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1. Normative Hierarchy Theory.
2. Cooperation.

3. Subordination.

4. Prima facie.

5. Intellectual Property Law.

6. Antitrust Law.



VA LG acled g7y 3 5 lxid il ekl & L

dliwws .(Michaels and Pauwelyn, 2012: 356) ool o,k ,0 S oo 0l odbo La]
GBoa> el jo J3ls e ale (g5 o LT aS col cpl 03lo s o )] 4 llie ol a5 Lo
| e a5 505 s 26l58 s el dla, 5, 5 el
Hedlom @ o b st S ST i cnljo S8 08y Jhellinn Boia aelgd Lo Ly, 5o
g oot as aiw b ol o] 59l wams Coglgl ba i g acled plo pl) gloaclB b lbun
el peal il a0 ylas 4y dgy ol jo ST S 098 oo 0uregd calioslay gyl weled (g5
A 53 ol oty oty 45 ol ) i S igsi 8 il 03,55 sl L3l s
i 55 i 5 sttt 51 (ol olls Ll ey il 55 Cepadly o
el (655 JSS

ol alad & 185 poghe Ay clundd iSn 5o Cewl oad LSS o sl allas
RSPV I SRR V- PEILE VIR N | I 5:3- B PP S PRC SO DN | ORI COW g 7
G 0 5 b bl oy o jsb 4 (500 35 elsd g3y po A cnl g
235 dalgs )18 Alae 8590 pia Bei (Mellinm slaolSols dyg) )3 j9250 & 50 pgms

A3 35 $lma i aakds & b
obe N ame (Boke 4yl Boi aslgd Lo il pealides (Shig (ogas s 4k (e
SS9 90 ozl pdS Ll pealidis e plla (Koskenniemi, 1997: 566) Cowl ¥ S
Iy Giass el oncls ja Ly ailodljealides glls sim aslsd aSiyl Consss scanl ovns
aclgd 5l golass S ( oS Blad an op5l,3 aelgd asiyl pgo 9wl oo S50 5 8aclB o
wig) dol e aLS aelsh Sl g bige Suo5 pye (ol 4 595 50 g aien (g3
a8 5,13 3929 bk por Wity ool sloasls Y epdS soym pllas wl, 45 (VoY AV YAA
2ly e 0,5 o Gloacl s I 1) 055 el oacld pl 5 Conl Chage 4 sliy Job
ol 8ol L il ;5 a5 ols ucld 5 conl ol 8acl Sl allss Sy aelsd dain oo
Be—a> S .(Koskenniemi, 1997: 567) a_ws o JSis |, Bgix pllas Wloads ol
ondly Blieay |, badss &g, o ool sucls a5 wils o velsd 51 ool ol 1) (Ll pes
|y layga8 )i, (S ok ) a5 Wi oo 00l) (sutelyd Bye 5l g 0 o plolid lonels

1. Pure Theory of Law.
2. Hans Kelsen.

3. Pyramide Juridique.

4. Grundnorm.

5. Pacta Sunt Servanda.
6. Law-Creating Fact.
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1. H.L.A. Hart.

2. A priori.

3. Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (23 May 1969), Entry into Force: 27 January 1980, arts.
53,64.

4. Fundamental.

5. Slobodan Milosevic.
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6. Federal Republic of Yugoslavia.
7. International Criminal Tribunal for the former Yugoslavia (ICTY).
8. Immunity.
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1. Pierre Marie Dupuy.

2. lex posterior derogat legi priori.

3. lex specialis.

4. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, arts. 26,42,48.

5. Fragmentation of International Law: Difficulties Arising from the Diversification and Expansion of
International Law, U.N. Doc. A/CN.4/L.682 (Apr. 13, 2006).

6. erga omnes.
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1. Fundamental.

2. Elementary Considerations of Humanity (Corfu Channel case (United Kingdom v. Albania) I1.C.J.
Reports 1949, p. 22).

3. Intransgressible Principles of International Law (Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons
case, Advisory Opinion, I.C.J. Reports 1996, para. 79).

4. Fragmentation of International Law: Difficulties Arising from the Diversification and Expansion of
International Law, U.N. Doc. A/CN.4/L.682 (Apr. 13, 2006), para. 31.

5. Prosecutor v. Anto Furundzija, ICTY, 10 December 1998, paras. 144,153,154.

6. European Court of Justice.
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1. Kadi and Al Barakaat International Foundation v. Council and Commission, 3 September 2008, E.C.R
1-6351, para. 303.

2. International Community as a whole.

3. jus cogens.

4. Armed Activities on the Territory of the (Democratic Republic of the Congo v. Rwanda), 3 February
2006, pp. 31-32, para. 64.

5. Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (Croatia v.
Serbia), 3 February 2015, para. 87.
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2. Humanization.
3. Extradition.
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Case of Soering v. the United Kingdom, The European Court of Human Rights, ) cousls iy 548>
((ECHR), Application no. 14038/88, 07 July 1989, paras. 12-26 & p. 44

1. Exchange of Inter-state Interests.

2. Right to Freedom of Speech.

3. Personal Dignity.

4. Interdependence.

5. Indivisibility.

6. Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action, U.N. Doc. A/CONF.157/23, (July 12, 1993).

International Conference on ) o)l,¢5 yio 39> Sl il a8 olos aw VW ssle jo b dgl (sl adl Y
A edlel (Human Rights, Teheran, 22 April to 13 May 1968, U.N. Doc. A/ICONF. 32/41 at 3 (1968)
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1. Deschenes.

2. The U.N Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities.
3. Professor Meron.

4. Non retroacitivity.

5. Henry Shue.

6. Barcelona Traction Case (Bel. v. Spain), 1970 I.C.J., para. 33-34.
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1. Demir and Baykara v Turkey, App No 34503/97, 12 November 2008, para. 55.

2. Demir and Baykara v. Turkey, Ibid para. 68, citing Soering v. the United Kingdom, Series A No 161 (7
July 1989), para. 102; Vo v. France (GC), App No 53924/00, Reports 2004-VIll, para. 82; and
Mamatkulov and Askarov v. Turkey (GC), App Nos 46827/99 and 46951/99, Reports 2005-1, para.
121.

3. Living Instrument.

4. The UN Human Rights Committee.
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1. Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, aiming at the
abolition of the death penalty, Adopted and proclaimed by General Assembly resolution 44/128 of 15
December 1989.

. Right to Life.

. Judge v Canada, (829/1998) 5 August 2002, UN doc CCPR/C/78/D/829/1998, para 10.3.

. Mauritius.

. Nondiscrimination.

. The Right of States to Control Entry to or Expulsion from its Territory.

. the decision of the Human Rights Committee in Shirin Aumeeruddy-Cziffra and 19 other Mauritian
women v Mauritius, Communication No 35/1978, UN Doc CCPR/C/OP/1, 67 (1984).

8. The Committee Against Torture has also acknowledged this point in Agiza v Sweden, Communication

No 233/2003, UN Doc CAT/C/34/D/233/2003 (2005).
9. SC Res. 1566, 8 October 2004 and SC Res. 1373, 28 September 2001.
10. United Nations Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.
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1. Lex specialis.

2. International Religious Freedom Act of 1998 (IRFA), Pub. L. No. 105-292.

3. Prefecture of Voiotia v. Federal Republic of Germany, No. 137/1997 (Ct. Ist Inst. Leivadia, Oct.
30,1997).

4. Distomo.

5. Ibid., supra note 24, at 599.
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7. Prefecture of Voiotia v. Fed. Republic of Germany, No. 11/2000 (Areios Pagos [Hellenic Sup. Ct.]
May 4, 2000).
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2. Al - Adsani v. United Kingdom, No 357/63/97, ECHR, 2001.

3. One of the Most Fundamental VValues of the Democratic Societies.

4. Al - Adsani v. United Kingdom, No 357/63/97, ECHR, 2001, Dissenting Opinion of Judges Rozakis,
Caflisch, Wildhaber, Costa, Cabral Barreto, and Vajic, para. 1.

5. lbid., para. 3.
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. ECHR Judgment, Concurring Opinion of Judges Pellonpaa and Bratza, at 108.

German Democratic Republic (GDR).

. Streletz, Kessler & Krenz v. Germany, 2001-11; Eur. Ct. H.R. at 11 72 & 94 (GC judgment Mar. 22,
2001).

. Tysild v. Poland, Appl. No. 5410/03, Eur. Ct. H.R. (Fourth Section) (judgment of Mar. 20, 2007.

. Extradition.

. Soering v. Unitad Kingdom, No 161; Application No 14038/88, ECHR 7 July 1989, para 85.

. Einhorn v. France, App No 71555/0, ECHR 2001-XI, para 31.

. Fair Trial.

. Mohammed Ali Hassan Al-Moayad v. Germany (n 38), Application no. 35865/03, ECHR 2007, para 101.
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. Refugee.

. Society Interests.

. The Refugee Convention (1951).

Jabari v. Turkey, App No 40035/98, ECHR (Fourth Section), 11 July 2000.

. Hatton v United Kingdom, App No 36022/97, (2003) 37 ECtHR 28, para. 86.

. Heathrow Airport.

. Right to Respect for Private and Family Life.

. Victims of the Tugboat, "13 de Marzo" v. Cuba, Case 11.436, Inter-Am. C.H.R., Report No. 47/96,
OEA/ Ser.L/V/11.95, doc. 7, (1996).

9 Right to Life.

10. Organization of American States (OAS).

11. American Convention on Human Rights.

12. Juridical Condition and Rights the Undocumented Migrants, Advisory Opinion, Inter-Am. Ct. Hum.

Rts. (ser. A) No. 18 (2003), paras. 60,110.
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1. Michael Domingues (United States), Case 12.285, Inter-Am. C.H.R., Report No. 62/02, OEA/Ser.L/V/
111117, doc.1, (2003), para 49.

2. Equality.

3. Juridical Condition and Rights the Undocumented Migrants, Advisory Opinion, Inter-Am. Ct. Hum.
Rts. (ser. A) No. 18 (2003), paras 47,100.

4. Ibid., para. 4.

5. Martness.
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6. Ibid., para. 47. ey =

7. Baruch Ivcher Bronstein v. Peru (6 February 2001) IACtHR (Ser C) No 74 (icher Bronstein[)] paras.
3,4, 62, 125.
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1. The African Commission on Human and Peoples[ Rights.

2. Right to Property.

3. Right to Religion.

4. African Commission HPR, Case 276/2003, Centre for Minority Rights Development (Kenya) and
Minority Rights Group International on behalf of Endorois Welfare Council v Kenya.

5. Invocation.

6. Draft Articles on the Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts, 2001, Article 48(1)(b).
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