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The Chamizal Case (Mexico v. cdﬁi OGOl (8

United States), Award of 15 June 1911, UNRIAA, vol. XI (Sales No.
1961.V.4), p. 309, at pp. 323-335; Affaire de I'indemnité russe (Russia
v. Turkey), Award of 11 November 1912, ibid., p. 421, at p. 433;
Interpretation of the air transport services agreement between the
United States of America and France, Award of 22 December 1963,
ibid., vol. XVI (Sales No. E/F.69.V.1), p. 5; Interpretation of the air
transport services agreement between the United States of America and
Italy, Award of 17 July 1965, ibid., p. 75, at p. 100; Case concerning a
dispute between Argentina and Chile concerning the Beagle Channel,
Award of 18 February 1977, ibid., vol. XXI (Sales No. E/F.95.V.2),
p. 53; Case concerning the delimitation of the continental shelf between
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, and the
French Republic, decision of 30 June 1977, ibid., vol. XVIII (Sales No.
Case concerning the location of boundary markers in ¢E/F.80.V.7),p. 3
4(03’\-& YYo as LYy Tuba between Egypt and Israel
YAV-Y .4 oladl cov-ot o
boundary between Guinea and Guinea-Bissau, Award of 14 February
1985, UNRIAA, vol. XIX (Sales No. E/F.90.V.7), p. 149, at p. 175, para.
66; Southern Bluefin Tuna Cases (New Zealand—Japan, Australia—Japan),

Delimitation of the maritime

Award on jurisdiction and admissibility, Decision of 4 August 2000, ibid.,
vol. XXIII (Sales No. E/F.04.V.15), p. 1, at pp. 45-46; and Tax regime
governing pensions paid to retired UNESCO officials residing in France
(France v. UNESCO), Award of 14 January 2003, ibid., vol. XXV (Sales

.No. E/F.05.V.5), pp. 231-266, at p. 258, para. 70

The United States of America, et al. v. The Islamic %51 (©)
Republic of Iran, et al., Award of 25 January 1984, Iran—United States
Claims Tribunal Reports, vol. 5, p. 71; Houston Contracting Company
v. National Iranian Oil Company, et al., Award of 22 July 1988, ibid.,
.vol. 20, p. 3, at pp. 56-57

MV “Saiga” case (No. 2) (Saint Vincent and the i) Y
.Grenadines v. Guinea), Judgment, ITLOS Reports 1999, p. 10

Case of Soering v. the United Kingdom, Judgment of 7 ) )
July 1989, Application no. 14038/88, European Court of Human Rights,
Series A: Judgments and Decisions, vol. 161; Loizidou v. Turkey,
Judgment of 18 December 1996 (Merits and Just Satisfaction),
Application No. 15318/89, ibid., vol. 1996-VI, p. 2216, at p. 2236;
Bankovi¢ and Others v. Belgium et al., Grand Chamber decision of 12
December 2001  (Admissibility), Application no. 52207/99, ibid.,
vol. 2001-XII; and Ocalan v. Turkey, Judgment of 12 May 2005,
.Application no. 46221/99, ibid., vol. 2005-1V

Prosecutor v. Dusko Tadi¢, Case No. IT-94-1-A, JE\ N

Judgement of 15 July 1999, Appeals Chamber, International Tribunal for

i\ .the Former Yugoslavia, Judicial Supplement No. 6, June/July 1999
LM, vol. 38 (1999), p. 1518 Ll
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Temple of Preah Vihear (Cambodia v. S ;-\ Llas e ¢ sl )
Thailand), Merits, Judgment, 1.C.J. Reports 1962, p. 6 at pp.33-34;
Certain Expenses of the United Nations (Article 17, paragraph 2, of the
Charter), Advisory Opinion of 20 July 1962, 1.C.J. Reports 1962, p. 151,
at p. 160; and Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence
of South Africa in Namibia (South West Afiica) notwithstanding Security
Council Resolution 276 (1970), Advisory Opinion, 1.C.J. Reports 1971, p.
Leilaw U LY o e 2SS0 ool U3 .16, at p. 22, para. 22
Kasikili/Sedudu Island < j)j-{«»/‘;é’@b/ Sy A 3 ERIY]
(BotswanalNamibia), Judgment, 1.C.J. Reports 1999, p. 1045, at p. 1076,
.para. 50.

Competence of the ILO in regard to tgsjf-i Llad e il ()
International Regulation of the Conditions of the Labour of Persons
Employed in Agriculture, Advisory Opinion of 12 August 1922, PCIlJ,
Series B, No. 2, pp. 3840; Interpretation of Article 3, Paragraph 2 of
the Treaty of Lausanne, Advisory Opinion of 21 November 1925, PCIJ,
Series B, No. 12, p. 24; Jurisdiction of the European Commission of the
Danube, Advisory Opinion of 8 December 1927, PCIJ, Series B, No.
14, p. 27, at pp. 62-63; and Jurisdiction of the Courts of Danzig,
.Advisory Opinion of 3 March 1928, PCLJ, Series B, No. 15, p. 18
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Japan — Taxes on Alcoholic Beverages, AB-1996-2, JE\ &)
Report of the WTO Appellate Body (WT/DS8/AB/R, WT/DS10/AB/R,
WT/DS11/AB/R), 1 November 1996 ; European Communities — Customs
Classification of Certain Computer Equipment, AB-1998-2, Report of the
WTO  Appellate  Body ~ (WT/DS62/AB/R,  WT/DS67/AB/R,
WT/DS68/AB/R), 22 June 1998, DSR 1998:111, 1851; United States —
Laws, Regulations and Methodology for Calculating Dumping Margins
(“Zeroing”), Report of the Panel (WT/DS294/R), 9 May 2006, paras.
7.214-7.218; Chile — Price Band System and Safeguard Measures
Relating to Certain Agricultural Products, Report of the Panel
(WT/DS207/R), 23 October 2002, paras. 7.78-7.101; European
Communities — Customs Classification of Frozen Boneless Chicken Cuts,
AB-2005-5, Report of the WTO Appellate Body (WT/DS269/AB/R and
Corr.1, WT/DS286/AB/R and Corr.1), 27 September 2005, paras. 253—
260 and 271-273; and United States — Measures Affecting the Cross-
Border Supply of Gambling and Betting Services, Report of the WTO
Appellate Body (WT/DS285/AB/R), 20 April 2005, pp. 6466, paras.
.190-195

Medellin v. Texas, Judgment of 25 «JW) Lo e il (V1)
March 2008, 552 U.S. 491(2008) (slip opinion at pp. 20-21); Trans World
Airlines, Inc. v. Franklin Mint Corp. et al., 466 U.S. 243 (1984); R. v.
Secretary of State for the Environment on the Application of Channel
Tunnel Group, 23 July 2001, ILR, vol. 125 (2004), p. 580, at pp. 296-597,
para. 48; Morris v. KLM Royal Dutch Airlines [2002] UKHL7, 2 AC 628;
ILDC 242 (UK 2002); Attorney-General v. Zaoui and Inspector-General
of Intelligence and Security and Human Rights Commission, [2005]
NZSC 38, ILDC 81 (NZ 2005); 4. v. B., Swiss Federal Supreme Court,
Ist Civil Law Chamber, 8 April 2004, BGE 130 III 430, ILDC 343
(CH 2004); and Bouzari v. Iran (2004), 243 DLR (4th) 406, ILDC 175
.(CA 2004)
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Arbitration regarding the Iron Rhine (“ljzeren Rijn”) A\
Railway between the Kingdom of Belgium and the Kingdom of the
Netherlands, Decision of 24 May 2005, UNRIAA, vol. XXVII (Sales
.No. E/F.06.V.8), p. 35, at p. 73, para. 80
I. Charney, “The impact on the international legal L5 A\
system of the growth of international courts and tribunals”, New York
University Journal of International Law and Politics, vol. 31, No. 4
B. Kingsbury, “Foreword: is the Lm,\ JEJ\ €(1999), pp. 697 et seq.
proliferation of international courts and tribunals a systemic problem?”,

.ibid., pp. 679 et seq

Interpretation of Article 3, Paragraph 2 of the Treaty of  (\A\)
YE e c(a‘)’u’—f (@M by sl Ly Lausanne

Tyrer V. the United Kingdom, Judgment of 25 April 1978, V)
Application no. 5856/72, European Court of Human Rights, Series A:
Judgments and Decisions, vol. 26, para. 31; Marckxv. Belgium,
Judgment of 13 June 1979, Application no. 6833/74, ibid., vol. 31, para.
41; Airey v. Ireland, Judgment of 9 October 1979, Application
Loizidou v. Turkey, Preliminary 9 $no. 6289/73, ibid., vol. 32, para. 26
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.2, Amsterdam, Elsevier, 1995, pp. 1416-1426, at pp. 1419 et seq
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Parliamentary Group of the Party of Democratic Socialismin (Y 9)
the German Federal Parliament v. Federal Government, 22 November
2001, 2 BVE 6/99, ILDC 134 (DE 2001); Parliamentary Group of the
PDS/Die Linke in the German Parliament v. Federal Government, 3 July
.2007, 2 BVE 2/07, ILDC 819 (DE 2007)

G. Ress, “Verfassungsrechtliche Auswirkungen der YY)

Fortentwicklung volkerrechtlicher Vertrdge”, in W. Fiirst ef al. (eds.),

Festschrift fiir Wolfgang Zeidler, vol. 2, Berlin, 1987, pp. 1775 et seq., at
.p. 1779
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King v. Bristow Helicopters Ltd, United Kingdom House of (YY)
.Lords [2002] UKHL 7, [2002] 2 AC 628; ILDC 242 (UK 2002), para. 98
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interpretation, the Constitution, and the rule of law”, Virginia Journal of
International Law, vol. 42 (2001-2002), pp. 163-263; and Ph.
R. Trimble and A.W. Koff, "All fall down: the treaty power in the
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