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Abstract

:

This study examines the legal challenges related to preserving sunken military vessels as Underwater Cultural Heritage (UCH) in Colombia. These challenges include Spanish galleon shipwrecks, limited international cooperation, and the lack of legal recognition for sunken military vessels under domestic law (Law 1675 of 2013). To address these issues, this article reviews the concepts of warship and sovereign immunity as they relate to the status of sunken military vessels. The study places a particular focus on the USS Kearsarge, a military shipwreck in Colombian territorial waters protected by the Sunken Military Craft Act of 2004 (SMCA) of the United States. Additionally, it analyzes the legal frameworks and management of UCH in both Colombia and the United States, as well as providing two lists of Colombia’s sunken military vessels and foreign sunken military vessels in its waters. The research concludes by highlighting the complexities of managing UCH in Colombia and offering a prospectus on the future of the USS Kearsarge wreck site as shared heritage. Ultimately, this study underscores the need for a more comprehensive legal framework and greater international cooperation to ensure the preservation and protection of sunken military vessels in Colombia.
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1. Introduction


Colombia’s rich history of shipwrecks, including numerous military vessels [1], presents significant challenges for the management and preservation of Underwater Cultural Heritage (UCH) due to uncertainties surrounding their status and sovereign immunity [2]. These challenges are exacerbated by Spanish galleon shipwrecks, claims of past colonial exploitation, limited international cooperation, and the absence of recognition of sunken military vessels under the Submerged Cultural Heritage Law 1675 of 2013 [3,4,5]. The case of the Spanish galleon San Jose, which sank near Cartagena de Indias in 1708 following a battle with the British fleet [6,7], is particularly contentious. The official discovery of the San Jose by the Colombian government in 2015 [8] has sparked controversy regarding its possible commercial salvage by a public–private association, which adds to the legal dispute between the Colombian government and an American salvage company that claims to have found the remains in 1982 [9]. Furthermore, Colombia solely regulates the management of its underwater heritage through domestic law, as it is not a party to the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) 2001 Convention on the Protection of the Underwater Cultural Heritage or the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) [10]. Although several recent studies have focused primarily on the legal case of the San Jose as a sunken military vessel and criticized the Submerged Cultural Heritage Law of 2013 [2,3,9,11,12,13,14,15], there is a literary gap in the management of sunken military vessels from other countries in Colombia.



The purpose of this article is to explore the legal and managerial implications of sunken military vessels in Colombia’s territorial waters. Specifically, it will examine the case of the USS Kearsarge, which sank in Roncador Cay, Colombia, in 1894 while en route to protect American interests in Central America. As the flagship of the North Atlantic Command, the vessel was a significant naval asset of the United States [16]. Today, the United States recognizes the sovereign immunity status of the USS Kearsarge’s remains under the Military Craft Act of 2004 (SMCA), while Colombia categorizes the vessel as an underwater cultural heritage asset under Law 1675 of 2013. To achieve its objectives, this study will review the concept of warship and sovereign immunity under both international and domestic laws in Colombia and the United States. Additionally, it will describe the legal framework and current state of underwater cultural heritage from sunken military vessels in both countries over the past years. This research will also explore the management and status of UCH and recent practices concerning the preservation and management of sunken military vessels in light of their respective national interests. In addition, it will identify the maritime interests of both countries and their relationship with sunken military vessels [17]. The article will provide a list of Colombian sunken military vessels and foreign sunken military vessels in Colombian waters, with the goal of facilitating a better understanding of maritime interests. The database highlights the UCH from sunken military vessels shared between Colombia and other countries and helps to interpret the magnitude of its national interests and naval power size. Sunken Spanish military vessels are, however, excluded due to the ambiguity surrounding their involvement in commercial activities. Nonetheless, Act 14 of 2014 considers all sunken state vessels from Spain as publicly state-owned assets that enjoy sovereign immunity, further complicating their status in Colombian waters [4,18]. The study emphasizes the necessity of cooperation between flag states and coastal states to safeguard and preserve sunken military vessels in Colombia. Furthermore, the research highlights the challenges and complexities of managing UCH in Colombia and offers a prospectus on the future of the USS Kearsarge as shared UCH. The article underscores the need for a more comprehensive legal framework and greater international cooperation in Colombia to ensure the preservation and protection of sunken military vessels as cultural heritage assets. By offering a novel perspective on the legal and management issues surrounding sunken military vessels in Colombia, this article provides a valuable contribution to the scholarly literature on maritime law and underwater cultural heritage management.




2. Legal Status and Immunity of Sunken Military Vessels


The presence of sunken military vessels within territorial seas raises a complex legal issue that revolves around uncertainties regarding their status as warships and their engagement in military operations during their sinking. Moreover, the differing interpretations of international law by flag and coastal states add further complexity to this matter [19]. To gain a thorough comprehension of the sovereignty rights of flag and coastal states, it is crucial to examine the legal entitlements of state vessels, particularly warships, within the framework of international law, encompassing aspects such as ocean division and boundary status.



The United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) of 1982 provides a framework for determining the legal status of the territorial sea and establishing sovereignty rights. The legal provisions for this are explicitly outlined in Part II–Territorial Sea and Contiguous Zone, specifically in Articles 2 and 3. These provisions limit the territorial sea to 12 nautical miles, conferring sovereignty and territorial jurisdiction upon the coastal state within this area. Additionally, UNCLOS outlines other legal boundaries in Part V–Exclusive Economic Zone, Part VI–Continental Shelf, and Part VII–High Seas [10]. The concept of a warship, as defined by customary international law, has been further elaborated in UNCLOS. Article 29 of the Convention specifies that a warship is a ship that belongs to the armed forces of a State, bears the external marks that distinguish such ships of its nationality, is under the command of an officer commissioned by the government of the State, and is manned by a crew that is under regular armed forces discipline [10]. In addition to providing a definition of warships, UNCLOS also clarifies the concept of sovereign immunity for state-operated ships. Articles 32, 96, and 236 of the Convention grant sovereign immunity to warships and other types of state vessels, as long as they are not engaged in commercial activities [10]. It is essential to note that the UNCLOS provisions on warships and sovereign immunity have become customary international law and are binding on all states, regardless of whether they are parties to the Convention, as in the case of Colombia and the United States [20,21]. However, the legal status and immunity of sunken military vessels are not explicitly referenced in UNCLOS, and their immunity when they are sunk is subject to debate. While sunken warships are still considered property, they no longer fall under the command of a duly commissioned officer and are unable to navigate. Consequently, some argue that they may not be classified as “warships” and are thus no longer subject to the international regime [19,22]. As a result, the legal status of sunken military vessels remains uncertain, leading to ongoing discussions and disagreements. Maritime powers claim that sunken military vessels and their artifacts continue to enjoy sovereign immunity, even when located in the territorial waters of coastal states.



This perspective, however, remains a contentious and highly debatable issue [23,24,25]. Ownership disputes over sunken military vessels within the jurisdiction of coastal states have arisen, particularly when former colonial powers or blue-water navies assert rights over them [26]. The legal status of such vessels remains contentious, as some argue that they only lose their legal status through recognized practices such as surrender or capture during battle before sinking, gift, or abandonment of the property. There is, however, no legal or international consensus on the role of the flag state or criteria for granting legal status to a wreck [19,25,27]. Furthermore, the extraction of resources during the colonial era has become increasingly controversial, as certain local communities assert their rights to these cultural resources [28]. Over time, the exploitation of the colonial past has also led to challenges from former colonial powers, who make claims under the criteria of international law and sovereign immunity rights [13,26,29]. Additionally, the conflict between preserving the archaeological context and the perception of “valuable cargo” by commercial salvage companies and other stakeholders on certain sunken military vessels further complicates the discussion. The absence of established criteria for defining archaeological or historical elements of interest means that the interpretation of the law is contingent upon the interests of the involved states [26].



Considering the ongoing disputes surrounding sunken military vessels, technological advancements in underwater exploration have facilitated salvage or recovery operations. Some salvage operations have demonstrated adherence to international and state practices, as well as appropriate methods and respect for underwater cultural property, war graves, and military shipwrecks through bilateral agreements and cooperation [26,30,31]. Nevertheless, apprehensions have been raised regarding certain salvage operations that prioritize economic gain over cultural heritage preservation, disregarding archaeological standards and engendering diplomatic incidents [24,32,33]. Consequently, navigating the intricate legal frameworks governing sovereign immunity and salvage operations of sunken military vessels under international law remains uncertain. To address this gap, the 2001 UNESCO Convention was created. However, maritime powers such as the United States, the United Kingdom, and other nations have also established their own domestic laws pertaining to the protection of sunken warships. Additionally, bilateral agreements, international cooperation, and case law all play crucial roles in addressing concerns related to the protection and management of UCH [27,34,35].




3. Sunken Military Vessels and Underwater Cultural Heritage


The 2001 UNESCO Convention stands as the most significant international legal instrument dedicated to the protection and sustainability of underwater cultural heritage (UCH) [36]. However, protecting sunken military vessels poses a complex and ambiguous challenge within the framework of this Convention. While the primary objective of the Convention is to safeguard sites of historical and archaeological importance, including shipwrecks [19], determining the eligibility of sunken vessels for protection under international law remains a critical issue. According to Article 1(1)(a) of the 2001 UNESCO Convention, all submerged traces of human existence with cultural, historical, or archaeological significance that have remained underwater, either partially or completely, for a minimum of 100 years are eligible for protection, encompassing vessels and their associated artifacts [36]. However, applying these criteria to sunken warships, particularly those that sank in the territorial waters of foreign coastal states and have not yet reached the 100-year threshold, raises questions about their status as UCH [19,22]. In addition to the lack of consensus within the international community regarding the definition of UCH, the UNESCO Convention fails to address the principles of sovereign immunity concerning sunken warships or state-owned vessels, further complicating the matter [22]. Despite being the most prominent international legal instrument in this domain, the UNESCO Convention has not gained widespread recognition, with only 72 countries having ratified it to date [37]. Additionally, certain countries such as Colombia, despite being signatories, are yet to ratify it, while the United States is not a signatory at all [9,35]. The limited acceptance and implementation of the Convention globally add to the challenges in protecting sunken warships, especially within the territorial waters of other nations.



Moreover, the complexities surrounding UCH are compounded by vested interests, particularly with regard to recognizing a third state’s rights to sunken warships in its territorial waters, their identification, and their eligibility for protection under national law and the UCH status [26]. The lack of a comprehensive legal framework governing UCH adds to the challenge, compounded by the existence of multiple legal standards, whether multilateral, bilateral, or unilateral, resulting in further uncertainty. This complexity is particularly evident in the case of sunken military vessels, where no specific regulations exist to simplify the legal structure [24]. Additionally, jurisdiction and ownership present a dilemma in protecting underwater cultural heritage, as sovereign immunity creates ambiguity over territorial control, while flag states claim ownership of the vessel. In addition, former colonial powers or blue-water navies may assert claims over war graves to prevent interference [19]. Despite these complexities, war graves are protected under the Convention and should be treated with utmost respect [38].



There are challenges associated with determining the correct legal and relevant norms in this situation, but complexities and an absence of normativity are making this problematic. Furthermore, customary law on sunken military vessels further adds to the challenge of determining the correct legal framework for UCH. The complexity of interpreting national laws on UCH in the context of sunken military vessels is compounded by the influence of national interests and the size of a country’s maritime power.




4. Sunken Military Vessels in Colombia and the United States


To gain a better understanding of the challenges associated with protecting sunken military vessels as part of underwater cultural heritage, this research aims to analyze several key aspects. Specifically, this includes an examination of the relevant domestic laws, the naval heritage of sunken military vessels, and their current state in both Colombia and the United States. This analysis presents a valuable opportunity to further examine the case of the USS Kearsarge, a United States military vessel that was wrecked in Colombian territorial waters in 1894.



4.1. The United States Sunken Military Vessels


The origins of the United States as a maritime state with a focus on sea power have resulted in an extensive inventory of sunken military vessels. This strategic approach helped establish one of the largest navies in the world, a legacy that persists today [39]. The US government carefully protects sunken military vessels and wreck sites, spanning both peace and war times, resulting in one of the largest collections globally, surpassed only by the United Kingdom [40,41]. This potential, viewed from a heritage perspective, has led to numerous discoveries relating to different periods in American naval history and has generated extensive inventories and databases [42,43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51,52,53,54]. This extensive collection of studies highlights the fundamental role of marine culture, providing insights from various disciplines.



Sunken military vessels have been present in the US since the American Revolutionary War, which saw the establishment of the “Continental Navy.” However, it was not until the Naval Act of 1794 that the US Navy was officially founded by John Adams with the first ships [55,56]. Sunken military vessels span both the US maritime domain and beyond, including those from colonial times, particularly from the American Revolutionary War. Furthermore, military shipwrecks from the nineteenth century can be identified, ranging from the War of 1812 to the American Civil War, with some wrecks located outside of US maritime territory [45]. This period was significant for sunken military vessels as the United States developed a blue-water navy and a new doctrine, aimed at influencing global diplomacy [55,57]. Additionally, there are numerous sunken military vessels from the twentieth century, including those from World War I and, more notably, World War II. These wrecks encompass a significant component of sunken military ships, state vessels, and gravesites at sea in the United States [58] and worldwide [41].



The United States is home to approximately 3000 shipwrecks from both domestic and foreign vessels, including military shipwrecks, lying within its national marine sanctuary, as identified by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) [59]. Over 400 of these sites have been protected by NOAA, exemplifying the nation’s commitment to preserving its underwater military heritage. The USS Monitor, for instance, became the first national marine sanctuary in 1975 [60]. To this end, NOAA has established and protected 15 marine areas, covering more than 620,000 square miles of ocean and Great Lakes waters [45,61]. Although NOAA has military wreck sites within their sanctuaries, the US Navy’s Naval History and Heritage Command (NHHC) assumes principal responsibility as the custodian of these resources for the US Navy. The NHHC has been extensively involved in conducting research and implementing preservation initiatives for approximately 2500 US sunken military vessels worldwide [61,62,63]. The US government’s commitment to preserving its military heritage is evident in recent technological advancements that have led to the discovery of several sunken wrecks [64]. Notably, the USS Samuel B. Roberts, found at a depth of 6895 m, marked the deepest wreck ever located [65], while the USS Albacore was located in collaboration with Japan in 2023 [66]. Numerous military wrecks have also been identified, such as the USS Somers, USS Cumberland, USS Tecumseh, CSS Alabama, USS Huron, USS Arizona, USS San Diego, USS Conestoga, USS Houston, USS Macon, and USS Indianapolis, among others [64,67]. The Naval History and Heritage Command has also conducted archaeological surveys of specific wreck sites resulting from Operation Neptune during World War II, including Omaha Beach, Utah Beach, Banc du Cardone, Pointe du Hoc, and Pointe et Raz de la Percée [68].



These recent discoveries of military wrecks have brought attention to the vast number of sunken vessels that still remain in the oceans, particularly from World War II [69]. Furthermore, the preservation and protection of war graves, such as those of the USS Lagarto, USS Wahoo, and USS Grunion, is a critical concern in the United States [35,68,70]. In addition, the archives and records related to military wrecks are essential for historical analysis and interpretation of archaeological findings [71,72]. The United States government maintains primary source records related to shipwrecks in the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA) as well as in the archives at Naval History and Heritage Command, which compile information from thousands of records, including logbooks, courts-martial, and naval officers’ reports for the Navy and US Coast Guard Records [73,74]. Similarly, the Library of Congress (LOC) also houses a collection of classified records pertaining to state vessels and foreign military wrecks in US territory [75]. While the NHHC’s comprehensive wreck database remains inaccessible to the general public due to sensitivity with location information to prevent looting of war graves and/or commercial exploitation, the NHHC also maintains primary sources which are publicly accessible through its Archive, Library, Underwater Archaeology Branch, and Museum network at the Washington Navy Yard in Washington DC. Other resources such as the US Navy Losses in World War I, showcasing interactive maps, photographs, and estimated locations of losses, are also available [76].



The United States’ commitment to maritime heritage and nautical archaeology is evidenced by its status as one of the world’s foremost maritime powers, as well as the home of the world’s largest navy [77].




4.2. Colombia Sunken Military Vessels


Colombia possesses a vast potential for underwater cultural heritage from shipwrecks, with a significant portion located in its territorial waters [12,78]. The Spanish colonial period in particular, marked by the extensive naval presence of Spain and Britain, has left behind notable sunken military vessels. Many of these wrecks are believed to be located in the waters between Cartagena de Indias and Havana, with the Archipelago of San Andres, Old Providence, and Santa Catalina suspected to have been a ship trap [79,80,81]. Spain has around 2000 naval wrecks worldwide, many of which are located in the Colombian Caribbean [82,83,84,85,86,87]. Although the Spanish government is currently undertaking a project to classify and inventory its sunken naval vessels worldwide, including those in Colombian waters, the database for these wrecks is not yet accessible to the public [88,89]. The presence of sunken military vessels in Colombia is not limited to Spanish wrecks, as the United Kingdom, the United States, and the Netherlands also have a few military shipwrecks in Colombian waters (see Table 1). A noteworthy database in this regard is the Royal Navy Lost List [90], which provides comprehensive information on naval wrecks from 1512 to 2004, including those situated in Colombia, among other sources [43,46,91,92,93,94,95].



Notably, Colombia’s inventory or database of sunken military vessels, regardless of their origin, remains inaccessible to the general public. To address this gap in knowledge, this study classified foreign sunken warships in Colombian waters and compiled them into a list to serve as a resource for further research (Table 1). Nonetheless, the classification of military or commercial operations can be challenging when examining the Spanish naval fleet activities during the colonial period. In particular, the categorization of specific Spanish sunken military vessels remains unclear, necessitating careful evaluation of the circumstances surrounding their sinking [81,96,97]. For example, the galleons San Jose and San Roque pose a significant challenge to the classification process, as their missions appear to have involved both military and commercial activities. The San Roque, which wrecked along with part of the Spanish Armada fleet near Serrana Bank and Roncador Cay in 1605, was reportedly engaged in both military and commercial activities [98]. Similarly, the San Jose was transporting valuable commercial cargo when it sank in 1708 during a naval encounter with a British fleet near Cartagena de Indias, raising questions about its main mission [6,7]. These uncertainties underscore the challenges associated with identifying whether a naval vessel can be classified as strictly military or commercial. Consequently, to ensure clarity and consistency in the research, only foreign vessels with a clear military mission were included in our exhaustive list of sunken military vessels in Colombia, while Spanish vessels were excluded.
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Table 1. List of foreign military vessels that have been recorded as sunk in Colombian waters.






Table 1. List of foreign military vessels that have been recorded as sunk in Colombian waters.





	No
	Name
	Year of Loss
	Nation
	Location
	Sources





	1
	Unidentified
	1675
	Netherlands
	Roncador Cay
	[79]



	2
	HMS Jersey
	1707
	United Kingdom
	Punta Canoa
	[90,94]



	3
	Galicia
	1741
	(Spanish) captured by United Kingdom
	Cartagena Harbor
	[99,100,101,102,103]



	4
	HMS Legere
	1801
	(French) captured by United Kingdom
	Galerazamba
	[90,94]



	5
	HMS Raposa
	1808
	(Spanish) captured by United Kingdom
	Rosario Islands
	[94,95]



	6
	HMS Jackdaw
	1835
	United Kingdom
	Old Providence Island
	[104,105]



	7
	USS Kearsarge
	1894
	United States
	Roncador Cay
	[16]



	8
	USS Peacock
	1940
	United States
	Cartagena Harbor
	[106]







Note: Sunken military vessels from Spain have been excluded from this inventory.











Although Colombia is a country facing both the Pacific Ocean and the Caribbean Sea, it has not traditionally been considered a major maritime nation, resulting in limited naval wrecks because of the size of its navy and national interests [39,107]. The Colombian Navy, officially known as the Armada República de Colombia (ARC) in Spanish, has a modest naval heritage compared to other maritime powers such as the United States or large blue-water navies. The ARC has military sunken vessels from the early nineteenth to twentieth-first centuries, encompassing significant historical events such as the Independence War and the War of a Thousand Days (1899–1903) [108]. During the War of Independence, the main naval force in Cartagena de Indias was commanded by Admiral Jose Padilla, one of the few Colombia naval heroes who fought in the Battle of Trafalgar [109]. However, there are no official records of shipwrecks during the War of Independence from the “Patriotic Navy of Gran Colombia” [110] due to the loss or disappearance of files during the conflict [111]. Despite the fact that some records exist, the fate of ships involved in the independence conflict remains ambiguous. Although figures such as Luis Brion and Louis-Michel Aury were appointed captains (capitán de navío in Spanish) and received official support and military ranks, the lack of recognition of privateers as official warships during the war of independence has contributed to this uncertainty [112,113,114]. The ambiguity is exemplified by the wrecks of privateers such as Louis-Michel Aury and some of its ships, which were lost during a hurricane in 1818 on Old Providence Island [113,115]. The classification of these privateer wrecks as sunken military vessels remains uncertain, as they did not have the same legal status as official warships [116]. Additionally, during the War of Independence in Colombia, some American privateers provided support, particularly in Cartagena de Indias, which may have resulted in potential wrecks of American vessels in Colombian waters [117,118]. Although Colombia gained its independence in the early nineteenth century after the naval Battle of Maracaibo [119], it was not until the subsequent century that a formal Navy, including a Naval Academy, was established in response to the 1932 conflict with Peru [120,121]. One essential element of Colombia’s naval heritage is its significant contribution to the Korean War as part of the United Nations Task Force 95 from 1951 to 1955. However, it is worth noting that Colombia did not register any shipwrecks during this conflict [122,123].



One of the objectives of this study is to classify the sunken military vessels of Colombia, resulting from various causes such as naval warfare, military exercises, grounding, intentional sinking for the establishment of natural parks, and those located outside Colombia’s jurisdiction. This classification will provide valuable insights into Colombia’s maritime power and enable meaningful comparisons with the naval wrecks of other countries (Table 2). Despite the importance of naval wrecks as cultural heritage under Colombian law, only a limited number of sunken military vessel wreck sites have been investigated in recent years. For example, the 1741 British attack on Cartagena de Indias resulted in the sinking of numerous Spanish warships, including the Conquistador, San Carlos, San Felipe, Dragon, and Africa [124,125,126]. The potential identification of these sunken vessels has been the subject of extensive research, such as the work undertaken by Del Cairo et al. [127,128] and Quintana-Saavedra et al. [129,130]. Additionally, the Colombian Navy has located and identified the USS Peacock (AM-46), a US Navy ship that sank in Cartagena’s harbor after a marine accident [131,132]. In 2015, the Colombian government officially discovered the Spanish galleon San Jose, but it has not yet received significant research attention [8].



The scarcity of research on sunken military vessels in Colombia reflects the country’s slow development in maritime science and technology. This can be attributed, in part, to a lack of international cooperation. However, recent developments, such as the establishment of the Ministry of Science and Technology [133] and the new subsea capabilities of the Colombian Navy [8], are expected to drive significant progress in research efforts in this field. Furthermore, a series of remarkable projects has emerged, highlighting the vital importance of institutional cooperation among state agencies, local communities, and stakeholders [134,135,136]. These recent initiatives effectively demonstrate the tangible benefits derived from cooperative efforts across different stakeholder groups and serve as compelling examples for future research on military sunken vessels in Colombia.
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Table 2. List of Colombian military vessels that have been recorded as sunk.
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	No
	Name
	Year of Loss
	Location
	Sources





	1
	Marte
	1823
	Lake Maracaibo, Venezuela
	[137]



	2
	Gran Bolivar
	1823
	Lake Maracaibo, Venezuela
	[138]



	3
	Rayo
	1867
	Cartagena Harbor, Colombia
	[139,140]



	4
	Cuaspad
	1867
	Trinidad and Tobago
	[141,142]



	5
	General Maza
	1877
	Nassau Harbor, Bahamas
	[143]



	6
	La Popa
	1901
	Between Galerazamba and Savanilla, Colombia
	[144,145]



	7
	Lautaro
	1902
	Naos Island, Panama
	[146,147]



	8
	Boyaca
	1903
	Panama
	[148,149]



	9
	Bogota
	1936
	Cartagena Harbor, Colombia
	[150]



	10
	Cordoba
	1937
	Deliberately sunk in Salmedina Bank, Colombia
	[150]



	11
	General Mosquera
	1944
	Cartagena Harbor, Colombia
	[150]



	12
	Boyaca
	1944
	Near Cuba
	[150]



	13
	Almirante Padilla
	1964
	Bolivar Cay, Colombia
	[150]



	14
	Almirante Brion
	1972
	La Guajira, Colombia
	[150]



	15
	Bahia Honda
	1975
	San Andres Island, Colombia
	[150]



	16
	Sebastian de Belalcazar
	2004
	Intentionally sunk in the Colombian Pacific Ocean
	[150]



	17
	Pedro de Heredia
	2007
	Intentionally sunk in front of Tierrabomba Island, Colombia
	[150,151]



	18
	Quindío
	2015
	Intentionally sunk in Ciénaga de los Vásquez, Baru Island, Colombia
	[152]



	19
	Pascual de Andagoya
	2017
	Colombian Pacific Ocean
	[153]



	20
	Cartagena de Indias
	2019
	Deliberately sunk in the Archipelago of San Bernardo, Colombia
	[154,155]



	21
	Buenaventura
	2019
	Deliberately sunk in the Archipelago of San Bernardo, Colombia
	[154,155]









4.3. World War II Sunken Ships in Colombian Waters


During World War II, a few Colombian commercial vessels were lost due to attacks by German submarines. The Colombian schooner Resolute was sunk near Old Providence Island in 1942, presumably by the German submarine U-159. Additionally, the schooner Roamar was sunk while sailing between San Andres and Cartagena, likely by the U-505, while the schooner Ruby was sunk in 1943 near San Andres Island, apparently by the U-516 [120,156,157,158,159,160]. Additionally, the US Merchant Marine Corps played a vital role in providing logistical support to military operations during World War II. These vessels were, however, vulnerable to attacks, with German submarines targeting and sinking them in the Caribbean, including Colombian waters [161]. Among the losses was the steam tanker Esso Harrisburg, which was torpedoed and sunk, possibly by the German submarine U-516, in July 1944, approximately 82 miles north of Cabo de la Vela, Colombia. The attack resulted in the loss of four out of 28 Armed Guard crew members from the US Navy [162,163]. Similarly, in February 1942, the American steam tanker J.N. Pew was torpedoed by the German submarine U-502, about 96 miles north of Santa Marta, Colombia, subsequently sinking [161,162]. In September of the same year, the Canadian Steamer John A. Holloway was also attacked and sunk possibly by the German submarine U-164 while sailing in convoy GAT.2, approximately 190 miles north of Punta Gallinas, Colombia [159].



Although the Armed Guards and other armed merchantmen played a crucial role during the war, with an impressive legacy, they did not enjoy sovereign immunity for engaging in commercial activities. Nevertheless, the loss of sunken vessels during the War in Colombian waters remains a significant aspect of Colombia’s nautical history and underwater cultural heritage.





5. Domestic Laws in Colombia and the United States


5.1. Colombia’s Domestic Laws


Despite Colombia’s geographical advantage of having coasts in both the Caribbean Sea and Pacific Ocean, with islands and an archipelago in the Caribbean [164], its maritime power and regulatory framework differ significantly from that of countries such as Spain or the United States. The absence of a clear procedure for the protection of underwater cultural heritage and management of military shipwrecks can be attributed to a slow maritime evolution caused by a centralist and Andean strategic policy. This policy did not prioritize the development and utilization of the country’s maritime potential, despite its strategic location near the Isthmus of Panama [13,107,165,166]. Moreover, the location of Colombia’s capital city, Bogota, 2600 m above sea level in the Andes Mountains, far from its principal port cities, poses a significant challenge for the development and implementation of effective maritime policies [123,167,168]. However, the Colombian government has recently undergone a strategic reorganization to develop a robust maritime strategy, with the aim of positioning the country as a regional leader in line with the concept of Sea Power. These efforts have led to the implementation of new technologies and policy frameworks, resulting in significant progress in the long-term development of the maritime sector, as documented by several scholars [169,170]. One critical step towards this progress was the establishment of the “National Policy for the Ocean and the Coastal Spaces” (PNOEC in Spanish) by the Colombian Ocean Commission (CCO) in 2007. This policy framework plays a crucial role in the holistic integration of the oceans and their sustainable development in economic, social, and environmental aspects, shaping Colombia’s maritime interests [171]. Despite this progress, the regulatory framework governing underwater cultural heritage in Colombia remains broad and has undergone several modifications over time. Furthermore, the absence of specific regulations on sunken military vessels and international cooperation poses challenges for the realization of Colombia’s maritime interests.



The evolution of Colombia’s regulatory framework governing underwater cultural heritage can be traced through various legal instruments, as evidenced by Lastra Mier [172], Molina Otero [173], and Cadena and Devia [166]. The earliest legal reference to shipwrecks can be found in the 1887 Civil Code (Civil Code of Colombia), which introduced the term “especies naufragas” (“shipwrecks”, English translation). This code continues to be in force with notable amendments. Laws 14 and 36 of 1936 were the first that addressed the protection of historic assets and monuments, which was subsequently revised in Law 163, of 1959, safeguarding the extraction of cultural heritage and positioning Colombia as one of the pioneer countries in the Americas in terms of cultural heritage protection [174]. Subsequent regulations were introduced by Decree 655 of 1968, which granted the Colombia Maritime Administration (DIMAR) the right to supervise and grant permits for the search and salvage of antiques from shipwrecks within the territorial sea and the continental shelf. Decree 2349 of 1971, and later Decree 2324 of 1984, introduced further regulations on this matter, including the legal concept of “especies naufragas“. Law 10 of 1978 incorporated Decree 264 of 1936, which regulated Law 163 of 1959, and significantly expanded the national maritime territory, by recognizing the territorial sea with full sovereignty to a distance of 12 nautical miles. Additionally, the Colombian Constitution of 1991 reinforced the commitment to heritage preservation. Article 73 of the constitution recognizes the cultural heritage of the nation and establishes that this heritage is inalienable, unseizable, and imprescriptible. The Constitution also provides a framework for the reacquisition of cultural heritage items that are in the possession of private individuals.



In 1997, the Colombian Cultural Law (Law 397 of 1997) introduced the concept of cultural heritage and extended protection to all evidence of human activities, including underwater cultural heritage. Law 1675 of 2013 represents Colombia’s efforts to safeguard its underwater cultural heritage. However, this law has significant implications that negatively affect UCH, as it allows commercial salvage in alliance with the government [9]. Despite this, one notable provision of Law 1675 is the adoption of a 100-year limitation period for permanently submerged shipwrecks, in line with the criteria set forth by the 2001 UNESCO Convention [36]. This legal instrument also recognizes the value of preserving UCH in the territorial sea, exclusive economic zones, and continental shelf, extending protection beyond territorial waters and recognizing it as an intrinsic component of Colombian UCH. Furthermore, Law 1675 provides a comprehensive definition of UCH in Article 2, which encompasses all items resulting from human activities that represent culture and that are permanently submerged in internal waters, rivers, and lakes, as well as the territorial sea, the contiguous zone, the exclusive economic zone, and the continental shelf and islands, as well as other delimited areas. Law 1675 also outlines the circumstances under which items are not considered UCH, including those resulting from subsidence, shipwrecks, or evictions that have not reached 100 years from the occurrence of the event. Salvage of such items is regulated by the Commercial Code, Act 410 of 1971, and the Civil Code of 1887 Article 710, as well as other applicable national and international standards.



Despite the extensive legal framework in Colombia for the protection of cultural heritage, the law governing UCH has faced criticism. While the legislation provides guidelines for the identification, management, and preservation of UCH sites, some experts consider its protection inadequate [9]. The law allows commercial salvage under a process of public association, which permits private entities to recover historical shipwrecks and artifacts by paying 50% of the recovered elements or artifacts that are not recognized as heritage by the government [3,4,5]. This provision in Law 1675 has generated significant debate and controversy among various stakeholders, including the government, commercial salvage companies, and the scientific community. The University Network of Submerged Cultural Heritage (Red Universitaria de Patrimonio Cultural Sumergido), composed of scholars from several Colombian universities, has expressed concern about the potential illegal trade of cultural heritage [175]. Furthermore, the law has been criticized for its failure to recognize sunken military vessels in addition to its lack of provisions for international cooperation, among other deficiencies, further fueling controversy. The University Network has been instrumental in the preservation of underwater cultural heritage. They have consistently worked towards increasing public and governmental awareness regarding the urgent requirement for a dedicated state policy focused on UCH. The Network strongly advocates for the formulation and implementation of a new policy that promotes collaboration among academic sectors, social groups, and territorial actors who possess the required expertise and influence in this field [175].



However, one of the significant milestones in underwater cultural heritage in Colombia is the Constitutional Court’s Judgment C264 of 2014 (Sentencia C-264/14). This landmark decision declared paragraphs 1 and 2 of Article 3 of Law 1675 unconstitutional due to their contradiction with the provisions of Articles 63, 70, and 72 of the Political Constitution of Colombia. Specifically, these paragraphs failed to recognize the commercial value of raw materials, regardless of their origin, as well as serialized movable goods such as coins and ingots, which possess exchange value. Furthermore, through Resolution 0085 of 2020 (Resolución número 0085 de 2020), the Ministry of Culture designated the wreck site of the Spanish galleon San Jose as a “Cultural Heritage of National Interest” (Bien de Interés Cultural del Ámbito Nacional). This designation ensures the conservation and protection of this invaluable historical shipwreck. The Resolution highlights the scientific and cultural significance of the San Jose, emphasizing that it represents the most momentous discovery in the country’s archaeology due to its remarkable state of preservation [12].



To effectively manage UCH sites and prevent the illicit commercialization of cultural heritage, it is imperative to address these concerns by revising the existing legislation comprehensively. The scientific community and civil society have echoed this sentiment and called for a reevaluation of the law to ensure that it adequately addresses these concerns [14,176].




5.2. The United States’ Domestic Laws


The US recognized and committed its action to the importance of becoming a maritime power from an early stage, maintaining an active engagement [56,57,177], which largely explains the immense UCH heritage in oceans around the world. Due to its maritime expansion, the US is classified as a naval power with symmetrical interests in recognizing, regulating, and defending UCH, especially regarding sunken military vessels. This influence explains their initial contributions to the subject, and the enduring significance of the problem [178]. This active engagement as a naval power demands the emergence of a sophisticated and specialized maritime policy that establishes distinct advantages for the protection of UCH. The evolution of this specialized regime can be described on a variety of fronts, ranging from its sea lines of communication to the implementation, development, and evolution of an active admiralty with a broad jurisprudence in shipwreck and salvage. Furthermore, the United States’ position as a naval power implies there are a great number of sunken military vessels distributed across the oceans, a continuing evolution of UCH laws that explains its prominence, and the current robust regulatory regime [35,179]. The US initiated from its Constitution in its Article 3, Section 2, to the Sunken Military Craft Act of 2004, including, the Antiquities Act of 1906; the Historic Sites Act of 1935; the Submerged Lands Act of 1953; the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966; the Federal Sovereign Immunities Act of 1976; the Archaeological Resources Act of 1979; and Abandoned Shipwreck Act of 1987 [180,181,182,183]. Nevertheless, despite these extensive statutes in place to protect UCH, an active and prominent salvage industry often contradicts these aims and regulations [184]. Given the complexity and breadth of the regulatory system, it is a matter of concern for federal courts to ensure UCH preservation [184,185]. Although states own the property of shipwrecks found along their coasts, the federal government plays a crucial role in determining shipwreck registry and ownership [185,186].



In the US, two significant acts regulate underwater cultural heritage, sunken military shipwrecks, and those with historical significance. The first is the Abandoned Shipwreck Act of 1987 (ASA) (Public Law 00–298; 43 U.S.C. §§ 2101–2106), which manages, recovers, and preserves abandoned shipwrecks and submerged cultural resources within the waters of the United States. The ASA covers and protects three categories of shipwrecks and defines historical shipwrecks based on criteria such as significant contributions to history or any other distinctive characteristic of information in prehistory or history. It is important to note that the Abandoned Shipwreck Act extends its protection to foreign shipwrecks in the territorial waters of the United States [180]. However, the act does not provide a clear definition of underwater cultural heritage [185].



The second act, the Sunken Military Craft Act (SMCA), was enacted in 2004 as part of the National Defense Authorization Act, also known as Title XIV. SMCA aims to protect and preserve the sovereign status of sunken military vessels that were operated by the government during noncommercial military activities worldwide. It defines a sunken military craft as any sunken warship, naval auxiliary, or other vessel owned or operated by a government on military noncommercial service, any sunken military aircraft or military spacecraft owned or operated by a government when it sank, and the associated contents of such craft if title thereto has not been abandoned or transferred by the government concerned. SMCA provides immunity to all shipwrecks without exception of time and prohibits unauthorized activities that could disturb the sunken military craft, with penalties for violations intended to protect their heritage globally. However, the definition of Military Craft has been debated due to its limited scope in assessing certain types of sunken ships, such as the sunken Liberty ships that operated during World War II and sunken privateers during the Revolutionary War [187,188]. Moreover, the SMCA grants the right, title, and interest of the United States in its sunken military craft, and a permit is required for archaeological, historical, or educational purposes. It also encourages international agreements to protect sunken military craft and international reciprocity regarding sunken military vessels [35,64]. Some good examples of international cooperation spurred by the SMCA include the joint preservation of the USS Houston (CA-30) off the coast of Indonesia and the collaborative search for the Bonhomme Richard, a Revolution-era shipwreck, conducted by the US Navy and French Navy [189].





6. Discussion and Conclusions


6.1. Legal and Management Implications of the USS Kearsarge in Colombia and the United States


Colombia’s maritime territory boasts the submerged remains of two US military vessels, the USS Kearsarge and the USS Peacock, which are protected under the Sunken Military Craft Act of 2004 (SMCA). Following its submergence for more than a century, the Kearsarge was designated as underwater cultural heritage and placed under the protection of Law 1675 in Colombia. Of particular interest is the vessel’s location in Roncador Cay, within Colombian territorial waters. The small and isolated islet lies roughly 350 nautical miles south of Jamaica and 240 nautical miles east of Nicaragua, and is recognized as a marine protected area, known as Seaflower [164,190].



The USS Kearsarge was a 1032-ton Union Mohican-class steam sloop-of-war, best known for its role in sinking the CSS Alabama off the coast of France in 1864, during the American Civil War. The vessel’s actions during the war earned it hero status [191].



In 1894, while serving as the flagship of the commander of the US-North Atlantic Station, the USS Kearsarge was involved in a military operation in Haiti and later sailed to Bluefields, Nicaragua, to safeguard American interests. However, on 2 February 1894, the Kearsarge ran aground on Roncador Cay at around 7 p.m. [192], and despite rescue efforts by the US government, the vessel was eventually neglected and partly looted [16]. Although the USS Kearsarge remained forgotten for many years, the US government eventually prioritized the protection of naval heritage, including the Kearsarge wreck site, towards the end of the twentieth century [193].



The analysis of the USS Kearsarge offers a unique opportunity to examine a sunken military vessel that is not covered by the 2001 UNESCO Convention. Additionally, its location in the territorial waters of a country that has not ratified the Convention creates a regulatory gap between the two nations, each with its own set of domestic regulations. Moreover, the historical records of the USS Kearsarge confirm its location in Colombian territorial waters, and the identification of the remains should be feasible due to the presence of its ordnance onboard at the time of the incident [16]. This case highlights the complexities associated with addressing sunken warships that are not covered by the 2001 UNESCO Convention, particularly the challenges that arise when dealing with countries that have different maritime interests and regulations.




6.2. The United States and the USS Kearsarge


The USS Kearsarge is widely recognized as one of the most significant shipwrecks in the Caribbean Sea, and it is considered a crucial component of the United States’ underwater cultural heritage [193]. Furthermore, the presence of human remains at Roncador Cay, particularly those of Second Class Fireman Anderson Robbins who tragically lost his life during the Kearsarge accident, enhances the historical significance of the wreck site, placing it on par with other notable graves. Anderson Robbins, born in 1861 in Greenville, South Carolina, enlisted in the US Navy as a Coal Heaver in 1892 and served on board the USS Kearsarge until his death in Roncador on 3 February 1894 [194].



The NHCC is responsible for protecting and managing the wreck site and places a high priority on international cooperation in preserving its sunken military vessels, as evidenced by existing bilateral practices [68,195]. The NHHC’s Underwater Archaeology Branch (UAB) provides significant support and opportunities for scientific cooperation [63]. The long-standing positive diplomatic relations between Colombia and the United States [196] provide an opportunity for cooperation in the preservation of the USS Kearsarge, similar to the CSS Alabama protection agreement [30].



The United States Department of State has enacted various agreements, both bilateral and multilateral, to safeguard the sovereign immunity of vessels outside its jurisdiction. Among the notable examples are the RMS Titanic, La Belle, and CSS Alabama [35]. Interestingly, the CSS Alabama was sunk by the USS Kearsarge and was discovered and identified in 1984, seven miles from the Normandy coast near Cherbourg, by a French navy archaeological expedition [197]. Due to its location in France’s territorial sea, the question of sovereign immunity and ownership arose, leading to tension between France and the United States. Nevertheless, the United States was able to establish its title based on the surrender of the Alabama captain to the USS Kearsarge and its possession of the rights to all Confederate States of America after the War [195,198]. After negotiations, both governments signed an agreement in 1989 that sought to protect the wreck site, acknowledge the title to the vessel and its artifacts, and recognize the CSS Alabama as shared heritage of both nations. This agreement also included provisions for scientific cooperation and archaeological research [25,30,34]. Today, the artifacts recovered from the CSS Alabama are carefully preserved by the Underwater Archaeological Branch of the NHHC and are available for public viewing, serving as a testament to the heritage of the American Civil War [199].




6.3. Colombia and the USS Kearsarge


Although the USS Kearsarge has been recognized as an underwater cultural heritage site in Colombia under Law 1675 of 2013, the incident is not widely known in Colombian maritime history, and the wreck site is not listed in any official database. The lack of recognition reflects a limited understanding of the consequential maritime events in Colombia, which hold significant historical and cultural value. This is particularly evident in the archipelago where Roncador Cay is located, alongside other islets and banks [200]. Preservation of the USS Kearsarge wreck site in Colombia presents a significant challenge, particularly in light of the feasibility of Law 1675, which excludes international cooperation and hinders maritime research and education in a country where this field is underdeveloped, but crucial [9,13,201]. It is perhaps fortunate that the site’s remote location from the continent makes it difficult for looters or amateur divers to access and damage it. Additionally, the Colombian Navy controls access to most of the banks and cays of the archipelago, adding a layer of protection to the wreck site [202].



The wreck site holds great significance for Colombia due to its potential for international cooperation. Additionally, it is of paramount importance for Colombia’s cultural heritage institutions, as it represents a departure from the limitations imposed by outdated legal frameworks that have impeded underwater research in recent years [9]. To ensure the long-term sustainability of its UCH, Colombia should prioritize three essential concepts: science, legislation, and technology. This should include capacity building with international agencies to enhance research development and facilitate changes in Law 1675, such as recognizing sunken military vessels and promoting international cooperation, among other important measures. By adopting this approach, the Ministry of Culture can collaborate with the new Ministry of Science, Technology, and Innovation to develop new policies that provide comprehensive protection to the USS Kearsarge and other valuable underwater cultural resources. Additionally, this approach can contribute to the long-term development of education in maritime sciences and related fields, ensuring sustainable capacity building for the future protection and research of underwater cultural heritage sites in Colombia.




6.4. The Future of the Wreck Site of the USS Kearsarge


Colombia and the United States hold divergent views on the management of their underwater cultural heritage and sunken military vessels. Nevertheless, it is crucial to conduct a comprehensive analysis of various aspects of each case, such as military vessels involved in commercial or non-commercial activities, the causes of their loss, and, most importantly, identification. The USS Kearsarge was a military ship engaged in a military operation that was neglected over time due to salvage limitations, with ordnance still on board. The wreckage is situated in Colombian territorial waters, and Colombia had full sovereignty during the accident in 1894 and continues to hold sovereignty over it today [203]. Despite the protection provided by domestic laws in both countries, neither Colombia nor the United States are parties to the UNCLOS or the 2001 UNESCO Convention [12,35,37,204]. Consequently, the USS Kearsarge remains at risk, and cooperative efforts are necessary to protect the site in Colombian maritime territory [64,193]. The question of whether cooperation is possible in the case of the USS Kearsarge arises, along with the question of whether the Colombian government has a genuine interest in such collaboration. However, the USS Kearsarge is an appealing prospect for an international collaborative project, as it was a military vessel engaged in non-commercial activities. Thus, it is imperative to establish cooperative efforts between the flag state and the coastal state to identify the wreckage and recognize it as shared heritage of the two nations [4]. A thorough understanding of the historical and legal context is essential in reaching a consensus on the preservation and management of the site. Conducting research in situ on shipwrecks, particularly sunken military vessels in Colombian waters, is, however, challenging due to legal restrictions imposed by Law 1675, the implications of the legal case of the Spanish galleon San Jose, as well as the Colombian government’s interests in commercial salvage [9,78]. Despite these challenges, recent bilateral agreements between the United States and other countries on sunken military vessels demonstrate a customary interest in protecting underwater cultural heritage through international cooperation. Therefore, it is in the interest of the US to preserve the USS Kearsarge wreck site, but any action must be taken through an understanding between the involved governments. Moreover, the United States plays a crucial role in the future of UCH worldwide by prioritizing the identification of international dynamics, including understanding the concept of state vessels and the rights of flag states to protect their underwater heritage [2]. The management of underwater cultural heritage in the case of the USS Kearsarge presents an asymmetric challenge for both Colombia and the United States. Colombia lacks a properly approached solution, while the United States has established and enforced a solution within its own jurisdiction and abroad. However, this issue looks difficult to resolve at the international or domestic level in the coming years. The fate of the USS Kearsarge wreck site remains uncertain in light of these challenges. Although Colombia has made some efforts to preserve UCH [205], there is still a tremendous effort required in reaching an agreement with flag states regarding sunken military vessels in its territorial waters to ensure proper preservation of UCH. It is crucial that Colombia maintain its pursuit of an effective strategy to safeguard underwater cultural heritage. This involves collaborating with other nations and seeking cooperation from international organizations to develop a comprehensive legal framework that will replace the current one.








Author Contributions


Conceptualization, methodology, validation, and resources, W.G.P., M.J., C.E.R.-G. and A.O.J.; writing—original draft preparation and editing, W.G.P., M.J., C.E.R.-G. and A.O.J.; writing—review and editing, W.G.P., M.J., C.E.R.-G. and A.O.J.; supervision, W.G.P. and M.J. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.




Funding


This research was funded by the Ministry of Education of the Republic of Korea and the National Research Foundation of Korea, grant number: NRF-2018S1A6A3A01081098.




Institutional Review Board Statement


Not applicable.




Informed Consent Statement


Not applicable.




Data Availability Statement


All data are available from the corresponding author on request.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References

157.

	



Romero, L.; Pérez, J.F. Naufragios y Puertos Marítimos en el Caribe Colombiano; Siglo XXI Editores: Mexico City, Mexico, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Rengifo, A.J.; Castellanos, E.F. La protección jurídica del patrimonio cultural subacuático Estudio de legislación comparada con referencia al galeón San José. Pensam. Jurídico 2019, 50, 13–50. [Google Scholar]

	



De Yturriaga Barberán, J.A. Hallazgo del Galeón “San José”: Los últimos de Cartagena. Rev. Fac. Derecho 2016, 7, 1–20. [Google Scholar]

	



Mateus-Rugeles, A.; Rodríguez Valenzuela, I. Pecios españoles en aguas colombianas: Conjugación entre el patrimonio cultural subacuático y la inmunidad jurisdiccional de los Estados. Rev. Derecho 2016, 29, 253–275. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Martín, J.G.; Espinosa, J.M.; Hanselmann, F.; Pérez, J.F. Una mirada crítica a la arqueología marítima en Colombia: Apuntes sobre algunos pecios y restos de la batalla por Cartagena de indias en 1741. Magallánica Rev. Hist. Mod. 2019, 6, 203–237. [Google Scholar]

	



Phillips, C.R.; Hattendorf, J.B.; Beall, T.R. The sinking of the galleon San José on June 8, 1708: An exercise in historical detective work. Mar. Mirror 2008, 94, 176–187. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Phillips, C.R. The Treasure of the San José: Death at Sea in the War of the Spanish Succession; Johns Hopkins University Press: Baltimore, MD, USA, 2007. [Google Scholar]

	



Armada de Colombia; Dimar. Galeón San José, I Campaña de Verifcación No Intrusiva para la Seguridad del Bien de Interés Cultural del Ámbito Nacional Galeón San José; Editorial Dimar: Bogotá, Colombia, 2022. [Google Scholar]

	



Martín, J.G.; Pérez Díaz, J.F.; Gomez Pretel, W. Underwater Archaeology in Colombia: Between Commercial Salvage and Science. Int. J. Histor. Archaeol. 2022, 26, 457–473. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



United Nations. Convention on the Law of the Sea. 10 December 1982. Available online: https://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/unclos_e.pdf (accessed on 15 February 2023).

	



Bendeck, J. El Galeón Perdido ¿Dónde Está el San José? Villegas Editores: Bogotá, Colombia, 2003. [Google Scholar]

	



Rengifo, A.J. Las objeciones de Colombia a la Convención internacional de la UNESCO sobre protección del Patrimonio Cultural Subacuático. Pensam. Jurídico 2009, 25, 117–150. [Google Scholar]

	



Rengifo, A.J. El patrimonio cultural subacuático en Colombia: Prioridades para una politica publica. In Academia y Política Pública; Experiencias de Incidencias desde la Universidad, Nacional; Roth, A.N., Guerrero-Gutierrez, M.F., Eds.; Universidad Nacional de Colombia: Bogotá, Colombia, 2023; pp. 219–243. [Google Scholar]

	



Muñoz, F. Galeón Señor San José: Patrimonio Indivisible; Editorial Panamericana: Bogotá, Colombia, 2019. [Google Scholar]

	



Zenkiewicz, M.; Wasilewski, T. The Galleon ‘San Jose’. Almost Four Decades of Legal Struggles on the National and International Plane. Comp. Law Rev. 2019, 2, 319–342. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gomez Pretel, W.; Carvajal Diaz, A.; Jeong, M. Combining Historical, Remote-Sensing, and Photogrammetric Data to Estimate the Wreck Site of the USS Kearsarge. Heritage 2023, 6, 2308–2332. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bruns, S. US Naval Strategy and National Security: The Evolution of American Maritime Power; Routledge: New York, NY, USA, 2017. [Google Scholar]

	



Osante, J.M. Spanish Maritime Navigation Law. J. Territ. Marit. Stud. 2022, 9, 34–49. [Google Scholar]

	



Forrest, C. An international perspective on sunken state vessels as underwater cultural heritage. Ocean Dev. Int. Law 2003, 34, 41–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



McDorman, T.L. Sovereign Immune Vessels: Immunities, Responsibilities and Exemptions. In Jurisdiction over Ships: Post-UNCLOS Developments in the Law of the Sea; Publications on Ocean, Development; Ringbom, H., Ed.; Brill Nijhoff: Boston, MA, USA, 2015; Volume 80, pp. 82–102. [Google Scholar]

	



Windsor, T. Innocent passage of warships in East Asian territorial seas. Aust. J. Marit. Ocean Aff. 2011, 3, 73–81. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Aznar-Gómez, M.J. Legal Status of Sunken Warships “Revisited”. In Spanish Yearbook of International Law Online; Brill: Leiden, The Netherlands, 2003; Volume 9, pp. 61–101. [Google Scholar]

	



Migliorino, L. The Recovery of Sunken Warships in International Waters. In Essays on the New Law of the Sea; Vukas, B., Ed.; Sveucilisna Naklada Leber: Zagreb, Yugoslavia, 1985; pp. 244–258. [Google Scholar]

	



Aznar-Gómez, M.J. Treasure Hunters, Sunken State Vessels and the 2001 UNESCO Convention on the Protection of Underwater Cultural Heritage. Int. J. Mar. Coast. Law 2010, 25, 209–236. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dromgoole, S. Underwater Cultural Heritage and International Law; Cambridge Studies in International and Comparative Law, Cambridge University Press: Cambridge, UK, 2013; pp. 119–166. [Google Scholar]

	



Lin, Z. The protection of sunken WWII warships located in Indonesian or Malaysian territorial waters. Mar. Policy 2020, 113, 103804. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Roach, J.A. Excessive Maritime Claims, 4th ed.; Publication on Ocean Development; Brill Nijhoff: Leiden, The Netherlands, 2021; Volume 93. [Google Scholar]

	



Buitrago Rojas, A.P.; Gómez Agudelo, G.A.; Alonso Osorio, L.C. La disputa por el galeón San José y su pecio: Estudio de caso de la Nación Qhara Qhara (pueblos indígenas del estado plurinacional de Bolivia) bajo la jurisprudencia de la Corte Interamericana de Derechos Humanos. Diálogo Andin. 2021, 66, 451–462. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Haynes, C. Decolonizing Shipwrecks through Considerations of Indigeneity in Underwater Cultural Property Decisions. Fla. J. Int. L. 2018, 30, 111–166. [Google Scholar]

	



Roach, J. France Concedes United States has Title to CSS Alabama. Am. J. Int. Law 1991, 85, 381–383. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Huang, J. Maritime archaeology and identification of historic shipwrecks: A legal perspective. Mar. Policy 2014, 44, 256–264. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Tjoa-Bonatz, M.L. Struggles over historic shipwrecks in Indonesia: Economic versus preservation interests. In Cultural Property and Contested Ownership: The Trafficking of Artefacts and the Quest for Restitution; Hauser-Schäublin, B., Prott, L.V., Eds.; Routledge: London, UK, 2016; pp. 85–107. [Google Scholar]

	



Argyropoulos, V.; Stratigea, A. Sustainable Management of Underwater Cultural Heritage: The Route from Discovery to Engagement—Open Issues in the Mediterranean. Heritage 2019, 2, 1588–1613. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dromgoole, S.; Gaskell, N. Who has a Right to Historic Wrecks and Wreckage? Int. J. Cult. Prop. 1993, 2, 217–274. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Varmer, O.; Gray, J.; Alberg, D. United States: Responses to the 2001 UNESCO convention on the protection of the underwater cultural heritage. J. Mari. Arch. 2010, 5, 129–141. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



UNESCO. The UNESCO Convention on the Protection of the Underwater Cultural Heritage 2001. Available online: https://unesdoc.unesco.org/ark:/48223/pf0000126065 (accessed on 21 March 2023).

	



UNESCO. Convention on the Protection of the Underwater Cultural Heritage. States Parties. Available online: https://www.unesco.org/en/legal-affairs/convention-protection-underwater-cultural-heritage#item-2 (accessed on 22 March 2023).

	



Perez-Alvaro, E. Shipwrecks and graves: Their treatment as intangible heritage. Int. J. Intang. Herit. 2022, 17, 184–195. [Google Scholar]

	



Till, G. Seapower: A Guide for the Twenty-First Century, 4th ed.; Routledge: Oxford, UK; New York, NY, USA, 2018. [Google Scholar]

	



Delgado, J.P. Lost Warships: An Archaeological Tour of War at Sea; Checkmark Books: New York, NY, USA, 2001. [Google Scholar]

	



Neyland, R.S. War at Sea Archaeology. In Encyclopedia of Global Archaeology; Smith, C., Ed.; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; pp. 11083–11093. [Google Scholar]

	



Naval History and Heritage Command. Dictionary of American Naval Fighting Ships; Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1959–1991; Volume 1–9. [Google Scholar]

	



Hocking, C. Dictionary of Disasters at Sea during the Age of Steam: Including Sailing Ships and Ships of War Lost in Action, 1824–1962; Lloyd’s Register of Shipping: London, UK, 1969. [Google Scholar]

	



Delgado, J.P. Nominating Historic Vessels and Shipwrecks to the National Register of Historic Places; National Register Bulletin 20; US Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Interagency Resources Division: Washington, DC, USA, 1987. [Google Scholar]

	



Delgado, J.P. War at Sea: A Shipwrecked History from Antiquity to the Cold War; Oxford University Press: New York, NY, USA, 2019. [Google Scholar]

	



Brown, D. Warship Losses of World War Two; Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 1995. [Google Scholar]

	



Van Tilburg, H.K. US Navy Shipwrecks in Hawaiian Waters: An Inventory of Submerged Naval Properties; Prepared for the Naval Historical Center, Washington Navy Yard: Washington, DC, USA, 2001. [Google Scholar]

	



Madsen, D. Resurrection: Salvaging the Battle Fleet at Pearl Harbor; Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 2003. [Google Scholar]

	



Jasper, J.W.; Delgado, J.P.; Adams, J. The USS Arizona: The Ship, the Men, the Pearl Harbor Attack, and the Symbol That Aroused America; Macmillan: New York, NY, USA, 2003. [Google Scholar]

	



Heden, K.E. Sunken Ships, World War II: U.S. Naval Chronology Including Submarine Losses of the United States, England, Germany, Japan, Italy; US Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 2006. [Google Scholar]

	



Gaine, W.C. Encyclopedia of Civil War Shipwrecks; Da Capo Press: Boston, MA, USA, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	



Delgado, J.P.; Cussler, C. Silent Killers: Submarines and Underwater Warfare; Bloomsbury Publishing: New York, NY, USA, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	



Van Tilburg, H.; Delgado, J.P. The Unseen Landscape: Inventory and Assessment of Submerged Cultural Resources in Hawai’i; OCS Study BOEM 2017-021; US Department of the Interior, Bureau of Ocean Energy Management: Washington, DC, USA; Camarillo, CA, USA, 2017. [Google Scholar]

	



Friedman, N.U.S. Battleships: An Illustrated Design History; Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



Sprout, H.H.; Sprout, M.T. Rise of American Naval Power; Princeton University Press: Princeton, NJ, USA, 2015; Volume 2339. [Google Scholar]

	



Miller, N. The US Navy: A History, 3rd ed.; US Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 2014. [Google Scholar]

	



Mahan, A.T. The Interest of America in Sea Power, Present and Future; Little, Brown: Boston, MA, USA, 1917. [Google Scholar]

	



Delgado, J.P. Adventures of a Sea Hunter: In Search of Famous Shipwrecks; D&M Publishers: Vancouver, BC, Canada, 2009. [Google Scholar]

	



NOAA. Science and Shipwrecks: Preserving America’s Maritime History. Available online: https://www.noaa.gov/explainers/science-and-shipwrecks-preserving-america-s-maritime-history (accessed on 22 March 2023).

	



NOAA. Monitor. National Marine Sanctuary. Available online: https://monitor.noaa.gov/ (accessed on 23 March 2023).

	



Mather, I.R.; Watts, G.P. Geographic Information Systems. In International Handbook of Underwater Archaeology; The Springer Series in Underwater, Archaeology; Ruppé, C.V., Barstad, J.F., Eds.; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 2002; pp. 679–696. [Google Scholar]

	



Neyland, R.S. Preserving and Interpreting the Archaeology of the United States Navy. In International Handbook of Underwater Archaeology; The Springer Series in Underwater, Archaeology; Ruppé, C.V., Barstad, J.F., Eds.; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 2002; pp. 765–783. [Google Scholar]

	



NHHC. Naval History and Heritage Command. Underwater Archaeology Mission. Available online: https://www.history.navy.mil/research/underwater-archaeology/functions.html (accessed on 23 March 2023).

	



Catsambis, A. 25 Years in the Making: The U.S. Navy’s Underwater Archaeology Program. Publications, Research Papers, Articles, and Reports. Naval History and Heritage Command. 2021. Available online: https://www.history.navy.mil/content/history/nhhc/research/publications/scholarly-pubs/25-years-in-the-making-ua.html (accessed on 29 March 2023).

	



US Navy. Navy Confirms Wrecksite off Philippines Coast that of USS Samuel B. Roberts. Available online: https://www.navy.mil/Press-Office/Press-Releases/display-pressreleases/Article/3075891/navy-confirms-wrecksite-off-philippines-coast-that-of-uss-samuel-b-roberts/ (accessed on 28 March 2023).

	



US Navy. Wreck Site Identified as World War II Submarine USS Albacore (SS 218). Available online: https://www.navy.mil/Press-Office/News-Stories/Article/3300302/wreck-site-identified-as-world-war-ii-submarine-uss-albacore-ss-218/ (accessed on 26 March 2023).

	



Lawrence, R.W. From National Tragedy to Cultural Treasure: The USS Huron Historic Shipwreck Preserve. In Submerged Cultural Resource Management; The Plenum Series in Underwater, Archaeology; Spirek, J.D., Scott-Ireton, D.A., Eds.; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 2003; pp. 59–70. [Google Scholar]

	



Neyland, R.S. Underwater archaeology of the world wars. In The Oxford Handbook of Maritime Archaeology; Catsambis, A., Ford, B., Hamilton, D.L., Eds.; University Press: Oxford, MS, USA, 2011; pp. 708–729. [Google Scholar]

	



Jeffery, B.; McKinnon, J.F.; Van Tilburg, H. Underwater cultural heritage in the Pacific: Themes and future directions. Int. J. Asia Pac. Stud. 2021, 17, 135–168. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



NHHC. Lagarto (SS 371). Statement Concerning USS Lagarto. Available online: https://www.history.navy.mil/content/history/nhhc/research/library/online-reading-room/title-list-alphabetically/u/united-states-submarine-losses/lagarto-ss-371/statement-concerning-uss-lagarto.html (accessed on 17 March 2023).

	



Ortiz, A. Perceptions and Research Potential of Submerged WWII Aircraft as Archaeology and Beyond. Master’s Thesis, University of Southern Denmark, Odense, Denmark, 2016. [Google Scholar]

	



Whitehead, H. Lost at Sea: Utilizing Photogrammetry to Monitor Two Submerged F8f Bearcat. Master’s Thesis, University of West Florida, Pensacola, FL, USA, 2019. [Google Scholar]

	



NARA. The National Archives in Washington, DC (Archives 1). Navy/Maritime Records in Washington, DC. Available online: https://www.archives.gov/dc/research/navy-maritime (accessed on 26 March 2023).

	



NARA. The National Archives at Chicago. Maritime Accidents and Casualties. Records of the U. S. Coast Guard (RG 26) and the U. S. Customs Service (RG 36). Available online: https://www.archives.gov/chicago/finding-aids/wreck-reports.html (accessed on 26 March 2023).

	



LOC. Library of Congress, Research Guides, Ships and Ship Registers: Sources of Information. Available online: https://guides.loc.gov/ship-registers (accessed on 19 March 2023).

	



NHHC. Naval History and Heritage Command. Underwater Archaeology. Story Maps. USN WWI Losses. An Interactive Map. Available online: https://www.history.navy.mil/research/underwater-archaeology/ua-story-maps/wwi-story-map.html (accessed on 27 March 2023).

	



O’Rourke, R. Navy Force Structure and Shipbuilding Plans: Background and Issues for Congress (RL32665). Congressional Research Service. 2022. Available online: https://crsreports.congress.gov/product/details?prodcode=RL32665 (accessed on 10 April 2023).

	



Pérez, J.F. Naufragios coloniales del caribe colombiano: Consideraciones investigativas, políticas y patrimoniales. Mem. Rev. Digit. Hist. Arqueol. Desde El Caribe Colomb. 2019, 38, 7–45. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gomez Pretel, W.; Jeong, M.S. Shipwrecks on Roncador Cay, the Caribbean Sea and Their Relationship with Hurricanes, 1492–1920. Int. J. Histor. Archaeol. 2022, 26, 498–528. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pérez, J. ¿Cómo se ha estudiado y narrado la historia de la navegación atlántica en Colombia? Rev. Cambios Permanencias 2018, 9, 285–326. [Google Scholar]

	



Serrano-Mangas, F. Naufragios y Rescates en el Tráfico Indiano Durante el Siglo XVII; Sociedad Estatal Quinto Centenario: Madrid, Spain, 1991. [Google Scholar]

	



Fernández Duro, C. Naufragios de la Armada Española: Relación Histórica Formada con Presencia de los Documentos Oficiales que Existen en el Archivo del Ministerio de Marina; Imprenta y Estereotipia de M. Rivadeneyra: Madrid, Spain, 1867. [Google Scholar]

	



Fernández Duro, C. Armada Española Desde la Unión de los Reinos de Castilla y de León; Est. Tipográfico Sucesores de Rivadeneyra: Madrid, Spain, 1972; Volume 1–7. [Google Scholar]

	



Pérez-Mallaína, P.E. El Hombre Frente al Mar: Naufragios en la Carrera de Indias Durante los Siglos XVI y XVII; Universidad de Sevilla, Imprenta A. Pinelo: Sevilla, Spain, 1996. [Google Scholar]

	



Martin, C.; Parker, G. The Spanish Armada; Revised Edition; Mandolin, Manchester University Press: Manchester, UK, 1999. [Google Scholar]

	



León Amores, C.L. Buceando en el Pasado: Los Grandes Naufragios de la Historia; Espasa Calpe, S.A.: Madrid, Spain, 2008. [Google Scholar]

	



Marchena Fernández, J. Los buques de la Real Armada española en las guerras de independencia americanas. El teatro de operaciones del Caribe 1810–1825. In Gentes, Pueblos y Batallas. Microhistorias de la Ruta de la Libertad; Guerrero Barón, J., Parra Amaya, A., Eds.; Editorial UPTC: Tunja, Colombia, 2020; pp. 21–79. [Google Scholar]

	



León Amores, C.L. El naufragio del galeón San José (Panamá, 1631). Pasado, presente y futuro. Magallánica Rev. Hist. Mod. 2019, 6, 126–151. [Google Scholar]

	



Olaya, V.G. Shipwrecks of the Caribbean: Spain Drafts Treasure Map of Its Own Days of Empire. Available online: https://english.elpais.com/elpais/2019/03/01/inenglish/1551436896_082581.html (accessed on 29 April 2023).

	



MAST. Maritime Archaeology Sea Trust. Royal Navy Loss List Complete Database. Available online: https://www.thisismast.org/research/royal-navy-loss-list-search.html (accessed on 10 February 2023).

	



Gilly, W.S. Narratives of Shipwrecks of the Royal Navy Between 1793 and 1849; Compiled Principally from Official Documents in the Admiralty; John W. Parker, West Strand: London, UK, 1850. [Google Scholar]

	



Gosset, W.P. The Lost Ships of the Royal Navy 1793–1900; Mansell Publishing: London, UK, 1986. [Google Scholar]

	



Lyon, D. The Sailing Navy List. All the Ships of the Royal Navy 1688–1860; Conway Maritime Press Ltd.: London, UK, 1993. [Google Scholar]

	



Colledge, J.J.; Warlow, B. Ships of the Royal Navy: The Complete Record of all Fighting Ships of the Royal Navy from the 15th Century to the Present; Casemate: Havertown, PA, USA, 2010. [Google Scholar]

	



Winfield, R. British Warships in the Age of Sail, 1793–1817: Design, Construction, Careers and Fates; Seaforth Publishing: Chatham, UK, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Chaunu, P. Sevilla y América, Siglos XVI y XVII; Universidad de Sevilla: Sevilla, Spain, 1983. [Google Scholar]

	



Brzezinski, A.; Chen, Y.; Palma, N.; Ward, F. The vagaries of the sea: Evidence on the real effects of money from maritime disasters in the Spanish Empire. Rev. Econ. Stat. 2022, 1–45. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Segovia, R. La Armada de la Guardia de la Carrera de Indias de don Luis Fernández de Córdoba (1605). In Cartagena de Indias en el Siglo XVII; Meisel-Roca, A., Calvo-Stevenson, H., Eds.; Banco de la República: Bogotá, Colombia, 2007; pp. 158–206. [Google Scholar]

	



Eslava, S. Diario de Todo lo Ocurrido en la Expugnación de los Fuertes de Bocachico, y Sitio de la Ciudad de Cartagena de las Indias; Formado de los Pliegos Remitidos a su Majestad (que Dios.) por el Virrey de Santa Fé Don Sebastián de Eslaba con D. Pedro de Mur, su Ayudante General. 1741. Available online: https://babel.banrepcultural.org/digital/collection/p17054coll10/id/829 (accessed on 19 February 2023).

	



Ranft, B. The Vernon Papers: 1739–1745; Routledge: Abingdon, UK, 2019; Volume 99. [Google Scholar]

	



Shelton, E.; Jones, C. The Book of Battles or Daring Deeds by Land and Sea; Houlston and Wright: London, UK, 1867. [Google Scholar]

	



Nowell, C.E. The Defense of Cartagena. Hisp. Am. Hist. Rev. 1962, 42, 477–501. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Chapman, C.S. Disaster on the Spanish Main: The Tragic British-American Expedition to the West Indies During the War of Jenkins’ Ear; Potomac Books: Arlington, VA, USA, 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



US Service Journal. The United States Service Journal and Naval and Military Magazine; Part III; Henry Colburn: London, UK, 1835. [Google Scholar]

	



Dawson, L.S. Memoirs of Hydrography: Including Brief Biographies of the Principal Officers Who Have Served in HM Naval Surveying Service between the Years 1750 and 1885; Henry W. Keay: Eastbourne, UK, 1885. [Google Scholar]

	



Naval History Division. Dictionary of American Naval Fighting Ships; Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1970; Volume 5. [Google Scholar]

	



Guevara, G.D.S. Geostrategic visions on the South Atlantic: Brazil and Colombia, a comparative approach. Rev. Mex. Cienc. Políticas Soc. 2019, 64, 293–314. [Google Scholar]

	



Demarest, G. War of the Thousand Days. Small Wars Insur. 2001, 12, 1–30. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Helg, A. Simón Bolívar and the Spectre of “Pardocracia”: José Padilla in Post-Independence Cartagena. J. Lat. Am. Stud. 2003, 35, 447–471. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ferragut, J. Marinos Criollos entre Realistas y Patriotas. In La Independencia De América Española 1812–1828; Ciclo de Conferencias. Cuaderno Monográfico N° 65; Jornadas de Historia Marítima, Instituto de Historia y Cultura Naval XLIV, Ministerio de Defensa: Madrid, Spain, 2012; pp. 33–50. [Google Scholar]

	



Thomas, J. The role of private libraries and public archives in nineteenth-century Spanish American historiography. J. Libr. Hist. 1974, 9, 334–351. [Google Scholar]

	



Posada, E. Luis Aury. Boletín Hist. Antigüedades 1911, 7, 337–367. [Google Scholar]

	



Faye, S. Commodore Aury. La. Hist. Q. 1941, 24, 611–697. [Google Scholar]

	



Morgan, W.A. Sea power in the Gulf of Mexico and the Caribbean during the Mexican and Colombian wars of independence, 1815–1830. Ph.D. Thesis, University of Southern California, Los Angeles, CA, USA, 1969. [Google Scholar]

	



European Magazine and London Review. Foreign and Domestic Intelligence, from January to June, 1819; James Asperne: London, UK; Volume 75.

	



Gámez Duarte, F. El Desafío Insurgente: Análisis del Corso Hispanoamericano Desde una Perspectiva Peninsular, 1812–1828. Ph.D. Thesis, Universidad de Cádiz, Cádiz, Spain, 2004. [Google Scholar]

	



Head, D. Privateers of the Americas: Spanish American Privateering from the United States in the Early Republic; University of Georgia Press: Athens, GA, USA, 2015; Volume 8. [Google Scholar]

	



Hopkins, F. For Freedom and Profit: Baltimore privateers in the wars of South American independence. N. Mar./Le Mar. Du Nord. 2008, 18, 93–104. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Gerberich, A.H. A Forgotten Episode of History: The Battle of Lake Maracaibo. Pa. Mag. Hist. Biogr. 1928, 52, 78–86. [Google Scholar]

	



Scheina, R. Latin America: A Naval History, 1810–1987; Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 1987. [Google Scholar]

	



Gomez Pretel, W. Cartagena de indias-1935, análisis social, cultural y político de la ciudad a la llegada de la misión naval inglesa para la fundación de la Escuela Naval Almirante Padilla. Rev. Cult. Unilibre 2011, 1, 61–67. [Google Scholar]

	



Danley, M.H. Colombian Navy in the Korean War, 1950–1953. Am. Neptune 1998, 58, 243–261. [Google Scholar]

	



Gomez Pretel, W.; Castro, G. Colombian Navy and its contribution to the United Nations Forces in the Korean War (1951–1955). Cult. Interact. Stud. Sea Port Cities 2020, 23, 155–189. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



De Lezo, B.; de Carta, D. Blas de Lezo al Marqués de Villarias, con un Diario de lo Acaecido en Cartagena de Indias Durante el Sitio, Desde el 13 de Marzo de 1741 hasta el 20 de Mayo Siguiente; Archivo Histórico Nacional, Secretaría de Estado y del Despacho de Estado, 2335, Exp. 2; ESTADO: Madrid, Spain, 1741; Available online: http://pares.mcu.es/ParesBusquedas20/catalogo/description/12690215 (accessed on 22 February 2023).

	



Robertson, J.A. The English Attack on Cartagena in 1741; and Plans for an Attack on Panama. Hisp. Am. Hist. Rev. 1919, 2, 62–71. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Argüeso, A.; Ciarlo, N.C. Fieldwork Methodology in South American Maritime Archaeology: A Critical Review. J. Mar. Arch. 2017, 12, 179–197. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Del Cairo, C.; Fuquen, C.; García, M.C.; Perez, F.; Peña, O. 1741: El ataque inglés a Cartagena. Arqueología de un naufragio. In El Mundo Marino de Colombia: Investigación y Desarrollo de Territorios Olvidados; Castillo Murillejo, N.C., Alvis Palma, D.N., Eds.; Universidad Nacional de Colombia: Bogotá, Colombia, 2003; pp. 262–273. [Google Scholar]

	



Del Cairo, C.; Riera, C.; Báez, L.; Aldana, A. Arqueología de los naufragios de Bocachica y Manzanillo: Una aproximación a los procesos de formación de contextos arqueológicos sumergidos. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2020, 39, 17–31. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Quintana-Saavedra, D.M.; Andrade-Amaya, C.A.; Guzmán-Martínez, R.A.; Torres-Parra, R.; Prada-Rueda, P. Characterization of four shipwrecks from 1741 in Cartagena Bay. Int. Hydrogr. Rev. 2022, 27, 55–74. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Quintana-Saavedra, D.M.; Torres-Parra, R.R.; Guzmán-Martínez, R.; Anfuso, G.; Muñoz-Pérez, J.J.; Vallejo, S.; Jigena-Antelo, B. A Methodological Proposal for the Management of Submerged Cultural Heritage: Study Cases from Cartagena de Indias, Colombia. J. Mar. Sci. Eng. 2023, 11, 694. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Santos Barrera, Y.; Rojas, H. Aplicación de la hidrografía en la prospección, exploración y conservación del patrimonio cultural sumergido de la nación. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2015, 33, 221–230. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Andrade Amaya, C.A. Interpretación de imágenes de sonar de barrido lateral y de sonda multihaz sobre anomalías culturales en la bahía de Cartagena. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2021, 40, 19–24. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pardo Martínez, C.I.; Cotte Poveda, A. Science, technology, innovation, theory and evidence: The new institutionality in Colombia. Qual. Quant. 2021, 55, 845–876. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Del Cairo, C.; Santos, V.B.; Mendoza, J.A.A.; Sarmiento, J.D.; Romero, D.A.; Calderón, M.M.; Chadid, A.; Hernández, G.; Narváez, A.L. Aproximación Arqueológica e Histórica al Paisaje Marítimo de la Movilidad y Conectividad en Providencia y Santa Catalina (Colombia). Cuadiernu Rev. Int. Patrim. Museol. Soc. Mem. Territ. 2022, 10, 131–163. [Google Scholar]

	



Moreno Calderón, M.; Báez Santos, L.V. Expedición seaflower: El paisaje cultural marítimo de Providencia y Santa Catalina. Resultados preliminares. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2021, 40, 83–90. [Google Scholar]

	



Del Cairo, C.; Aldana Mendoza, J.A. Propuesta de indicadores arqueológicos para la identificación de naufragios coloniales en la bahía Cartagena de Indias. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2021, 40, 51–57. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



American Watchman and Delaware Advertiser. The reported capture of Maracaibo. American Watchman and Delaware Advertiser, 27 June 1823, Volume 2, p. 4.

	



Madueño Galán, J.M. El combate naval del lago de Maracaibo. Recopilación de las XLIV Jornadas de Historia Marítima: “La independencia de América española 1812–1828”. Instituto de Historia y Cultura Naval. Cuad. Monográficos 2012, 65, 51–81. [Google Scholar]

	



Plata, M. “El Rayo”. Exposición e Informe de Una Comisión; Imprenta de Arenas i Cancino: Socorro, Colombia, 1867. [Google Scholar]

	



US Naval History Division. Dictionary of American Naval Fighting Ships; United States Government Printing Office: Washington DC, USA, 1976; Volume 6. [Google Scholar]

	



National Republican. From South America-General News Items. National Republican, 2 December 1867, Volume 8, p. 2.

	



Memphis Daily Appeal. The News. Memphis Daily Appeal, 5 December 1867, Volume 17, p.2.

	



U.S. Congress. Index to the Executive Documents of the House of Representatives for the Third Session of the Forty-Fifth Congress, 1878-’79; Foreign Relations, No 256, Mr Bassett to Mr Evarts; Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1879; Volume I. [Google Scholar]

	



Butte Inter Mountain. Gunboat Wrecked by the Rebels. Butte Inter Mountain, 4 February 1901, Volume 21, p. 1.

	



Van Duzer, L.S. Professional Notes. Proc. United States Nav. Inst. 1901, 27, 751–840. [Google Scholar]

	



Van Duzer, L.S. Professional Notes. Operation War. Proc. United States Nav. Inst. 1902, 28, 88–164. [Google Scholar]

	



Akers, C. A History of South America: 1854–1904; J. Murray: London, UK, 1904. [Google Scholar]

	



New York Times. Colombian Gunboat Lost. The Boyaca Sinks While Entering the Channel of Port Bethsabe. New York Times, 23 February 1903, p. 2.

	



San Francisco Call. Gunboat Boyaca is Lost, but all Onboard Escape. San Francisco Call, 23 February 1903, Volume 93, 85, p. 2.

	



Armada Republica de Colombia. Fuerza de Superficie: Génesis y Desarrollo; Armada Nacional Republica de Colombia: Bogotá, Colombia, 2015. [Google Scholar]

	



Téllez Moncada, S.; Fuentes López, J.; Fabra Camacho, L. Aplicación del análisis geoestadístico para el procesamiento de datos de anomalía magnética marina sobre un naufragio en el Caribe colombiano. UD Y La Geomática 2010, 4, 107–118. [Google Scholar]

	



Quintana Saavedra, D.M.; Guzmán Martínez, R.; León Rincón, H.A.; Guzmán Sarabia, A. Parque temático de buceo integra historia y ciencia para el ejercicio de la autoridad marítima. Pais Mares 2016, 2, 31–36. [Google Scholar]

	



Armada Republica de Colombia. Base Naval ARC “Malaga” 30 Años de Presencia en el Mar de Balboa; Armada Nacional República de Colombia; Javier Cardenas Soluciones Graficas SAS: Bogotá, Colombia, 2019. [Google Scholar]

	



Universal. Armada Hunde Buques con Misiles y Torpedos de Combates por Primera Vez. Available online: https://www.eluniversal.com.co/cartagena/video-armada-hunde-buques-con-misiles-y-torpedos-de-combates-por-primera-vez-YI1486346 (accessed on 22 April 2023).

	



Naval News. Video: Colombian Navy Conducts SINKEX with Torpedo & C-Star Missile. Available online: https://www.navalnews.com/naval-news/2019/08/video-colombian-navy-conducts-sinkex-with-torpedo-c-star-missile/ (accessed on 23 April 2023).

	



Department of State. Bulletin Volume VI; Numbers 132157; 3 January–27 June 1942; United States Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1942. [Google Scholar]

	



Perkins, E.R.; Wright, A.R.; Stauffer, D.H. Foreign Relations of the United States: Diplomatic Papers, 1943; The American Republics, Colombia: Documents 1–91; United States Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1965; Volume 6. [Google Scholar]

	



Gallery, D. Twenty Million Tons under the Sea; Henry Regnery: Chicago, IL, USA, 1956. [Google Scholar]

	



Bertke, D.; Smith, G.; Kindell, D. World War II Sea War, Vol 6: The Allies Halt the Axis Advance; Bertke Publications: Dayton, OH, USA, 2014. [Google Scholar]

	



Cardona González, L. Una Colectividad Honorablemente Sospechosa. Los Alemanes, Colombia y la Segunda Guerra Mundial. Ph.D. Thesis, Universidad Nacional de La Plata, La Plata, Argentina, 2018. [Google Scholar]

	



US Naval Administration. History of the Naval Armed Guard Afloat, World War II. Fleet Maintenance Division, OP—414 (EX OP—23); Prepared under the General Supervision of the Director of Naval History; United States Government Printing Office: Washington, DC, USA, 1946. [Google Scholar]

	



Browning, R.M. United States Merchant Marine Casualties of World War II; McFarland: Jefferson, MO, USA, 2017. [Google Scholar]

	



Cressman, R.J. The Official Chronology of the US Navy in World War II; Naval Institute Press: Annapolis, MD, USA, 2016. [Google Scholar]

	



DIMAR. Atlas Cartográfico de los Océanos y Costas de Colombia; Dirección General Marítima: Bogotá, Colombia, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	



Sánchez Cortés, J. Colombia y el Océano: Una Visión Prospectiva de Cara al Tercer Milenio; FF.MM: Bogotá, Colombia, 2001. [Google Scholar]

	



Cadena, W.R.; Devia, C.A. Colombia y la territorialización de sus mares. Conflictos limítrofes y la Convención de Derecho del Mar. Rev. Prolegómenos Derechos Y Valores 2012, 15, 199–223. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Torres Ramírez, F.J.; Tejada Sánchez, N. Análisis del desarrollo, explotación y protección de los intereses marítimos de Colombia durante el siglo XXI. Derrotero 2019, 13, 133–148. [Google Scholar]

	



Mariño Arévalo, A.; Fernández Villa, D.J. El mar: Una opción de competitividad olvidada. Innovar 2006, 16, 117–126. [Google Scholar]

	



Gomez Pretel, W. Los factores de la Estrategia Marítima como potenciadores y catalizadores del desarrollo de una nación: Caso colombiano. Ens. Sobre Estrateg. Marítima 2016, 1, 65–80. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Sierra-Zamora, P.A.; Fonseca-Ortiz, T.L.; Sánchez-Tarazona, J.A. Análisis de la hidroestrategia y el derecho humano al agua en Colombia. Rev. Científ. Gen. José María Córdova 2022, 20, 24–43. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



CCO. National Policy for the Ocean and the Coastal Spaces PNOEC; Secretaría Ejecutiva Comisión Colombiana del Océano: Bogotá, Colombia, 2018. [Google Scholar]

	



Lastra Mier, R. Patrimonio cultural sumergido en Colombia. Referentes histórico-legislativos. Bol. Cient. CIOH 2021, 40, 67–74. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Molina Otero, M.R. Comentario y Crítica de Jurisprudencia y Conceptos del Consejo de Estado; Universidad Externado: Bogotá, Colombia, 2021. [Google Scholar]

	



Salge Ferro, M. El Principio Arcóntico del Patrimonio: Origen, Transformaciones y Desafíos de los Procesos de Patrimonialización en Colombia; Ediciones Uniandes—Universidad de los Andes: Bogotá, Colombia, 2018. [Google Scholar]

	



Red Universitaria de Patrimonio Cultural Sumergido. Red Universitaria del Patrimonio Arqueológico Subacuático Comunicado a la Opinión Pública a Propósito de la Declaración, Como Desierto, del Proceso de Adjudicación del Contrato de Aprovechamiento Economico del Galeón San José y Otras Disposiciones Recientes. OPCA. Available online: https://opca.uniandes.edu.co/red-universitaria-de-patrimonio-cultural-sumergido/ (accessed on 8 April 2022).

	



Red Universitaria de Patrimonio Cultural Sumergido. Las Urgencias del Patrimonio Cultural Sumergido y el Patrimonio Arqueológico en General-Comunicado de la Red Universitaria de Patrimonio Cultural Sumergido. OPCA. Available online: https://opca.uniandes.edu.co/red-universitaria-de-patrimonio-cultural-sumergido/ (accessed on 8 April 2022).

	



Potter, E.B. Sea Power: A Naval History; Prentice-Hall: Englewood Cliffs, NJ, USA, 1960. [Google Scholar]

	



Elia, R.J. US protection of underwater cultural heritage beyond the territorial sea: Problems and prospects. Int. J. Naut. Archaeol. 2000, 29, 43–56. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Delgado, J.; Varmer, O. The Public Importance of World War I Shipwrecks: Why a State Should Care and the Challenges of Protection. In Underwater Cultural Heritage from World War I, Proceedings of the Scientific Conference on the Occasion of the Centenary of World War I, Bruges, Belgium, 26–27 June 2014; UNESCO Publishing: Paris, France, 2015; pp. 105–116. [Google Scholar]

	



Collins, S. Managing historic shipwrecks in the United States. Coast. Manag. 1989, 17, 309–332. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Ruiz Manteca, R. El Régimen Jurídico del Patrimonio Cultural Subacuático: Aspectos de Derecho Interno y de Derecho Internacional, Público y Privado; Ministerio de Defensa, Secretaría General Técnica: Madrid, Spain, 2013. [Google Scholar]

	



Varmer, O. Closing the Gaps in the Law Protecting Underwater Cultural Heritage on the Outer Continental Shelf. Stan. Envtl. LJ 2013, 33, 251–286. [Google Scholar]

	



Varmer, O.; Blanco, C.M. The case for using the law of salvage to preserve underwater cultural heritage: The integrated marriage of the law of salvage and historic preservation. J. Mar. L. Com. 2018, 49, 401–424. [Google Scholar]

	



Juvelier, B. “Salvaging” history: Underwater cultural heritage and commercial salvage. Am. Univ. Int. Law Rev. 2018, 32, 1023–1045. [Google Scholar]

	



Cho, H. Evaluation of the Abandoned Shipwreck Act of 1987: Impact and Challenges for Preserving Underwater Cultural Heritage. J. Arts Manag. Law Soc. 2019, 49, 1–13. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Kaoru, Y.; Hoagland, P. The value of historic shipwrecks: Conflicts and management. Coast. Manag. 1994, 22, 195–213. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bederman, D.J. Congress Enacts Increased Protections for Sunken Military Craft. Am. J. Int. Law 2006, 100, 649–663. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Bleichner, B. Is this Ship Covered?: The Intersection of Law, Geography, and Management of Sunken Military Craft. Ph.D. Thesis, East Carolina University, Greenville, SC, USA, 2019. [Google Scholar]

	



NHHC. Field Report: USS Houston (CA-30) Divex; Report by Underwater Archaeology Branch, Naval History and Heritage Command; Department of the Navy: Washington, DC, USA, 2014. [Google Scholar]

	



Coralina-Invemar. Atlas Reserva Biósfera SeaFlower; Archipiélago de San Andrés, Providencia y Santa Catalina; Serie de Publicaciones Especiales de INVEMAR #28; CORALINA: Santa Marta, Colombia, 2012. [Google Scholar]

	



Robinson, W. The Alabama-Kearsarge Battle. A Study in Original Sources. Historical Collections of the Essex Institute; Essex Institute: Salem, MA, USA, 1924; Volume LX, pp. 209–218. [Google Scholar]

	



Gomez Pretel, W.; Jeong, M.S. Shipwreck in the Caribbean Sea: Analysis in the Loss of the U.S.S. Kearsarge-Roncador Cay, Colombia (1894). J. Mar. Isl. Cult. 2020, 9, 14–21. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Dudley, W.S. American Naval archaeology: Past and prologue. In Maritime Archaeology: A Reader of Substantive and Theoretical Contributions; The Springer Series in Underwater, Archaeology; Babits, L.E., Van Tilburg, H., Eds.; Springer: Boston, MA, USA, 1998; pp. 105–109. [Google Scholar]

	



U.S. Department of the Navy. Official Military Personnel File; Anderson Robbins. Bureau of Navigation. 7/5/1862–11/18/1909. Record Group 24: Records of the Bureau of Naval Personnel, 1798–2007; National Personnel Records Center: St. Louis, MO, USA, 1894. [Google Scholar]

	



Neyland, R.S. Sovereign immunity and the management of United States naval shipwrecks. In Underwater Archaeology; James, S.R., Stanley, C., Eds.; The Society for Historical Archaeology: Uniontown, PA, USA, 1996; pp. 98–104. [Google Scholar]

	



Beittel, J.S. Colombia: Background and US Relations (Updated). Curr. Politics Econ. South Cent. Am. 2019, 12, 295–361. [Google Scholar]

	



Guérout, M. The Engagement Between the C.S.S. Alabama and the U.S.S. Kearsarge 19 May 1864. The Archeological Discovery 1984–1988. Mar. Mirror 1988, 74, 355–359. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	



Pallas, W.J. The Doctrine of State Succession and the Law of Historic Shipwrecks, The Bell of the Alabama: United States v. Steinmetz. Tulane Marit. Law J. 1992, 17, 343–352. [Google Scholar]

	



NHHC. Naval History and Heritage Command. CSS Alabama Wreck Site (1864). A Confederate Shipwreck in France. Available online: https://www.history.navy.mil/research/underwater-archaeology/sites-and-projects/ship-wrecksites/css-alabama.html (accessed on 29 April 2023).

	



Fuentes, N. Atlas Histórico Marítimo de Colombia: Siglos XVI–XVIII; Editorial Comisión Colombiana del Océano: Bogotá, Colombia, 2015. [Google Scholar]

	



Martín, J.G.; Rivera, J. Arqueología en el Caribe colombiano: Balance, retos y perspectivas. In 20 Años de Estudios Sobre el Caribe Colombiano; Bonet, J., Valbuena, G., Eds.; Banco de la República: Bogotá, Colombia, 2020; pp. 279–306. [Google Scholar]

	



Valencia, I.H. Multiculturalismo y seguridad fronteriza en el archipiélago de San Andrés y Providencia. Observatorio Colombiano de Violencia y Gobernanza, Friedrich-Ebert-Stiftung. Análisis 2015, 6, 3–20. [Google Scholar]

	



International Court of Justice. Territorial and Maritime Dispute (Nicaragua v. Colombia). Judgment I.C.J. Reports 2012; International Court of Justice: Hague, The Netherlands, 2012; Available online: https://www.icj-cij.org/case/124/judgments (accessed on 3 May 2023).

	



United Nations. Treaty Collections. United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea Status. Available online: https://treaties.un.org/pages/ViewDetailsIII.aspx?src=TREATY&mtdsg_no=XXI-6&chapter=21&Temp=mtdsg3&clang=_en (accessed on 21 April 2023).

	



da Silva, R.A.; Herrera Tovar, J.M. Constructing America from the sea: Maritime archaeology research, international cooperation and best practices in the underwater cultural heritage of Latin America. J. Marit. Archaeol. 2017, 12, 149–162. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]












	
	
Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.











© 2023 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).






nav.xhtml


  heritage-06-00258


  
    		
      heritage-06-00258
    


  




  





media/file0.png





