


The Chagos Archipelago: The Maldives' Evolving Position, Historical Claim, and Demand for Justice
Summary
This paper presents a comprehensive account of the Maldives' evolving legal and political stance regarding the Chagos Archipelago dispute, its historical claim to sovereignty over the territory, and its demand for redress against colonial powers. It is divided into two major parts: (1) the current situation and evolving position of the Maldives in light of international legal developments, and (2) the substantive historical claim of the Maldives based on pre-colonial sovereignty and the right to self-determination.
I. Current Situation of the Chagos Case: Maldives’ Position
Initial Ambivalence Toward the UK
The Maldives historically maintained a cautious or neutral position regarding the UK-Mauritius sovereignty dispute, partly due to concerns about overlapping EEZ claims.
Shift in Support to Mauritius (2022)
President Ibrahim Solih officially declared support for Mauritius' sovereignty over the Chagos Islands in August 2022 and pledged alignment in UN voting.
Reasons for Shift
EEZ Interests, ICJ Advisory Opinion (2019), UN General Assembly Resolution, ITLOS Ruling, and Diplomatic Considerations.
Current Legal Focus
The Maldives now prioritizes EEZ negotiations, recognizing Mauritius' sovereignty for maritime delimitation purposes.
II. The Maldives’ Historical Claim and Legal Demands
I. Declaration of Primary Right Based on Historical Sovereignty
Sultan Hassan’s (Dom Manuel’s) 1560 Decree: Claimed the “seven islands of Pullobay,” linguistically linked to Chagos.
Proximity and Cultural Exchange: Chagos lies in the natural maritime sphere of the Maldives.
Lack of Legitimate Cession: No treaty or consent-based transfer of sovereignty to France or Britain ever occurred.
II. Violation of Self-Determination and Colonial Imposition
French Occupation (1754–1759): French presence was a unilateral colonial act.
British Protectorate (Post-1796): Undermined Maldives' territorial sovereignty.
Moresby Survey (1834): Conducted without consent, viewed with suspicion.
Colonial Manipulation: Rise of pro-British elites suppressed local representation.
Unilateral Separation (1965): Executed without consent during British protectorate.
III. Illegitimacy of Chagos’ Integration into Mauritius
Colonial Administrative Convenience: Integration done under British rule.
Post-Colonial Invalidation: Mauritius’ independence doesn't legitimize prior separation from Maldives.
IV. Re-evaluating the ICJ Advisory Opinion
Scope Limitation: Focused on Mauritius' decolonization only.
Maldivian Concerns Overlooked: Did not consider Maldives' right to self-determination.
Call for Legal Reconsideration: Urges ICJ to acknowledge Maldives’ historical context.
V. Demand for Compensation
Unlawful Occupation: France and UK held Chagos without Maldivian consent.
Unjust Enrichment: UK’s military use of Diego Garcia enriched them at Maldives’ expense.
Redress for Historical Injustice: Compensation necessary for colonial violations.
Conclusion
The Maldives maintains a historically grounded and legally substantive claim to the Chagos Archipelago, rooted in its sovereignty as asserted by Sultan Hassan in the 16th century. The unilateral detachment of the territory by colonial powers, without consent or legal cession, represents a violation of the Maldives’ right to self-determination. Although the Maldives has shifted to support Mauritius' sovereignty in international forums, it continues to possess a primary historical right to the territory and seeks compensation for colonial violations by France and the United Kingdom.
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