,000

Descargar en Ala
Resolucibn 5},

Mapa de la Divisién
Politica
Administrativa

Egcala 1:750,000
verslon escolar

Mapa Topografico Mapa Tapogréfico

Escala 1:50,000 Escaly 1:250,000

Descargar en Alls
Resolucién 5,

18 LA INSTITHCION

« Marco L;Zdw

« Orgerigrama

» Dﬁcdor!o Teiefénbo 7
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= érag{mfa; Frewmtes
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Usted ezt en Inicio

Informacién actual
-Sismicidad Reciente

-Web Cam - Volcanes
-Estacion Liuviosa (2007)
~Imagen Metsoroldgica
Reciente

-Prondstico del Tlempo
-Prondstico Hidroldgico
-Prondstico de Mareas
Informacitin Basica
-Caracterizacion Geografica
-Fallas Geoldgicas de Managua
-Amenazas por Deslizamientos
-Amenazas Naturales
-SIG-INETER

-Mapas

Tareas y Productos
~Acerca de INETER
-Servicios al pliblico
~Catélogo de Productos
-Metadatos

-Proyectos 2007

-Notas de Prensa 2007
-Memoria 2002-2006

English Version ‘

povared by

Buscar

XXV Aniversatio de INETER
: g

En octubre de 1981 se fu}qdé INETER, Institucion Geodentifica de Nicaragua.

El viernes, 05 de octubre de 2007, INETER celebrard su XXVI aniversario. Se
presentardn a través de}medsos visuales, los aspectos| relevantes de tecnologlas
especificas del dominio de las dreas técnicas de INETER, demostraciones sobre
produccdn cartografica en la estacidn fotogramétrica digital, operacidn de los
sistemas de Informacion Catastral SIC II ¥y CUDOC; datalles sobre suministro de
informacién de alerta temprana sobre procesos volcnicos, tsunamis, sismos,
daslizamientos de tiera, red de comunicacion digital WAN, obtencidn de iméganes
da satélites NOAA en tiempo real, y sobre el monitoreo constante v tiempo real de
datos h!drometeorologk:osl (Precipitacion y Niveles de aguas en los ros)

Programa: |

08:00 Inauguracidn por Dr. Alsjandro Rodrigusz, Director Siecutivo
08:15 Programa Cultural i
09:00-12:30 Ponenclas Centificas, Auditorio de INETER Ver programa completo
18:00-12:30 Exposiciones,| Centro da Informacion de INETER

Seinvitaa partldpar‘ a coleglos, universidades y e) puhblico en general.

Cantro de Informarién de INETE!
NOTA Pl!JEdB ver dgunas noticlas de INETER aqul.

i

Buscar en sl web ® Buscar en ineter.gob.ni

~Gpodesia v Cartografia
-Catastro Fisico
-Meteorologla

~Recursos Hidricos
-Geofisica
-Ordenamiento Territorial

-Sismos

-vglcanes
-Deslizamientos
-Tormentas y Huracanes

-Fotos Caffon Somoto
-Dascargas
-Enlaces

HORA OFICIAL
45 de Octubre de! 2007

2:21:40 pm

© 1999 INSTITUTO r;lICARAGUENSE DE ESTUDIOS TERRITORIALES - INETER
Frente a Polid«’nic]a Oriental, Apdo. Postal 2110, Managua, Nicaragua.




Buscar

Usted esté en INETER > Mapas 1 powered by

O suscarenslweb @ puscaren inster.gob.ni

PORTAL DEMAPAS E IMAGENES

« Mapas Topograficos
* Mapas de Amenaza, Yulnerabilidades y Riesgos

¢ Fotos Aéreas (Fronto)

© 2006 INSTITUTO NICARAGUENSE DE ESTUDIOS TERRITORIALES - INETER -
frente 3 Polidnica Orlental, Apdo. Postal 2110, Managua, Nicaragua,




Usted estd en Geodesia vy Carto a > Mapas

indice de Mapas

-Indice de Mapas Topograficos 1:50, 000
-Visor de Mapas Topograficos 1:50, 000
Mapas de Nicaragua

-Divisidn Politico-Administrativa
-Mapa Fisico-Geografico

-Mapa del Relieve de Nicaragna
Mapas Departamentales

-Boaco

~Carazo

-Chinandega

~Chontaleg

~Esteli

~-Granada

~Jinotega

-Ledn

-Madriz

~Managua

-Masaya

-Matagalpa

-Nueva Segovia

-Rio San Juan

-Rivas

MAPAS

Nota: Muchos de los limites Departamentales y Municipales que aparecen en estos mapas topogréficos a escala 1:50,000 fueron modificados en el

afie 1995.

-indice de Mapas.- Muestra en tamafio carta, un indice de mapas topograﬁcos, que puede ser guardado en su disco duro o impreso, usando las herramientas

que brinda el explorador de

I

|| Buscar

O puscarensiweb @ Bu

scar en ineter.gob.ni

powered by

Gougle




NICARAGUA
INEXCE DE MAPAS TOPOGRAFICOS
ESCALA 1:50.000
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You are in Home

Current Information

- Recent Selsmicity

- Weh Cam - Volcances
- Rainy Season (2007)

- Recent Weather Picture
- Weather Forecast

- Hydrologlcal Forecast

- Tide Forecast

Baslic Information

- Geographic Characterization
- Geological Faults Managua
- Landslide Hazards

- Natural Hazards

- SIG-INETER

- Map

Tasks and Products

- About INETER

~ Public Services

- Product Catalog

- Metadata

- Projects 2007

- 2007 Press Releasses

- Report 2002-2006

Inglés Version ]

—

QO search the web @ Ssarch inster.gob.ni

YXVLINETER Anniversary.

In October 1981 he founded INETER Geoscience Institute of Nicaragua.

On Friday, October 5, 2007, INETER hold its XXVI anniversary. Is presented through
visual media, the relevant aspects of domain-specific technologies In the technical areas
of ssismomsters, cartographic production demonstrations in digital photogrammetric
waorkstation, operation of Cadastral Information Systems, CIS I and CUDOC; details on
supply early warning information on volcanic processes, tsunamis, earthquakes,
landslides, WAN digital communication netwark, procurement of NOAA satellite images
in real time, and constant monitoring and real-time hydrometeorological data (rainfall
and water levels Inrivers)

Program:

8:00 Opening by Dr. Alejandro Rodriguez, Executive Director

8:15 Cultural Program

Sclentific Presentations 9:00 to 12:30, Auditorium INETER View full schedule
9:00 to 12130 Exhibitions, INETER Information Center

Are Invited to attend colleges, universities and the general publie.

INETER Information Center

NOTE : You can see somse news of selsmometers here .

] Search fpg@ﬂi‘ L!
~ Geodesy and Cartography
- Physical Cadastre
- Weather
- Water Resources
- Geophysics
- Land
- Earthquakes
- Volcanoes
~ Landslides
- Storms and Hurricanes
- Canyon Somoto Photos
- Downloads
- Links

HORA OFICIAL
15 de Octubre del 2007
2:122:09 pm

© 1899 Nicaraguan Institute of Territorial Studies - INETER
Fating East Polyclinic. PO Box 2110, Managua, Nicaragua.




— L — J—
V [ Nicaraguan Institute of Ter.., X '
L

GL ;{ ® web.archive.orgfwel/20070912080027 /inster.gob.nifmapas/ndex.html

You are in INETER > Maps : J J—
[ Search | @y

OB

O Search the web ® Search Ineter.gob.ni

MAP AND IMAGE PORTAL =

+ Topographic Maps
« Map of Hazerd, Vulnerabliities and Risks
o Aerlal Photos (Soon)

it

© 2006 hicaraguan Instituite of Territorial Studies - INETER
Facing East Polyclnic, PO Box 2110, Managua, Nicaragua.
i e

i
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? [Il} DEPARTMENT OF GEODES... > {J i
&

- C E@ web.arch!ve.org/web/zoo708—07093342/u1eter.gob.nl/Direcc!onesteodesIa/SecdonMapaS/Mapas,htmi w IR

‘You are in Geodesy and Carfography > Maps

] | [Search] 'Goo‘g‘i;

O search the web @ Search inster.gob.ni

Index Map

=150 Topographic Map Index, 600
=1 [0 i Vie: 0
Map of Nicaragua

- Political-Administative

- icals "

= Reli of Nic:

Departmental Maps

Note: Many of the departmental and municipal boundaries shown in these topographic maps at 1:50,000 scale were modified in 1995,

Map-Index .- Sample letter size, an index of topographic maps, which can be stored on your hard disk or printed, using the tools provided by your Internet browser:

Once the map screen, you can click on it and view it in detail you can save on your hard drive, and then use a plotter to print.

- Maps Departmental .- By clicking on the map image is bound to a larger image where you can appreciate better the details, this image can be printed directly and
you need a plotter to do, but you can download to your hard disk. These images are not to scale in this section.




NICARAGUA
INDICE DE MAPAS TOPGGRAFICOS

ESCALA 1:50,000
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