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1. Preliminary Objections.

2. see: Northern Cameroons Case (Cameroon v. Great Britain), 1.C.J. Reports 1963, p. 15.

3. Third Party.

4. see: Monetary Gold Case (ltaly v. France, Great Britain and USA), I.C.J. Reports 1954, p.
19.

5.Compromise.

6. HerschLauterpacht.

7. Julius Stone.
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1. General Principle of Law.

2. Hans Kelsen.

3. Cited in: Paz, 2012: 432-433.
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5. Cited in: (Weil, 1998: 117).
6. Reparation.
7. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.
31.
8. Interpretation of Peace Treaties with Bulgaria, Hungary and Romania, 1.C.J. Opinion 1950,
p. 71.
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1. Jura novit curia.
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(Sugihara, 2012: 77-109).
2. Fisheries Jurisdiction (United Kingdom v. Iceland), 1.C.J. Reports 1974, para. 17; Fisheries
jurisdiction (Federal Republic of Germany v Iceland), 1.CJ.Reports 1974, para. 18.
3. Expeditreipublicaeut sit finis litium.
4. Ne bis in idem.
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1. Silence or Obscurity of the Law.

2. Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States and Nationals of
States 1965, art.42(2).

3. Arbitration Rules of United Nations Commission on International Trade Law 1976, art.
35(1).

4. Most Appropriate.

5. Arbitration Rules of Institute of the Stockholm Chamber of Commerce, art. 27(1).

6. World Trade Organization.
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting

Opinion of Judge Higgins, para. 32.

2. exaequo et bono.
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Convention on the Settlement of Investment Disputes between States and Nationals of States

1965, art.41(3); Arbitration Rules of United Nations Commission on International Trade Law

1976, art.35(2); Arbitration Rules of Institute of the Stockholm Chamber of Commerce,

art.27(3).
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1. Advisory Committee of Jurists.

2. "the blind alley of non liquet".

3. Elihu Root and Lord Philimore.

4. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Vice-President Schwebel, p. 322.

5. Permanent Court of International Justice, Advisory Committee of Jurists, Procés- Verbaux
of the Pvoceedings of the Committee, June 16th-July 24th, 1920, The Hague, 1920, pp. 307-
320,332, 344.

6. Qui tacetconsentirevidetursiloquidebuisset ac potuisset.

7. Temple of PreahVihear (Cambodia v. Thailand), I.C.J. Reports 1962, p. 21.
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1. Discretion.
2. Fisheries Jurisdiction Case, 1.C.J. Reports 1974, para. 40.
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1. Asylum Case (Colombia v. Peru), 1.C.J. Reports 1950, pp. 272-274.
2. Convention on Asylum of Havana 1928.

3. Rule of Law.

4 . Asylum Case (Colombia v. Peru), I.C.J. Reports 1950, p. 280.

5. lbid.

6. Asylum Case (Colombia v. Peru), I.C.J. Reports 1950, p. 288.
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1. Accordance with international law of the unilateral declaration of independence in respect
of Kosovo, I.C.J. Opinion 2010, paras.84, 123(3).

2. Neutral.

3. Accordance with international law of the unilateral declaration of independence in respect
of Kosovo, 1.C.J. Opinion 2010, Declaration of Judge Simma, para. 9.

4. Lotus Case, Judgment No. 9, 1927, P.C.1.J. Series A, No. 10, p. 18-21.

5. Behaviour not expressly prohibited by international law was authorized by that fact alone.
6. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Separate Opinion
of Judge Guillaume, para. 3.
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1. Accordance with international law of the unilateral declaration of independence in respect
of Kosovo, I.C.J. Opinion 2010, para. 56.
2. Secession.
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1. Accordance with international law of the unilateral declaration of independence in respect
of Kosovo, I.C.J. Opinion 2010, Dissenting Opinion by Judge Bennouna, paras. 67,69.

2. Accordance with international law of the unilateral declaration of independence in respect
of Kosovo, I.C.J. Opinion 2010, declaration by Judge Simma, para. 9.

3. Casting Vote.

Sl st g e Ja ages pame e & Olgs D35 Gl b S Olps B S Olpe 4 1l 56
Gosls)l 3 plee |y =0 oses o S 4 ol (pasia sk 4 S ()N 0 dy o g 53 Oy olab
.(Heffernan, 1998: 154; Legality of the 5 5,1, s ses e Sl )3 b Ols oS A8 (Sl (I
Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Oda,
03 aalld 53 & ol el 5l pleze Fai N Gles (58 peana pde 45 el Ly candl PAra. 55)
(Statute of the olus gl Sosie 4k Sl culsys il 3 glael & Cond s (dsdor o st
s Olps )b 2 .(Perez, 1997: 431) -l sazas § L > International Court of Justice, art. 65)
(World - sligy sler Olosle sl =53 45 bsspo o OF 5 e eslinal 550 4 ki 431, pde Ll 3L
5 s BT 5 o g (glazaa Gl 3,208 g3 sn o ga 3 Olgs | Trade Organization (WHO))
bl s O Gl (28 il daslbne 53 Clgs S g 4 (glazas shc’jw Sheslinal Ll ¢ aoms 3
oo VBl b dad e (glalias 15 i ool Olgs ($3 5 dalst il Sler Ol aabislad alax 51 Wl G 5i

O VAT (S5 65 sl el
4. Statute of the International Court of Justice, art.55(2).
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1’996, Para. 105(2)(E).
Sheslizad 4y Ol o 1 Olges 5 5 ol 03,5l lebl sl slagds b alaly 53 By Oz 45 sy a5 L
Sypn S el 5 g e g 3 (G Dl (pl ol el S50 Bl 5 (S5 b pled slapdle
— Halon Gaim 53 IS 6 lapShe Sl eslinal S gr Oly 4 T4ty s Sl w5 Ols S 13 sl
[(Thurer, 2003: 351) ol g sias OSLS ol 5 o 55 ciled ¢ gen = oo b Slialas
Flar P L e s e g DD (Glatan Sl 2,8 L i 02 G5B 4 s Ol Sy 5 Y
(OUChi, 1998: 112) wsy §yd 30 ot 53 sk St 44 Mhine 35 5 1 5 oy s 1 i
3. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Declaration of
Judge Vereshchetin, p. 280.

4. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Koroma, p. 558.
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, I.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Vice-President Schwebel, p. 322.

2. Lotus Case, Judgment No. 9, 1927, P.C.1.J. Series A, No. 10, p. 18-21 (Behaviour not
expressly prohibited by international law was authorized by that fact alone).

3. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Shahabuddeen, p. 390.

st awdlel o (SN0 dn 53 Ol Sl pdles L 351 Sl dalé sy« —65beed B0l s )
;;;; JEJJ CJJM O lejf Iy el Q.ﬁ} PR M\ﬂ S M}ftﬁl st W [)\};_3 J\};L ;,_:‘ PLY .4\;5‘_5.4 rW!
Slre Bospe ol okiS pee Mdlow Giim 3 el ja s ol il L Gt Glapde & Jus
.(Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Declaration of «..;

President Bedjaoui, paras. 10-15)



\YaA th.:U cf}) a)w c(,.fhb)'b“ 09>

ot 53 3,8 o 513 Ol a5 3550 45 s sl ) il LISAT il S
) e i et GBS s el (SN0 dy GBI STLL 53 Ol 5L
53 L goer Slats G & Joyi b Lidg o5 485 513 ar 55 350 s ol
ol by il Sleslie s Jlesl BB Madlop Gpi> del58 b & ke
s Olss 45 S e 0L bl oK ol il i Gsi gl 5 Aol 3
L;lj_gdwwejd.asdk_.xﬁfi{d)&pé\wcv&.w&)lfjuurﬂ.o\j\
S g e gla ol Ll 5 5o (et O Sl esliad b L S san jalS
O Ol ol Leagls sy B st ol ot 3 Cpn O Cud g e
S ol &l 3 5y B g 236 S (glats Dl Sl eslinal i oS 5 e
CmébbLgl_a;,_b.a»;j_iﬁjl_gu_:p-éj_:fa\.?%:;w\jmugjslsxé@l
L Gillae il glemn 250 5l oalinal &5 iy Lol &5 Ol 55 5l (glens
Cj_la.a Ly S ol ﬂ;.a)\: Qﬁuﬁ"ut{ \‘«&;’- 33 é;ﬁ;—»;r((&e—ﬁdj};-»
(eIl G 558 Cano ) S ls J e ailiv s i Gy LT 45 AS
B S o Sl o a3 1 Bk T S Ol oS 55l
aS wliw s iy adloy Gsi 55 Glares gl Sl oslinal Coe sias G
DS o s OF 355 5t a0 (N0 sy s SIS s Ol
dns ol 3 i S sl (6l slon et 65 ol gnly gl eiasOlis

1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Higgins, para. 2.

2. Nuclear-Weapon States.

3. jus ad bellum.

4. jus in bello.

5. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Para. 86.

6. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Higgins, para. 29.
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting

Opinion of Judge Higgins, para. 32.

2. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Para. 105(2)(F).

35,6 Olse Cow st OIS s el Y glares Slapdh edd 53 Ol S50 a ks sl 3 Jle e 5l e X

Ot S O Klg ad 5 ol s> 5l 5 gora Z,ué‘;} S lesl ul 55 08 S T el Al s 8 5a
.(Lauterpacht, 1933: 180) s ls [a5l5 555 55 4w 3 5,5 515 bl 5,

4. Facts.

5. Clean and Precise Nuclear Weapons.

6. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting

Opinion of Judge Higgins, paras. 30-31.

7. Charter of United Nations, art. 92.

8. Charter of United Nations, art.2(4).
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1. Charter of United Nations, art. 33.

2. Charter of United Nations, art.94(1).

3. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Paras.
35,105(2)(E).
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Higgins, para. 32.

2. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, I.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Shahabuddeen, p. 174.

3. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Dissenting
Opinion of Judge Weeramantry, p. 85.
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1. Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons, 1.C.J. Opinion 1996, Separate Opinion
of Judge Ranjeva, p. 304.
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