BIEEEE Al 9l o] A &
EFHRIAS] TR £R

s & A7

. EEEIHY 'R

BRI ERART HES B2 EEE Aold wAsle BHY HFE AEZT & J+= RPAT
o EEGES A4 TAAdoR = Yo R A% BEE /AL A gerh #EiA
BHFT= B AANA EEE Aoldl WA= FHFd oA BN R FERES P4
T 4 dx gl HA Eae, ool Z-g & 195560 Yo} Isreal vs Bulgaria fiizehi#z
BREES] R AT FRAA ohgalk 2ol wld Aelw F L KA REH
i wiERS 438t oA ek ” “- i 36fF+= San Francisco ¢l glol A wivb4=¢ REE
o] ojatel] wbsle] TEHHY FiES RS EEEHCO A HARIL BHEMQ A2 FESke IR
et "1

ol# 3t Foll FaA HAFT HELS 366 1HAA RAFTS HHEL Szl HER FE A+
olg &% F el A 239 AL weldA vbgak Zo] FASL Aot

REIFTS FEE-L EHFEo| RIFTA ifste e HEF 9 BEEHS T8 BT ¥ ED
oA 53 A B ARl #l Al

a2 36 2l A 4EZA el AR BF Ashe RPTY FES 43T + de
nhE7] A8 BEMS GRS HIES Ak vk olAe] fEst wale HEEIHY
olel, o] HEEHE A B vha3l 2o

2, & HE2 EHEY BRt ohs TR 3T ' EBEM HFd 33T BRI FEL
TYT BHE TUSE MR AlF A A ERI =3 SHIE SEMC] BEHH
oletz Qs AL dAER EFYE + A+

* ERL mhEdE
1. I.C.]J. Reports 1959, pp. 139, 145.
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2 RIEKE Bk (A 14, 1967)

xS i A

Bapk ko] £

F91 A Fon EEREBY R = HEY HE

EIfREH] BRA A B HH = o @l
. 8 BEEE MEHCR SHER =v AT @R Q4 WAkt wg —
ﬁEﬂ RS Astd AdE + U=

4. 1 EEE BRES FHRRC FReEE wHRRES 1BAS HE EHE 2 R
Hicell 43

-Q" tn .U .m

HetA g ool T BRI v Fe] Beo}l BEEHC olw HiEES A
o= ow g EMRIES T F et dalA dob muA dE wielvl 2 $4 HE
36 A} @ HEHE ForsA LdekE

S. WRHEERFIEBART B2 36kl wiel YAl HEL2A ofF HbE ARE AL
B HHEE Aboldle 2 EFol AL AT WME % EES K wek g
EBEFIFT BB FES T dE AoE AFUY,

B TS glel ol& WRBBRFEAAMS MME © ol T RAFY BB T
Zafoll A K&7E BAE Abeel dlvlele SelA AR KGB #HEd 3 Aok o
Pl WREAY BB FES £YT EE S EERA A0A RAFT HEY KEE g
= #0199 =HE A2d 539 PHE A guE FEEFRERAY HEL Tk 5
A AL & 4 & 248 A7 A elv). Isreal vs Bulgaria o fiizeBiRa ko] ¢l o] 4
= #HPFTE 9AR A3 el o] transformatio ipso jureell= A ARy BREAF 9}

5 EERe EEY RAN S22 BEEe2A 1 HE o ok HhE F: JdE el
WallAnl 258 FAERA HRAF Figd ST REZ BHE Aoldh, «eld FBL
Bl ool A= HREBEAERSIS Aot A 19 BHW Bk #hS A
2R J25dAle #HE #EReleln dte At douA ge Aeleh 2 a¥dn: v
2% The Temple of Preah Vihear Case (Cambodia v. Thailand)el] 9ol A #2UfF7} FER
gk uhel zbo] MM ARl Foll MY EHE H& Vel WAL 19 2L #
o] 36 5HztE FAAIZF Qe vHE Kkl g3 A F dE 5ol slE o #se
As Al Qo] RHFTY HHMEHEE T9€ + & 7H54ol 3335 AL opn.3

H#E2 36[F 6ol &

2. IC.J. Reports 1959, pp. 136-145.
3. LC.]. Reports 1961, pp. 25-35.
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BBl glel A BEREIRS BAYBIR g

6. #AF HHES A4 kel DY FAE A ALl RAFFE HpzA 27
e},

ek o] gle}, o] [4IHd] idl A& Nottebohm Case (Liechtenstein v. Guatemala)<] 2
ol oh-5o oAl Wl A HAFTE dAE 3 ukrh Ak S A2 o] HE-S 361k 25
@R o gt EE ] 3 A ellnbe] ARE = Ae] ohele A3l Ex = o] A Alabama

BB ol 2 Ak o R QX EEEY FAlC 2 2AL o] HMAM AL A B
Fhetete ApA o]} 4

2w o] BREMER HES JAd ANYE AW vaA e 9S4 o] BEKEES Yelst
BFei 8 AbEolela mzlel. Hudsono] @elrl & “BIFre flikel A9 3o Hse 2
etz shqieh, WRBEEAERAN HEY BEE g 19204 BaREAEY Bids
BB onfEE AlAlel A3 BWHWN B S EEE —HH w3 RAFTY Fige)
M=ol gl Aol vt HEFAE —Fo] S 54 glol Halffdl Bueslrle Er1560 o
= B R0 F4Aldl s ALo2A wbish o) AlslA EHH FiES BEsle BIEF
o] E7bslstgeta el o] BIERel MHMMEd 3L ) HEAGY ANE A=
BEE wol S SAlTtdou ATeE FAGY AN HEEY As st the] AdEx
EFR ke 24 BHES MEEel vt Zlel BRI R MAT 4+ & HEW WY EEH
AYUE 76 ol 2ER Aelrl, JALRA SEE AEAEHEBLE St BEEEOH s
shedl ol del ZERGS HEEGAA Brazilel 29 Fernandesol #l4  #msglvtn
et

19456 BAFT B oA 712l golA o] FAlL mrha] & moko = Hzs g <
Washington IR ZE Hgell delA o2 dlx: RAM BB TeEHEY iz 240
Sk 22 ZREGEAE o] EAldl el oFd EM A4S H5A ¢e AL A
Ak ole] djeko JFulEE —BFEALRA HHW “*ii’ &3k wbdel ARl
= HiREA 2 BHEEYE AT 4 de A& deo] T AW A ge B 28
o] £ ZREY AAE ¥A X GFd= suggestions 24 F {H] text 7} #H= 9l
AAAL T4 HE 6T FHAA Aol AL 36ES A4 Bz wyg A
A A Fa A4 HHRT BHHEES 49 8le = Aelgleh San Francisco &4l ol & IV/1
ZhAg 9 2 DOEEgGC 48 HEF AsEA 28 AR #HRS olFRAE o)

SO

1)

4, I.C.J. Reports 1953, pp. 119 es. seq.
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4 SHAR REG 14, 1967)

SERGE “BE AE nedstd A old ) BEBHEHMS o] N A4S
Lol o] wla 2 A5l A% B e WEch =eld V/1ERGE 34
UE2A BB T B3 RBEORS T2 o2 gEagd. 25 94 1945% 6
BHY ME AAHS oA AUz EFAA =gk

BEPIES o] sh 2ol Bufy ool YANA AFL wol T A E A% fAskw Yok
28} o] KIS Higel HEM HEEY ASAQ WAL 2AAAA SPelE Bl ek
SR 360 5RO 2A AR MRS HIE “FRATY el olul o Felq WAL o
Aoz a4 @7 el e shglek. 5

I. EEEEEIEY HROmE

72 36l O\ WEES BEW B SHATHE QA0 FEG  HHRE A
FEDond HEELS KA ME ARAT 2 ki HEel R oW e A vishest?

o] HEE ol BHEE ENMLE —HWHBZAY & drtittn v g DP ol g
5L vhe UHEEO THAT Tkt ART 4 oA LELA WHH ERTHE 94
e Aoz AAdd oA sk ABE Buat sht, ol AL AAd A o she

TAolztn e}, dAAH o2 ARs 2L A g —FHRy HEel d& Eeolsh 9
Ao E EEREL 315 o E EEE A iz ZFHold TRE L 5 dod #Aekd A
A o uldl A EFREY 48 2L F EHY figs T2 TR e dA dde A
olt}, A 36MkE WRMEE 19} & AR L Ak glel ol EEL AN FITHY
ql ekEomA oA RA KERE YA AL BAF FHE AFE 2+ Holeh 9
Fdw mI MEMN FEo] ohx B HEMH AR ZE FFo] AT AL KL
2 3 g% & HEERA 98 HEE X5he Aol £¥ol dlvta g6

Guggenheim -2 che=ol] o3t {LREHS EAL S flks Axe ¥x2 HEHR
o] [ Toll A Hague B2UF7S #BHY ke S8 M2 HEONH EBRE Hliste 2
olglx Be7 Morelli+ o] AL AFelx Br o|AY 54L& o4 28 R s 3
S w-Eolela 3l

Fitzmaurice = FEolg A7kA 42 vig 5 vk 2x glef, As A= 4

5. L.C.]. Repors 1959, p. 144.

6. Balladore Pallieri, Public International Law, Tth ed. 1956, pp. 317-8. o|&}z+o- HE-S —AfY #Hiolzta 3l
% 2 e —REEgEe) oI A2 36kl A= AR5 EESHRc Bl metok & Aolvh

7. Traité de Droit international public, 11, 1954, p. 120.

— 104 —



BRI Aol A9 RERfIHS EEE“JEE% 5

I

47520 el ohd BE A AL —HOAE b HEWSEE 194 G K
T AAE AL —Jiel e st MEKEST A2 99 dE A% BEY HEEo=A
HEMO2E RN A2 B REER 97 TEE A4 TEd sdusa
TR WM WES EE WEEENASE deeh, 14 BES 2
& TAR ek o] HEL ME 48 Yt BE 289 —Hg0 Eahsiet, 8

o8} 2L WRE Ao 36kt oﬂ%} ,1-: HEE R —I7H fkel B 84 5
A A gl sueld AAZ BEE LS B4 T GEEAY #K
FE SRR 4+ Aeke Aolwh EAE BEFEBBATS

b EHEEY &R dERST e AL EEEL Wi FAd 1B s

2

whebA] Bl 36 AT HE-L HE S 2ol st A BEHEETY A8z Be A Bl
2 Aol ook e el F RAF BHEESL Atz dokx vt £B2Ff= Norwegian
Loans Case (France v. Norway)ell glel4l RHAATS] HEEHS A BEHEY HAZDRE
=348 Fgdl A #BRs E o F& BARAA FEHL” etz gatzle =g
Right of Passage over Indian Territory Case (Portugal v. India)el] 9Jo] 4= HEEpgo 2
“HHEE7 IR (contractual relation) ¥ IR & 7 23t RAFT |HHy FEHE
ol 2hEr} “BHEEHSY A &EM 45 (consensual bond) gty #Hwls] FES I ¢}

2 764 ek FAlsE He AL o]l AEN EFol #H (bilateral)ql Aelst =
£ %46 (multilateral) 1 AQl7F g}3 sk Aolek o] AL 36k 4HANA FA3 SEHR
o) FEEK] W3 Y A A=A FEH] FadE /A= =Helel 36k 4H
o QoA Fag FAEL sk AL T HHA o3 EEHE FERE EBHERAA F
e rA FAAHR e A EE ﬁoﬂ g AA 7 EREE At B 4 EER o
) 2 Jelrl EgfEEc el EEEE AT S W EHEE At e Al 9]
A #wEE2 Right of Passage over Indian Territory Caseel] ¢loj4 EA4|7F = Agld]
w2 MG & olsishd vhgsl 2.

19504:4R] #ff o1glet. HIES §H4:-Ael] Portugal ff+4:<l Goa, Daman 3} Diu g}3 sh=
A Hboige] ¢l 9l Daman o] =14 Dadra ¢} Nagar-Aveli 2} 3} A2 Hiio] <3 3o

8. The Law and Procedure of the International Court of Justice, 1951-4, B.Y.L.L. (1957), pp. 229-231.

9, cf. P.C.I.J., Series A/B, No. 77, p. 76: “The multiplicity of agreements concluded accepting the
compulsory jurisdiction--” ILC.J., Reports 1953, p. 122: “The characteristic of this compulsory jurisdiction
is that it results from a previous agreement:-”

10. I.C.J. Reports 1953, p. 23.
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6 RIKE FRscgE (Al 13, 1967)

TEE s BEY EEE E9 4 dsith

FEE Hirel=l Portugal ol 7] o] & MRS FIE € A& o3 Wl ERsle ghond o]
£ Ad Felat BEE 2F R BTE HESA S AE 2] st HES K
Portugal E§s ] 78S BbshAl =glen =)ol 19544 7Hol| Dadra % enclaves &= &

Sl YA HEFSA HA 1 TR % (A A Portugal 8] —)¢] F¥&  HEEE
of o]=2g

19544l Portugal & o}2] FEEHiA& BEel ohis wetA RAFT 2 EHFEE MY
o 2 o] AT FEEFE RAFT Feely] A E BESS #AEE LER AR
Aelrl, 7wl Portugal & UN. InAsG-S 1946480 #iHs 3l ov REeRERFEL e
B E33 AL 104R0] X)) 19554E 128 14H ¢]glel. Portugal & UN. 8 F EGEBESZA
AP EEEel 2 A& BA gtk

HEE 194048 25 28HY EEOR HREEFE BHKY BEFHEES THtgdovt
PgEE A @ 19304F 27 5H olAlel Dol el WA= FEHES fraste sith
(19304F 2H 5H-C FIE7L AlY A-Sow BBEHES 43 AF) o] EE-X HAT HE 36
ffe 550 w2t Al 2¥S FAFE Qlgieh 24 19554 128 19H & U N, o InAste #
2o %=mEe] =12 E3l 50 whel Protugal & HPIFTS BBEH IHES S BEENHEE
BiEe #Firstgd e o = /A a3 BEERS 39 The Portuguese Government
reserves the right to exclude from the scope of the present declaration, at anytime
during its validity, any given category or categories of disputes by notifying the

Secretary-General of the United Nations and with effect from the moment of such

notification. o] g} =}, . .

kA 3H F9q 22He] FHERERAFG £H5E FEEle mRkEE #Hded
Portugal ¢] &)= The right of portuguese officials and nationals, as well as
foreigners authorized by Portugal, to cross India on their way between the Portuguese
Vterritory of Daman and the Portuguese enclaved territories of Dadra and Nagar-
Aveli, and between each of the two last mentioned territories.dl] =3} #&5o|ela fH
HS 2450 oldl =4 HEE 1974 47 15HY-E A7k HES Likwy Hfifs A
Ao Afkel dsiAe BPFTL FiEhe] sletx TR 2 7hwdl 7H Fadt A
< 29 E79 Ao Portugal o) FFREHRIH-S HE/ BEBEETA =3 EBEEE Z5H
HE AEsd dE WA BETA 7HAE FEH 4 HEM% (equality, mutuality and
reciprocity) & #gitel. s vkshwl Portugal o) FEREE EHEe] SR 36k 4HA =t
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EEEE A oA S EEBEEES EABIR 7

a2 BAS R BT AL WA 4 e Wikl RiEEty] ol R= gl
gk sle] glvk. ©HA] ul#lell Portugal o] fHsRER M-S FIE7E BEEHE 9 REEE ZHE
ET 2 Jd& HER #Fl 3 HEE 2L BRE BRAY F dx #FY RERA EE
WiEs 2 e w& ik EAolch 2t edl HES oo e HRE BIBEHEBIE
o] HEM tikol A== Portugal E59 HEME E#EMBELR FA 3 Portugald] #
% (good faith) & ¢4lstglom B3] BBKHHE SHET S FRME HESS HFd &F
A g w20l A3 el AY BEEEY ZHES I Ridvta TR A
v Fakaw BAGEREA HES PortugaH HES 2AE Z3h4-E B ohiel 1

g BEY BEEY HHRE WwEToRA duTd + e WiEkE A48 A Sl dsive
Aol e},

ololl walA RAFE EEHE UN HHlR A& Fitdsl AR e 2Ze EF
o] A7) EREE AR BEE St gl el waEkgel. “BAIFTE ZiERe] UN.
FHBENA I FHES S Fitsle A2o2A 62N WAt ZE R d #BE 7+
AT pESHA g Al dolA BEEGIES EHEC Ht AR Auld EE
Aol o) EyEHG ¥ AR LA RAFTY HEHW BFEEL EFE -
L HElo R Bds] =3 5H% gEMel #Es #elAd ZHEE S shv EE et
L HETA A HEARE dste SAd ool 1 BAR A3 ZHEEFILY
B OEEEEY H#¥d H2A &+ dE b4 S e a2 @& g s &
2pre EEES ZH3E vele FHESEC o 2 vt HEER ZHEEE TRt
EA 6] #3% (application) 7t EHEIS Aol = MAIFTAl #RIHE AL BWHIA dow obglch 9
ke g AR REBEEY Jl2 AEW frolzb AT Aeld] EA sk 7hEe] e 1L

ole} zro] 36fkell ¥ EE L HHMRAA FiEF oA HPFTS FES LN dE
RE HBEEHERC g FAHe2 2 A} st AR ﬁ%ﬁﬁt 2 EFe] fe] B
EEHY EEEA A& FEHREe =Y e o8 sEREdEs e AS 2415
om oxlviy &l 2w AT F = THEEEE o & + sk

o] HLMENA FitPond ol nE HEE Wsl: Al geo]d SAdom
2 AR dhwl 36ME Tl A BIRERA $Hny Zivel fiikisls el o 232
MEES Bikz B gom ohxle 12

11. I.C.J. Reports 1957, p. 146.
12, o]o] =& RFI'H Badawi ] KEFRS 3t=z: IC.J. Reports. 1957, p. 157-58.
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SRRAS Bk (A 17, 1967)

=3
H

ull}

<+ = BEEA FRE o 36k 25 TRowW HEA A (adhesion) o] 2}
I RS Fihe Aol /MR AA T A Aok BREAAA £ B2 RESFRRMNAME Right
of Passage Caseel] ¢lo] 4] “as between States adhering to the Optional Clause, each and
all of them are found by such identical obligations-+"g}1 &} FEHS 1L} 13

#A'E McNair = Anglo-Iranian Oil Co. Case (United Kingdom v. Iran)el] 9le]4] “21F
ol wel HES ik contracting-out ¥E#He EHAKAAF o contracting in 2Z¥H
2o HE Foaok ghel’d 3 Fla Alvarez = “BEL 543 HES /A= 45
#) 17f"e}3 Lab=15  Lauterpacht = Norwegian Loans Case (France v. Norway) el 2]
“AAR ZHETE MG BYTol M eshA Kool slol A B fEel Qe B
EH text o] MAZHE A &L HEOBA LBEKAS IA (accession) 0.2 4 z-ghol
e} o1& Aol sep’zhn waleh 16 —

AA #HE BEEl b TAA E5E Tdd S == ST ABK Hee o
Sl T 3= Z o] ol Shabtai Rosenne 7} @3l A3} o] “ZiHe BE o) HER
I 5 BB HFE AT TR de —gge AT 1T 4 HERe iE By
5 1540]01] BT 7 A TEHS HF Al RAFTY BHY THEHUEES AlRd)
= HHL R 274 AR E HEoz meles Aol

B 36METAA REM £& 7HAE AL ESES #E (intention)o]e}, o] HEE &
#EA Forshe ik v BR giked #AAE 9484 FaAl 8kst el The Temple
of Preah Vihear Case (Cambodia v. Thailand)el] 9lo]4] “Exk= -4 8F MRk #HE
36k 4780l 9 ZBE UNFBHEE Hitshe Aol b2 fholl = 361 2:Hol| HiE %
o] HppTe BFES BHNL AR BEdE AL AAER TS 471 ggtn Hof 9
< Folvh HEHELZ 1AL T AT HR 9 B HFER U= glo) sEs 5
Kol FRs|w =3k 2 & 724 G2 EEL Sl 8 AL ol FA=E g B2
HE ¥ AF2 —EM Aol AA| A RS BHH TS +2%3ts Jdulo] &) 2
T AR AFE Holdsh el v HEMES AHEelokil e HES A gvh 44 36
ffe 25631 35 AIGlol M, Bl = AR} 2L AL AT T+ I o] 9} 7L Bl
w3t St e E oA =i A WA Ad RS 57 Fikel ek " se] gl

FEE AP YelAt —FH B HRA AL Telo] YAste dugoz E

13. L.C.]. Reports 1957, p. 144.

14. I.C.J. Reports 1952, p. 113,

15, ibid., p. 125 16. L.C.]. Reports 1957, p. 49.

16, I.C.J. Reports 1957, p. 49.

17. The International Court of Justice (1957), p. 316.

Hll

_4
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EEslal ol A RIBEEIES] RIS ' 9

HLZERE A (normal canons of interpretation) o] 2 €2 A o]t} Anglo-Iranian Oil Co. Case
A BT ‘L Bhol Fol L Ak o]k Fel = A3td 4 JYEE F 45 0]oful
Tobe S RS 4T de gk oR FAsle Ao2 B =l 28y Iran 9
HEE 5 M o] 4] EEAteld] m4e Azl Mol ol ek, 22 Iran BEofifell )
~Jmen iR A Asteleh, Irane HELE ED) slolA Skl MEEE B4
@& A 2ok oA dAshl Fakd BRasehn LA E BAAE e H4E 904
Al Eka odebs 2 4= 9le} ... ”181 §}¢] a2 The Temple of Preah Vihear Case (Cambodia v.
Thailand) el gle A = #2157 “Thai & 1950429 HES 24802 sl eln FA o 232
E A1 Aol glo] elnl ezl Hiel wiFo] SAE o] 20 3 =3 o HES Lola)
7}E wEske dl--E54 KB Az god aslvlm uich o] we| RAAFL &

B A 9He A 8eka 2od oAl wA HAPrel 2315 2] vl S e}
b SRR Wl Fe] ARyl AWM Feoll UASA sl =olobul b o]}, ...”19g)
a shgel

I RPN BT — TR

B2 36 2ol RIS HEY FiHoly MALZ Q&) HAHE Hpr 5= BRZK Ato]
oAl delvht Y Bl sl AT KB BiES A= Yok 2 2 I |
ol A vt HHFT sl -H%?l AR —HeR FRS BET ¢ Y my e
Mg Folshedl gleh, o o8 RS R gl Jels o9 fEdslx 2on ksl =,
HEEEL Fitd ¥ 2 Jebe el ﬂh HEEHC AT FERA K2 #Bifsy =
T REE 2 vele ek EEE oA BE2A KRR #2574+ 9 "JhRetke] Ay
e Zlolw)

#FIFT+ Nottebohm Case (Liechtenstein v. Guatemala) 2] Al ekAle Qo)A e 2
of ek F "o #HM FEY 5L 2Rl RAFF KRG BEMel ®BFT + de
RS A She WAl AROlA LAse 22w 26 B2l HFd dad BT
Al —7IE%ES %k (Application) ol 814 #3772 + & Aolekw shalch. 36lE 2ES
2plol BAIFTHAI 320k A 35(7HA) o} b HAs s HBHHY e 25, EA 2 & Al
33t Aolvk, AL 2AH A3 EEXH vpasix 2 “compulsory” ® “jurisdiction”o] =
HRE= AHEsh glem o fE3d] e o8 ¥ 2% 1es BPY A vg Fod =

18, I.C.]. Reports 1952, p. 105.
19, I.C.]. Reports 1961, p. 32.

{iy

— 109 —



10 SREAER BME (A 1A, 1967)

< 7k Aeleka Adrldle ol ®A @rel. 36i 258 2 2o A3 EEY B B2
J25F (seising of the Court) & H#tsl=rl vk F MY HETANAE Hkd I &K
HFFl Y] 3£ @3l ipso facto A HE EHHHEA B Aol M EH=E EF
ol BIREL HEAC] 9ol A uk Blik=] o] olv}, 720

A71el A 366k 2R ZHE = A S& #EHH e Hige BRES diade o
29 AR fEfko]l 3552 2en Reh: AL WET Wikol o

AA, wA HF EFEHE] o o] o] HE ZHEY A, HA ek, ol F HHEEY
HEEl A7t B okl ek, o] AL HAFT RiFsHA ALY DAMEMI

=4, sHoe o] Mol FEEe v HERE] o 2ol #Rikel REx HPE T WEA
FEE AES AL EAS T & AL Eoh RIS WED BEES o HE
8 FEFRA s MA vk 1T T+ et

A BF EHEES oAwd A BEFolEA olvl £#IT AY A Reoew 2 Jeldl w4
Ae BERN T BES BRAT & don 82057 a8 A4 £/F d& + de A
2 HAT dolvl, #2FT= Nottebohm Case (Liechtenstein v. Guatemala) A %A 4]
A gk R o] “--ffsk (Application) 8] 2 olAlell ol A FREMIES WiTd &g EE4
K BPFT #7avsrl % 554 S RS ’ek o] RS WT B i
gl R BRL RART #®iFsle ZRE M F ke AL gATE A7 A7

2 Axtk FEEH 7R ol AL ¥ —HEEES HFC KMEtL EES 1
R I ovebe olu] 36fkS] EBY BWEES ZWEIT oo E RAMIL BEHES AT +
Al S AL ok HAFTE 22 Nottebohm Case o 4 = A 3k ukel 2ol “Hifje] Wi T
EE B sl BEEol % &skA Az 2 A FEE RATENE o)l K
V. FEES dote 75 9+ Aclel.” gla d1¢ivh 2 Guatemala ] EF-S 19524 1A
268 MW T o8 Sid BEe]l givh. Liechtenstein - # —fEA Z&Al 19514 12
A 19H6] FFkBE RHY 12 Guatemala & HAF7F o] £ MRl ntexl = =24
B FEES AAstdota EENC RAAME HRABLFL T FE ERAE Ao 58
BivEEe 2@t B8 MMM T/ 2 W T A R RiEd wd BARA
HUAEAA BrEIT ke FRel QU= A& AAA A o] A2 BAKLE —BAS
2 RER AL2A Fsel —EFMBAITAA Azsl ol vl & =g HAll 1 BAFT

20, I.C.J. Reports 1953, p.122
21, ibid., pp. 122-23,
22. ibid., p. 123.
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BEEEE A glol A o] EIBEIRS HABIR 11

EEES QAA drizkE R e obfEl Aakgle]l AlSHrt: 49] Wil perpetuatio
iurisdictionis ¢] [EAle] $EsE Aoz AAR} #2015 The Right of Passage Case
oA = 7o RIS “a rule of law generally accepted, as well as acted upon in the
past’e}ar FHK3Fg et 23

HLIFFe] o) g #2757 (seisin) & £ 2 HF ) A2 F Qv HEN TEE B
S ERS & Aie =3 EXes ®BFS R steals £ 2 BiFE B
o AKZES HHT S 23 Aoy = 2E + Yok e EXoR R
o2 HAFEA PAT £ A AL GikEe oA FEHE S 2 HFPA A &K
27 BEN SRS 23 dE AA7Y 3 AR F e HERY Eolth A

olol a4 HHM WEHES ZHE ohd BHEE ANE FHRE REY A% 1%
WEES HEEaEd WA RAR FEEe BEel 2 4 Ao (forum prorogatum) =k
Qe 7 el FES S| 1A R4 2aelh, MAFFE FELHAA HIKRT AL
;o2 Fikk Eekdll Ao FEEY THE AL + ek

=3 2 HEY BAE BBLIA e RES HEN BEde TEEl A4 Hd
Mo —EHfFd sl L FHEZA T HEEA THEE + de sHs4el A7V &
2 M WS WL A7 WEEEY @sonq WEmd Ao R94e Aol
5z Rl

V. #FiEREe] #iE : “Reciprocity”

36l%e] el A ERALE HE-S & elst MAESH &3 REEe] FolelE Zhl olAlu
ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ(nofma reciproca) .24 HfE-S watel dvksld 1AL MARE A3 #EE
F2le el gk Aol el HBHE ksl =& stgelvh A4 FUT B
I EEREY 25 o] HEZS THEL d& Tk AV FiEsle $93 #¥ (identical
obligations) el a4 TElcke Zolvh  wely BT A4 FFRY #HEHo=AE
HES FEEd Lose FiE 9 HRE] oz FEEEY 554 Y3 HEMHeR a9
A M 2 RS 2ANA RAME BENSR FHES /IR A gue 4x9
FhHisS BRY 571 dek o B HIES £9] Wik reciprocity o & I FFEA
o W3 AT BWEEHS TAAA ST AN Fr EERLY EoEA EAse 7

23. I.C.J]. Reports 1957, p. 142.
24, FHEEEIRRFIFTHE S6[F 6'H,
25, o] WHEMS HiasHel A ¥ek of. LC.J. Reports 1948, p. 137.
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Broleh, 2T AlfE oleldt el o8l MEAUdT iE Fukg Aol gL o
EEY Ae s A dof vy = v

1. Phosphates in Morocco Case : “o] 5L =g 29 F=o] et 9 #HSo] 1o 3
A A7 FE EHHA AT HRS 2P YAE 9k 2geE BTl HAIFTHESS
e 2ol AR HEES HREA 2HIBo] EHEE Alold oA RET Rl RS ol
)5}, 26

2. Electricity Company of Sofia Case : “o] #lfE-& Bulgaria Btff H&¢ EEJ = Vet
AR FA vk HPUFHE 366 2o EalA glol oA Bulgaria & HEeA = Tolx HE
Fethe] FEREA 2R 0] BHEE Aold] BHEE AdE L3, "2

3. Norwegian Loans Case: “&-8A4 & olv] 34 HFFBEF7L 4 st ABHE B
REEREAY e FH L QA 4% 2 H5S Bivte Ao24 RAFTY B
B T HIRst ek #7579 BHEC JolA HBEH WY £ He gn FA
ol Hl#2 366 35 Eal ol HEMLA] 98l Norway £ Zat2 ol F&sbAl RS %#H
B EElA%e Norway 7} 8 4l KEMYOE HA GEHA S BFE BT 4
A= HFIE 74, 728

ols} o] FEMES EEolE ®EES slovt Bk HEdE TEH A B |EE

HEel & #HE 4 & B ohel 1 B BEE FU¢ Ao @imse] HER
ol s &Ad 4 ek reciprocity & o9} zo] HEMS HEM BHE BB ek
< 3T 2 RS V2R o e SBERERES &880 Fols BAM ES 2=

716l A 53l EA7F HE AL BEHR #H dAsE Bl 23 ®E (reservation
ratione temporis) o]}, = ubslzlwl hereafter arising 3} 7ro] WjfERy RE-L reciprocity
ol T4MA 2 FEH A —EHHR Einse el AL )

Interhandel Case ol $le14) EMEFFE 19 LMl gl dolA o3} 7o) xiEslg
ok & 19464 8/ 26H6] B #MS EE-S 156l FESHE (hereafter arising) #Foll
BAFTY FiES BIRSE BEESE st ok 29} 28 (FIHS 19484 TH 28H ] B
T Swiss 8] EEolE Tl dA ¢eh eV WA FAIS £yl Swiss 7] 9l
A BAIFRS o] 19484 TH 280 o] Fel] wralsl: Ao #HIR” AL kI &
3] Swisst= HERA HEMS KRS SAAA EEl o] HUFre HEEs o Sk w
Ble £ HalA FHE AL BERET 5 At WL TES T4 A9 Al gn

26, P.C.LJ., Series A B, No. 74, p. 22.

27. P.C.I.]., Series A B, No. 77, p. 81
28. I.C.J. Reports 1957, p. 24.
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skl eh,

K o]} e HiEE RAF A AXE wkx R 2 “RAFY %
B BEE %3 EFd AT HEKRS ¥ERoE d3 HEY E%Oﬂ% EAE A
Bot e} Hiel 2 HE gdelA ERY e N BEE BAT AL Thes
o g B EEE RAAFY BHH TS 19464 87 2609 %@‘ﬂl ksl A wk
Feha ol Fefel wlE BiEE A gt Swissd FZL #EY Ad dk Aowm
AR A akd el 19464 87 26H Ao LAY HFL RAFA LebslEn g Ago
oI A8 el Sl A o] EFY WMEE BHT & A& Aotk olzo] o] A
W3 WEES Boholvt, HAEME-S RAMPY F&EL % FUAA +23 Vel fig
Tl A ool i WEE BHE + oA k. ArdA HERS #EE Bo] Uy
Aoleh, 27 & velrt o] A-Sele FFHel i FEEel Swiss 7+ FEe] HEo] 3hE o]
A e Gl AT AL gt Aol okl "

AA 2 BPE Spender 7k A H 3t ulo} o] o] EEHY] HEL nkal “o]Fel] WA slLTe] 2k
ol oh i “19484F 87 26H el bAslerold wo] AFelse] vl sl o}l EaA)
7t HAE kg Ao|t), 30

FirRel N o249 reciprocity & BIFESIAl Shedml el A wHgk The Right of Passage
Case ol glelA Zpfy #pre] 2pks 82 & 4 §lv}. 31 EIEEs} o]wlo] Portugal ¢
Foll F3 kol A3 A reciprocity & #EE Whimste] #IMT ey Higrs wm
3 ebgal 2}

-+ x

1. Portugal ¢] HE% Al3(EH: 322 “reciprocity”el] ukslc},
a) Portugal o] EF4| H3EM-E Portugal o) ol o] g} 22 &S A8 Rolx oo
B I el BAEC A AA44 Has #RE T35 Aolue HE36MKe] 18
el JRAle] dksll F-Fo]cf,
b) °] 3RS “FTdR %i%”e F2she vkl o3t FAl gl A BEGIRY T%‘
Sl EX3 36fF 25H] 2 i3k msdo
2. Portugal o] FFRE reciprocity o] uks]A] 2= <)
a) Portugal4 ARE FHRRC 36[% 45 w2} HEY MEFER o 2 w58
TET FVE 7 dE L AR KR 97 A #islgden s HES REEE
I 2 EE"‘T A FHEMS] PR B TAA ZHSHE “equality, mutuality and
reciprocity” & ##H3 Aot}

g
I

29. I.C.J. Reports 1959, p. 23.

30. Shabtai Rosenne, The Time Factor inthe Jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice (1960), p. 74.
31, B3l p. 5 o] FE& A,

32. See p. 6 above
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b) FIEYE Portugal o] k& #HHsl7] Al Portugal$] £5<4 »x Edd= 2=
Hiel )7s) A Portugal &) £35S #MAMA Portugal o FRS B HFS B
2IFFe] BENA BT Tt glglr 33

BAFE ool TL HIES HiPE AN WTEA ohesh 2ol Tageh

1 a)oll WehA HPIFTE H3kEfhe] o1& Portugal ] E&d &7 o 313t FRE BBHFHEY
B gk A 24 ABNeE 2 Fhel wAA He AL Wader HEY
FAL dotEd 47t ¢glek 2 s

1 b)el] Wl A HAFTE HE 360F 2HANA Tl “TLT BH = ZHEEY Fed il
2 A AR S Bigd £ 9 Ao BEHY J& LEE vk o] HHE EE
HEE IASZ 9= ek old] golA 2FE £ HEZLE THE F¢ AAE
A FESER e U %K dd T5E AL et A EolEl hx sglEh

2 a)el] wlalA RAPTE =4 AEHES FAS HE 36k 2 HEY £5¢ 23T 99 %
HESY WREE el o REHEY —FE T4 dov Al dHd 2F
HIS HE& e s Rl sk e v HER 2 FEY AdL fhg
Bel 4ol ol 2A-L HEE =k 559 odx HEs FHAsA godd ok Hsk
AL gl ub guh el A KA HES & vt ZEES S T ddA HE
o) gratat 1 vkl o RS RH Alole] AT G Folok I{etzm Ed A &
v} a2 Portugal & I §FRe #RHd A HZd e YFadde 2 F glo
=3 fIER —iBao s a4 #f2e] v} equality, mutuality and reciprocity & #EF|E
Bt otne sk BEMNCR -3k H#F7F Portugal o] FEkel o8l EFS w7l B
REo] glAl 3 HPFTE AAZ oW HEFFF BEESG MR & 771 v s

2 byl dlsiA BAFTE olAS 1 a)ek HEMCE FU5A AAste 2L fFFozA 3
kel =k

ol A wet Aozde Bl v 2L HEae HE £ 7 ek

a) 36[E 21EY reciprocity = A8 Aol oln 55 2A L HEHW FTEY Ada &
€3l A& ok =,

b) 7143 ql ulal4 reciprocity & 5ol HAFT S #dl HF EREE 755
FEH W9 A A3t Hoet

c) 36f& 47 ola HirslE RAFTAY RFE &4 Lhe reciprocity 2 HAIZE ¢
e},

ir

ook 2o BIpIY YANA B A Row HEM % ol HF HHE Aolol delA @

33, I.C.]. Reports 1957, pp. 144-148
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MEE0] 2% Aold] MBHEHTAA Fshe BNEHE A5t LEsLe S

FE AAE AL Thkgeta st a4 el HETANA ARl Y + s HES HEst
=} 53] 0|9} e ﬁﬂ*q 01 BZE7F Wil 3k 2o} 22 HEH QAA SERE o
Ak 28 BEE AT + e #FIE BEY & 4+ 222 3t R | v Lo

FZ3}7] o HAl "t GO HE 36(ES] reciprocity & ZREEHS #ixe] Bl HEsle 34
7 e Aolth $19 AL BETFAAL HEES B BAS AT 179 Ky
el Adst TEST Yof BEEF ddAE BEd + 9 FTHEY BERE Axzn
Eole Aolw wA B¢ + ok

(34) cf. Waldock. Decline of the Optional Clause, B.Y.LL. (1955), pp. 278-79.
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