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See Rainer Lagoni Interim Measures Pending Maritime Delimitation Agreements 28 American Journal of International Law
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@ See Vaughan Lowe International Law at 111 ( Oxford University Press 2007) .
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Abstract: The disputed EEZ results from the conflicts of claims among countries. The act
of preserving administrative enforcement plays a positive role in enhancing administrative
jurisdiction and safeguarding maritime rights. With the purpose of fulfilling international
obligations adapting to the maritime strategy and serving the good-neighborly policy China’s
maritime enforcement body should exercise moderate enforcement in its manners and intensity
through self<estraint in the disputed EEZ on the basis of the factors such as illegal body
nature and extent. And the moderate enforcement needs to obey the principle of ratio
equality and reciprocity and be implemented from body limitation mode selection strength
reduction and avoidance of violence. China’s practice of preserving administrative enforcement
in the disputed EEZ reflects its moderation which requires China to continue to promote law
enforcement and carry out the cooperation with other parties on the maritime administrative

enforcement.
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