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PERMANENT MISSION OF THE REPUBLIC OF MAURITIUS TO THE UNITED NATIONS

MISSION PERMANENTE DE LA REPUBLIQUE OE MAURICE AUPRES DES NATIONS UNIES

6 September 2018

Mr. Philippe Couvreur

Registrar

International Court of Justice (ICJ)
The Hague

Netherlands

Dear Sir,

| have the honour to refer to your letter dated 3 September 2018 relating to the question put to
the Republic of Mauritius by Judge Gaja at the end of the morning's public sitting of
3 September 2018 and to forward to you the written reply of the Republic of Mauritius.

Please accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

%

Jagdish D. Koonjul, G.O.S.K.
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative

211 East 43rd Streete New York City, NY 10017 #Tel: (212) 949 0190 ¢ Fax: (212) 697 3829 ¢ E-mail: Mauritius@un.int



WRITTEN REPLY OF THE REPUBLIC OF MAURITIUS TO JUDGE GAJA'S QUESTION

"In the process of decolonization relating to the Chagos Archipelago, what is the relevance of
the will of the population of Chagossian origin?"

I The Chagos Archipelago having always been an integral part of the territory of
Mauritius, the "process of decolonization relating to the Chagos Archipelago" could
only be treated as a part ofthe decolonization of Mauritius as a whole.

2. Accordingly, the position in international law, as at November 1965 (when the right
of self-determination was already established in international law), was that the
Chagos Archipelago could not be detached from the ten-itory of Mauritius, unless the
express consent of the people of Mauritius, including Mauritians residing in the
Chagos Archipelago or of Chagossian origin, to such a detachment had been obtained.

3. No such consent was obtained either prior to 12 March 1968 when Mauritius achieved
independence, nor was any consent obtained thereafter.

4. Accordingly, as at that date, and continuing until today, the purported "detachment"
of the Chagos Archipelago has been, and continues to be, unlawful under
international law. The process of decolonization of Mauritius therefore remains
incomplete. As a consequence, the United Kingdom is under an obligation under
international law to complete the decolonization of Mauritius, by taking immediate
steps to withdraw its unlawful colonial administration and restore the integrity of the
territory of Mauritius.

5. As regards the "will" ofthe population of Chagossian origin, this was required to be
taken into account by the administering power in determining whether the consent of
the people of Mauritius as a whole had been obtained to the purported "detachment"
ofthe Chagos Archipelago from the territory of Mauritius. As noted above, the will of
the people of Mauritius, including the "will of the population of Chagossian origin",
was not taken into account prior to the detachment of Chagos Archipelago in 1965, or
prior to the independence of Mauritius. This was a manifest violation of the right of
the people of Mauritius, including its population of Chagossian origin, t
self-determination.

6. The withdrawal of the unlawful colonial administration, the recognition of the
territorial integrity of Mauritius as including the Chagos Archipelago and the exercise
of sovereignty over the totality of its territory by Mauritius, will allow the return to
the Chagos Archipelago, and the resettlement there of all individuals of Chagossian
origin wishing to do so, in accordance with the laws of Mauritius.

7. Mauritius reaffirms its commitment to respect the "will of the population of
Chagossian origin", by facilitating resettlement. Whether to return and resettle is a
matter of free choice to be decided on an individual basis by each person of
Chagossian origin.
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