2013 4F 1 A 22 H . EA T Hh 227 1) G 3F A 22 1 AR 1 Je 4 f o [ R Al ik gk
Il 0 5 AUR) Tk BTV 5 3 T (A D PR A 2) (O 200) B L 2 F 1 38
MR Y RO, AR ZE L AE 2016 AE 7 H 12 H AR EEAE
T ARG ) B ek e =) @,

Bt HERN 51 K B R R SR BN A . AE 2016 4F 7 12 H XK, E Sk
AR K F P

O T 0 S A D ) B T U SR A ST ) R AP AR A A EEE - -+ 2016 4F T
12 FAR A Rk v A I 3 A0 [ A 5 768 6 0 7 I 2 3 bR JC R0 - B0 AT 4 R
Sy EANEEZ ORI, O

7 25 B 2R R R S FE R0 A S A 2 I I R U 4 T AT A e
& SE72002 SRR GRS AT N E T ) A BB ORI IR RO

9H 8 HL ECEH 19 Wb [E— AR M ST AU P E— R BB CR 25

@ https://www. dfa. gov. ph/index. php/component/docman/doc _ download/56-notification-and-
statement-of-claim-on-west-philippine-sea? Itemid=0546 (fxJ5 W% T 2016 4£ 3 A 20 H),

@ (A ENEELEAZAN1982 4 12 A 10 Falid, 1994 4F 11 A 16 HAERD . (KA EALHE)E 1834
.55 387 T,

® http://www. pcacases. com/pcadocs/PH-CN % 20-%2020160712 % 20-% 20 Award. pdf (& 5 ¥ % T
2016 4£ 8 H 30 H),

@ http://www. fmprc. gov. cn/web/ziliao  674904/1179 674909/t1379490. shtml ( JL o 4% 1] 75 B .
“PY o T R Y 4 AR PE A AR TE AR AT D0 AN A2 i B e i S i o T S HLOR R S A S T %
R YL R AAT BN ) (RJFWIBE T 2016 4F 9 F 28 H) .

® http://www. fmprc. gov. cn/web/ziliao_674904/1179 _674909/t1384157. shtml (¢ Bt & 75 B ) “ &
2002 AF( P MBS T AT M E F ) B BB MR S R T 45 IR IR B T L R AL 1982 4RI A [ iV
TR ZI)TE N 2 I BRI T e [R) 2k 97 b DX -8 5 3 3F 545 R O 1 R R ) (B s W5 F 2016
8 H 28 H).



CIR A T I 0 0 240 ) 4 S i DRI AR OF 5 = RS R 52 BR

JEL AR 20 A W s T 7R B ) v ] 5 R i I A R ) [ R G T B G T
PR IR “FRATT R 4 i AT AL E B (I A AT E E )Y, F
WA T PR

TEA A5 28 Z ) 78 v R 4= w1 JE AR 0 S e AL R KRR T 2017 48 11
H 1516 HIER Ui In) JEA 5 2Z Br 95 [ BURN R & R CBA 7D @, 4 1 7 e 5 5
WIS S b SR IR 76 B 1 1 A A (CBR B 75 B DS 14 20 I B B WUy 56 F &
Rk B8 CBE A B B T LI TE D » 38 3 A aF U g iR A0« DUy =X fif g 4+
IV EERCR B (CER G BIDEE 15 550,

fE 2016 42 7 H 12 HJE M i MP R 7 J 0 K 5 v BH A & A By B 7 s
W PP 22 005 — o S AR Byl R N SR A R R, VR N X — P s S 5 A
V35 X 2 1A B T B8 1 004 32 1 ) A0 R R % R o A BF 5 ) A v T X 2 ) 5 1 LR
534 v gk DRATL ) v 08 BRI AR R AR P 7 A TR B R TR L A DA S R P A B0 O i
A R B ORI T S Z i, T2t T SER B RS — T X EHFEDN

WA S 25 A B L i3 58 9 R g T A R 27D LA R LAt [ B m) 3k R 1k 5
VE B FE V8 34 rf BB X 585 1 038 43 4% 5 I Sk (18 A DG o] S E A7 I 3R 0 s 8L, 25 0 i
HL A A G A ] 9 AR R Y DL AR B L R R 2. ARG DD £
TR EREMECASEAH 1440, FEHPFESLHN 10 MRM4P, B/R 25k
[ Z 181§ The MOX Plant Case® T VG 5 37 iy Z [8 /) Land Reclamation by
Singapore in and around the Straits of Johor @ FUARIE 5 N4 2 Wi The ARA
Libertad Arbitration® FFz ((RFEXEBBEE) 5 Z B8 The Atlanto-Scandian
Herring Arbitration® 75 Jii 8 # K B-AT T 25 5 1 & DLW D 805 2045 1k fp 8

@ http://www. fmprc. gov. en/web/ziliao_674904/1179_674909/t1395707. shtml (& J5 ] % F 2016 4E
8 H 28 H).

@ http://www. fmprc. gov. en/web/zyxw/11511205. stml (g5 % T 2017 412 A 1 H) .,

@ A ANHE H 0k R 2 8 SR A S AL Ry AR AE 2016 4F 10 A 18-21 H X o [ #E47 Y [ 5 75 1] L 25 3R
i 5 [ BOF TS T — RV GAE I E A — D HERE VAT EE L 5 i 5 34 B AT GR35 % ]+ mfa. gov.
en (WIYE T 2016 4F 10 A 29 H) . FEX 6y 7 B P ARAC B A $2 M AR .

@® #%F B. Vukas, “Main Features of Courts and Tribunals Dealing with Law of the Sea Cases”, in:
M. Nordquist and J. Moore Ceds. ), Current Marine Environmental Issues and the International Tribunal
for the Law of the Sea , The Hague: Kluwer, 2001, 217-222,

© EMAHARWSHE . HIRRITE, I & RIEL P AT HK.
BB T 2001 4211 H , &1 F 200847 A6 H, ZUL: http ://www. pcacases. com/web/view/100,
JR & F 2003 4FE 7 H .21 T 2005459 H 1 H, W http://www. pcacases. com/web/view/108,
JBET 2012 45 10 H &0k F 201348 11 H 11 H, £ W, http://www. pcacases. com/ web/view/65,
JEET 2013 4E 8 H & ETF 2014 4£ 9 H 23 H, & UL: http://www. pcacases. com/web/view/25,

e

© ® 9



Gl

hafl3

{14

o

Fe. 5 SOrE . A A BRI R D R R D D HAL S X258 A)
PitbZ 18l 89 The Duzgit Integrity Arbitration®; 2) & K F) 560 Z [ 8 The
“Enrica Lexie” Incident®; F1 3) 1% 35 % 54k B Wy 2 W] #9 Dispute Concerning
Coastal State Rights in the Black Sea , Sea of Azov, and Kerch Strait®,

FEIX 14 AR AE v, BR T “SBT 7 Z 409, fh 38 ke #5 48 & # 1% b & b
(Permanent Court of Arbitration, LA & FR“PCA™) E R # F5 4L T “SBT 27 iy
ik W4 Tt FRAR AT R 1 Y i P 9 4 i [ B o0 (International Centre for
Settlement of Investment Disputes, LA & #“ICSID”) V& Jy b 45 4k

T ST 2 WA B L R IX 14 A G oxk e [ ke 100 B S e K R T T A R
BT VRETEA T BRI o BRI B RO R 2 B e — T O st
AR T 00 (1 R e 7 AR A R B 3K S R R i R Al B L i 3R SR A P O AR R
AR TR R BT LA BIEAE S 14 A S 2 — A S BTl 2R (19 J8 e 2 b Al 2 {45 7E A
PR © . R Al Z2 0 b i P i A 1 T I A B 0 R 43 L B Tk
TORH DG A ) A A X B S B R R OC &R A TR

B A o R e e ] o 2 i A R S5 SR e 08 2 S O o il R SRS o A 2
) oAt w95 L AP AR AUAL (4 0 e PR B S L S Z R AR . ks R I B A ) 2 ) ik
R B LA S PR [ DRV A SR i AR 2R AR B S KON B B 1 b 52 RS e Y. BT LA
AR A5 vt 23 4 B H A RH OGS R ) 2 7 I8 E Al 5 4 S TR L A R S B A
2y ) [) — S5 K 0 il R S AP AE 22 57 IR A B A 22 ) G A 52 0 % 23X R 22 S5 (9 A TE
ST R B P A 7 G TR TR R 3 BT RUAE L B L R R A
FEAE 1 0] R B AT R R e A o 3 P 3k 4 2 461 e 2 i R 19 i) R DU % 8 2 ) 2 1
TR0 H B R B TEASK B A RCPAT I T PR, T LU & XA I TR 1Y)
RSP SR T £ AW RAL e 238 BRSO 29 )R A i gk DAL ) 19 42 T )
K TE L6 R Y Ik 2 s %k A ke S BRAR AL L AT F e bR . IS B X B R A
‘TR L

@ 33T 2013410 H., &% . http://www. pcacases. com/web/view/53,
® JBBhT 201546 H, &% http://pcacases. com/web/view/117,
® JEBBhT 201649 H, &% https://pcacases. com/web/view/149,
@ “SBT %”(New Zealand v. Japan; Australia v. Japan) 38T 1999 4 7 A kA4 T 2000 4F
4 H,
6 ZWHE R MEREE M . http://www. pcacases. com/web/view/7 (/A AT 2015 4E 10 H 29 H).,

© UM — R R R RS I G R R A A T R HER P EE LR . X MR E
HHTH R —"me®k e =% MBSk ay, Y. H. Song, “The Arbitral Award and the Management of the

South China Sea Disputes”, https://amti. csis. org/arbitral-award-future-management-south-china-sea-

8 H

disputes (accessed 18 November 2016) ,



CIR A T I 0 0 240 ) 4 S i DRI AR OF 5 = RS R 52 BR

TE B TF AR B3I Z 0 T B XFCA )58+ IO A O R IEAN ©0 X T RICA
2y) 0 FE Al 0 24 AR TR R RO UEO, 13X — o MU 22 T DL L BE A R Y L R
LA Sk ER RN . FEF b B R CA 2D [ B B B 4 i e ke 1 55 L 328 DA JHE A
SERAE S AT LA S o a1 e i e AL ) R K — ML SR AR 290 R ME— B R A
F1h 4 v i D o) B w8 20, 5 A A IO e it e R AL AR LG L 5 T LR A R B AL
AR A T — R A AR A LB R AL 2 L O CA D) TR T Y
BRI s £ 22 101 2 ) 2 55 o LA e 3l b 28 HL I B 5 45 A (A 290 F R 4 2 225Kk L 75 )
e L RIER .

PP AN ) BAT X R 7 RIS B = R TR K& (19731982
AR5 DU R RREE =W K2 L&A T A 4l 45 5 il v AL A8 o vl 7 i
il P A AR QT 7 3K ) U AE AR A5 A AE R N MDA E . (A 290 IT S B B
FEE Gt 30 AF AR ) @, (R w3 5 B P AT AR D [ B3 = YR U TR K S iR A
2 J B AR T X — ok F R T 1969 4E(4E Mg S A N2 ) H R B S
YY) SRR T L, A6 1969 4F 420 2 F I & 51 (0 fife g A 0N , ol 5 kit A oA J2: [ B
T SRR B FEAR RN @, 33— 21 RO 17 M A R U R R P R EA ik
REO,

HBIRAT AL FERE ) — RN AE T 5520 5 0L Z b AH X CRA 29) 1) i
BB R A B Ak BT B R BICA L) T A RN, k7 X — R R B 1R 4
FERL L B RS JTEAT IR LA FH DA RE G2 29 ) B R 56 2 iR B AT I B 5 <4 B U4
PR SR 1 ELAA SO AU R I, B2 48 T F0 40 109 LA AR IR 0 U0 L L A S N A ) 3
e, — R A EME Ak A R P AR U IR G i 2 O B A MRS MR R A
XFC )T AR ER ML A 30t L2 T 5 A P s e D S5 € 249 ) LR A

AR A5 = F R TR AT X B R b i S A MR A M R A — A I R

O SFERA PR T EZAE ORI E bRk HE A BRI RIS 0 W R S “The
International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea: Its Place within the Dispute Settlement System of the UN Law
of the Sea Convention”, 37 Indian JIL (1997), 356-371;“The International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea
and the Comprehensive Dispute Settlement System of the Law of the Sea”, in: P. Chandrasekhara Rao and
R. Khan (eds.), The International Tribunal for the Law of the Sea: Law and Practice, The Hague:
Kluwer, 2001, 33-47.

@ B. Oxman,“The Rule of Law and the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea”, 7 EJIL
(1996) ,353-370.

@ J. Gamble, “The Law of the Sea Conference: Dispute Settlement in Perspective”, 9 Vanderbilt J TL
(1976), 323-341; S. Jagota, “Developments in the Law of the Sea between 1970 and 1998: A Historical
Perspective”, 2 Journal of the History of International Law (2000), 91-119.

@ A. Aust,Modern Treaty Law and Practice, 3 edn. , Cambridge: CUP, 2013, 10-11.

©  Hk T8 237,476 B,



Gl

hafl3

{14

o

(ALY YIS L s ” R B REE U7 CA LD A i UL N HEBR T A RE Y
g7 5 e A T A AR A A [R) R, L T DARR O e AR AR A R R, R G
N e R A AR B LRSS SIS T B = A0 A R R
R IRFE] B SL A R AU AR A R B A SR A B S S (R D 2 0 BRI A P AR
I (19 25 AT LA A2 138 = A 5 THT 04 SR O AT 8 75 45 36 Sk 30 5 L 0 0 L S
AR AREE T A T RE AL B o XA B S b A AR AL BT I S AR T A
B A T 2 — SRR BOR B 52 ©

SN BRI TR G A BRIl T 1 TP AR AR B9 T T 4 s A R 47 A AL Y B
E SN ERE S A TR (AT SPL i b (81 5% i ol o TR - SO VAR AT/
29 )5 FA 2 2 AR EL DG R @ 00 T I £ ) AR« A JX B R 2 & 1 T A T 1 G i
figp DAL A A T A I WP — TR A R L AL T AL A AR R LR (A L)
ANBE AL BEAT R A T 5 i i DR AL B AT I TR AR R . AR TR L AR B X 2R - T
R 5 — 1 N B9 = A SRR AT 20 BT R B L 0T 0 = A R A 38 e R R T S kb Y
A NS S (A 2 )0 4l 29 [ 5 T 4% 14 A e 5 A R R I i 5 L 1Y LA T 24 1
OUF Al RUBCIRERS A+ 1o oy 1 AL CRLAR S il PE AR 13 o AER AR AT AN 00 T 2 K A
BACHICR 2

b 5N FE IR S TR 5 N B P HUE A R R A O R ARk o
297 ZMIHE 298 S5 XM SRIAFTERCA L) A T2 W] . 448, )ead ki,
n SR T LR R Fa 5 6 A v ) 35 3 TR 2 7 5 1 B S PR AL R B — E 2 IR B R s

O SZRAWELS =,

@ XA B E L S BOXF N Y iR 4 & ¢ substantive jurisdiction”: 1. Shihata, The Power of the
International Court to Determine its Own Jurisdiction , Martinus Nijhoff, 1965,at 83,

@ ktn: B. Kwiatkowska, “The Ireland v United Kingdom (MOX Plant) Case: Applying the Doctrine
of Treaty Parallelism”, 18 IJMCL (2003), 1-58; P. Cardwell and D. French, “Who Decides? The EC]J’s
Judgment of Jurisdiction in the MOX Plant Dispute”, 19 Journal of Environmental Law (2007), 121-129;
N. Lavranos, “Protecting Its Exclusive Jurisdiction;: The MOX Plant-Judgment of the ECJ”, 5 LPICT
(2006), 479-493;—, “The MOX Plant and the IJzeren Rijn Disputes: Which Court is the Supreme Arbiter?”
19 Leiden JIL (2006), 223-246; K. Scott, “The MOX Case before the European Court: C-459/03
Commission v. Ireland”, 22 IJMCL (2007), 303-316; Y. Shany., “The First MOX Plant Award: The Need
to Harmonize Competing Environmental Regimes and Dispute Settlement Procedures”, 17 Leiden JIL
(2004), 815-827.

@ X mAECAADE 311 S AR E : DTER 220 F 6], A 20T 1958 48 H A LI 125 0 24
295 2) (A 29D AN RIS 4 2 249 TR AR AR 5 A 2 2 AR A G 109 Al 2% 2800 7 2 B9 AUR AN S 55 o (B LAS 5 e AU 23 2
ARG A28 2 5247 HOAURI SR AT I 55 R 5 3) (A 290 WA~ B9 A~ A & 249 [ AT 3T 7 AC7E AR B G 2 o i Y
A6 BT 452 35 AR 2 24 R L2 1 13 o ABL 005 Aol B3 AN 9 B AR 0 2 o BEITURIL S Am %o 2R s T DA DR A 5
290 1 B B 0 BORAT A AT G 100 L3 R0 B AN R 5 W 7S 2 24 T 480 4% I 7 JE0 D) 9 3 Y o T I 3¢ 7
SE LS AN 5 ) HG Al 5 24 TR AR 4 A 2 24 T A HARUR] R AT H S5+ eee 5)E5 311 F AN sE A 29 ) HoAth 5 3 W]
AR VR AT SR 09 A E PR 5 6) 4 24 [ R AT CA 29056 136 45 T 28 0C 7 A 28 S [m] 4k 7R 0 7™ 11y 86 A% Jg U)K
N AT AR AR A6 IE I TR) 3B AT ) AS B2 2 A o] s 2 S 0 ey B o 5 DS 5 58 B X 68 311 AR AR G IR 38 .

al



CIR A T I 0 0 240 ) 4 S i DRI AR OF 5 = RS R 52 BR

G, AW LB Z ] 5 . O 298 SRAE AT FEME SR B T VX FERY T RE . 4N
REE L) E AR IZAZ T B IR 4 5t 02 BN T Ath 4 29 R AH OC 4 i 42 58 44
SN R R R A e . A SR RS 298 AR R A T HEBR T S B
M2 2 E 4 34 A0,

55 LB A — A SE IR P 7 A A (EURE X R U B Z A R (A ) SRR S
At T o R U] 2 ) ) O R o 30 EEL ) A o ] AR T R A 249 ) e 1/ G Al ] o R )
FEH T G i i e AL b S I A 2 A 23l SR A AL B sk e AU A 20)
55 293 558 —ORE AT I AN AR X — B ) o {H 2 B S 382 rp i S BT
FEEHRMNENZR, X — S5 A T SH LT NS E . 3 — 20 58 38 08 5%
AL ] e

B ETHE AL AR Y T AEE S BT A2 B )8, 3K — ] 0 T R A T A R
15 BNAR G A B 5 33 BE P AR s R BT AD AR ST s W ARSK IR AR T B T IRZE

55— 2 R B L A A S B b 8 UE B RN ) R, AR AR SR T b R 4 R 1 )
RO L P 28 R 0] e R 3 P s L O R B B T S A RN o DT 52 I 8 1 1) e A 4
Heo X SR UE B 7 SRR T LAPR B B A W 0 T g SR e A 1) R B
W BT LR A 7 (4 3 o AR UE R ) 8 1 — 2 ] LAr e N O/ R 20 i e
AR EANERTT),

55 NG 2 R b S b R A e R, S A R i A Ty T B
A R 1 2 SSCFN AT R 00 £ 55 B HC R i T R e 5 A E Y [ Rl A LS WA
Ho— R AR Y PN ER G iy g s L s AR P R B S Y A i EL AT
G P S N N = S DS B SN = 2 9 e e e Iy B4 i T i T 1 o ey
T B BE BE A A LB E W] R R L A 2 S N A2 BT B 2 L X A
5] R ) 24 22 0T AR T B W) s BRI SR M LSRR B e & T Rk
o Je B TR B2 T — T AR AL 1 ()

I Ja — T A R 258 .

TE 5 A A5 A 5 A I 5 2o A8 v o A 255 100 27 A B R A 28 L RROZK SR 4 A AR (355
THEREDEGE A AU E 4 F 2017 4R 5 R 4 46 T 5 Bh 76 BL e
MG, A BAEGELS R DR b EEFELRFR SR (E S
CAMAZD201404) . 78 It 45 51 e 7% B

SRR A B RE TAES A O st

@ http://www. un. org/depts/los/settlement _ of _ disputes/choice _ procedure. htm (accessed 10
December 2016). X H,: Y-H Song, “Declarations and Statements with Respect to the 1982 UNCLOS:
Potential Legal Disputes between the United States and China after U. S. Accession to the Convention”, 36
ODIL (2005), 261-285.

6 .



T a5 (OS2 BN &

—. 55

SBR[ BC 2) 5+ IR RS R . S R — D 2 A A
LR 23 Al e 3 A 52 300 2% 249 SC 7 1 R o T S5 B it o — B 22 5 IR
A I SR » DALY S5 0k W 7S B3R ) ] A SRR AT DA 0 2% SC Y 35 SCAT T 119
B o Fhy A A 30 A 9 R ) A S e O T 2 24 [ R LS PN D ) e A R
B PAT LA BEAT T i A9 AL Bl P T8 A 7+ AR AR 52— A S BE 7] L oF J /9 ) ik
fifp BE BE WS 15 B 45 24 [ ) 15 15 R8T

IR B B SE AR (SR N SR VLA ZIDE 31 SRS 32 SRR AR, X AR AT
PRI H R A T S D U 2 7 A R 24 S A R A SO R R S DA R TR
H5 58 IFEE YIS R AC 3% .

(Lo SR TR N 20055 31 Zk (iR I ) L E ©

e R RREMNEBELAETIFABEAZONRATEAA
ZRFELEEMBEZ,

S HRBBEEAR T L TLRIER AT AR ENZ L S, 5
SR

(F) RS FERNBAFLELLHITE FHH # BT

(L) — AL FERGELHMTHEZA I FRART ALY
HELPZ AL,

= REETFTX—FELESOA:

@ X FUH RS [F 2858 1165 B P i h A ER AN A R Y i 17 (Party) 3 5 A 10
“URL T WER IR A B P N LU — 3R



CIR A T I 0 0 240 ) 4 S i DRI AR OF 5 = RS R 52 BR

(F) BFEMBMITETHFAHLBBEREINRZERN AT ;

(L) MBELAHERFTaAHTELE L FEANLELH MBI T ZAEAT
T 41 5

(A) ER T Y FERERZAEMA LB FREAN ;

W, MERESFEARRE. FARNERELAAFREL. Y

(U 255N % 32 £ (“BBZANATH DML .

“HIEEZHERNF =TS BZELRL RBRE =+ —51F@

(1) & A5 B B S A g, 3K

(2) kR BBFFRRSEE, A # 2 L& LR, TR g
ZANAMM, QI F AL EE TR GAHZHEAERN.D”

B AR IR A O U R B AR 7 ik A T OHLSE AELJR X AR TR U B R AL
DRSS 31 4% 31X — 2R i I PRk BE 2 52 S T B ML N @ e S BRrh, 2R 2 H i
MR SCHIR AN SR b T4 IIEY . B AR M TTH — A8 22 38 S8 2k 2 1 Bt
ASH 1 RO L A DAy 2 249 ZH 0 2 B X T 20 SO ol T MR ORI 2% 29 T IR X
— X R AR TG L TR 2 [ R A o A PR O B e I8 S O S Y
filp BETE AL 0 25 2 B9 B0 Bl — A B HE R ) Ob i

WA 31 2R — K & o [ Bk B b o BT 4 5 A 0 20 () 5 B8 A = A IR
2 IR ROXE A% ST A 38 R S SCRY B B O L, LR, AR 1989 4R4T Sr
4 B IR S SR HE SR BRSO3 2 2% o A8 B T A TR B 15 BT+ BRS04 7 A4 4 24 [ L
P A/ A5 R T 4 4 i 1 5 ] B ik g figp e 9 2390 F 1990 4F 8 H 31 HAI9 A 3
H ok Bed 22 7B S, ARG, 4R 25T 1955 4R Mk R L A UF 25 20056 3 2%
RLSE » 1] 18] [ BR80T 0 — B T % 20 20 2 )5 09 LEL 4045 ok CR A —) v BT 310 49
E M) FOHR A [ sy i B2 AR R Y [ B SC A5 7ok Rl o ik BE A s AR AT H A Y

O W= (OO TR LA i J5 16 45 2938 1 77 10 0 18 4% 24 5% 5 0] 2% 29 e 2 b o 2 AT g 15 4607
WL« TR A% 2938 T 75 TR G 4% 24 o 6 S 0 e 2 Wb S 2 AR A0 i U SEBR . SR A S BB R A T A ] A
VR ST Sy v A (H R SO O W R R SR E & 5k B ) Y s RE L BT DL SR R R SC IR R R
T

@ X HE WU F WA LIS — 2D e U AR AR R AN A R B SR e L R
# TAERIE R,

@ ICJ,Case concerning Kasikili/Sedudu Island ( Botswana/Namibia), Judgment of 13 December
1999,ICJ Rep. (1999) 1045, para. 18 (FEARZFF UG VFIAR . /255 Jr 9 R B4t 9 5 036 N 40 10 45 2
D). [ PRk Be7E R P2 18 Brrb i il 42 8% S5 29156 4 4% G2 5% 29 0 A BT 1 2% 2935 A 38 391 1) S 8% i 7 B
TEAZE T — A~ 1890 4R 45 45 1) 45 2938 58 31 2R

@ A. Aust, Modern Treaty Law and Practice, 3" ed. . Cambridge: CUP, 2013, 217-219.

©® 1CJ, Territorial Dispute (Libya v. Chad), Judgment of 3 February 1994,IC] Rep. (1994) 6.



TR W A IR o R

fifp BRI 5 S5 3 2R I A & 3L I S SO IR B 4 — vl o 37 S5 9 7 ok R Bt
BRI 5E A 7D 0 XSG 1 R 38 T 1 A A5 A DU A RO R U G — D) S 4] @
PRI S ] s 325 B 7 4 e v A SR B2 S0 A G A 2 i R 1 e RN =2 — 79

A 5K o i T F— B 51 B E A2 1951 4F B 2 %80 M 5G9 B i 43 1
AR FEAt Bl E B SCPF A T LR A i S 8 5 1) A AR L BRI R B A Bt
TERS R o ZEARA T B R vh BT 31 SO A b0 A4 25 29 ) BT BRE H 30 A 0 A5 28
EBEBE] T M HE A B K TR AN TR AR RIS L I B O AR O 3K AR 3
R0 Y 25 55 [ T 28 IR R B v BT SR AT BSOS TR O U 2R R A BT A
SITER LY AR B b 5 SR BE AR IXRE L 1k Bt T A R AR 2 2 SRS
5 3 2% BIVAT i e XU 4L

WA 32 A5 b SRR 14 D7 v B A 11 2% 24 R P 0 2 CRL A 1 B ik
2 DU TR A SN BT AL SR A ARG A BRI AR B L LA R AR 2 DL % .
TESE B TP S X RIS I AN 2 4% T R 2 A2 1Y LU, B ) W) 0 A G R Tl N O B A A R
SEVE IR AR R S AR I R © . ER LB 32 SRS IR R W PRk A R
T [ o 552 3 v 22 0 7S 1 B0 D0 A AR SEAE 9 P AR @, IR T B AR I IE
7 R M AP A TR TR AR 2 BOIE SR AE AT AT B0 T AN BB 2 SOR B L S
LY EAEHEAE S A LI BT B W A IR T eI B89 % 8 i 59 45 3C. M
JEEF XA SO R % [ Z AR A R WA 3 A AR Z LT L R
L BIT AR FEHR - 20 A SR R IR 9% 3 T G v 4 A TR TR DL A A i A F 5 T BT A M
Jir L5 AR e S e 5t @

7 1R B ) 3 S B v o ] ik B sl A 925 B 3 40 2 TR 1 1R A 3R B A A
FHTERS G B LS ONMT O, FEBAEL 31 45 F M B A A7 A B 22 b i, 1 641

O Ibid. . para. 47.

@ A. McNair, The Law of Treaties, Oxford: OUP, 1961, 383-385.

® [ 1 6. para. 51, F3 40, XA RN 76 A 56 [ Br 20 2L ARV i R 4 v e IR PR v e 51 S e
1949 45" g 1 & [ iR 55 00 52 58 5 () W5 A2 1) L 140 95 0 7 L (ICT Rep. (1949), 174) LK 1962 4F 1Bk 7 [ 2L 2
7% 38 WL (ICT Rep. (1962), 151),

@ [ P8IE®.5 50 Bt

® [ P8IE®.% 50-51 B,

©® A. McNair, op. cit. » 411.

@  Bankovic v Belgium and Others, ECHR, 123 ILR (1990), paras. 63-65. Also see Sir I. Sinclair,
The Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, 2! ed. , Manchester; Manchester University Press, 1984, at
142 C7E B B ml ok | Al 92 B8 o 80 JH R 1 9 3 P A0 053D

® A. Aust, Modern Law of Treaty Law and Practice, 2™ edn. , Cambridge: CUP, 2007, at 247.

© Ibid. , at 245.



CIR A T I 0 0 240 ) 4 S i DRI AR OF 5 = RS R 52 BR

1 [ 23 2B SR AL SR L AT 3 2 b 3R i RS B Y A S e ) ) g LS T TR
LS IR R 2 AR e i R UL L I 58 3

TESR = YRR IE R 2 Y HERE T 4 i fifp DR AL ] F) ) 208 3 o S 1% HG o 4P L fH
JIT 5 B ) 25 s SR A P AR L AR 221 B0 33X A [l A 1 18 J2 5 B 0 B Ao T 9
Iy FLU AR R AR e — A A © s A 3l A L ) A B A R o 38 AR A
(M VE TR 22— JF A6 3t LB 28 1 @, — T T e 180388 7 35 3 P 1) [l B i i B2 @
— 7 THT A 45 iy DX R S AR R I SR U BILIR B R T AR

1974 AF g vk R 16 22 A B B 1 AR IR 387 I 28 58 2 B0, 4 T B i ALl
K A s i PR [R) LSS 2 = A BEH Z B2 0 e R R R — D& 2 i
B SR (] REL T AN [R] 8 2 4% AR FIAH L B9 AL & A be e A AR B e % . HdIE A
W 1974 AER TP G — e E R AUR M A R Z - R R SRR
K T PR X — )R 38 B LAUOBE B 7 AEIE /N IR R IR TR e R GERCOR A
W) \RAEMZ « Br(BE/RE 2 M L RE CGEED B RO X A/NAAE IR &
WL T G i R TAE SO R LR — e A WO OFECA L)
AP P ) 55 s @M F T AR eI O FE T g T EA
SR T3 B figp DR T R O ROM) 25 SRk — 5 vk e A0UAS B T A 25 5 05 B0 R s @ 7 H A
TIEA A HOR T A AR 2 — 05 0] LARIE S 29) R S5 20 40 1 8 J5 ik
BIARUH] s OUFIEA #4551 1) 555 ©FFIRPERR P /Y AT RE s @ BR B KA L R

@ J. Collier and V. Lowe, The Settlement of Disputes in International Law, Oxford: OUP, 1999, at
135.

@ WHHEI iU A B TR 52— R IR BOB S 100 SR EEZ T,
(NN CE I A 450 A~ 453K : 1. Karaman, Dispute Resolution in the Law o f the Sea , Martinus Nijhoff,
2012, at 6. [ & FH . A. Adede, “Law of the Sea - The Integration of the System of Settlement of Disputes
under the Draft Convention as a Whole”, 72 AJIL (1978), 84-95;—, “Prolegomena to the Dispute
Settlement Part of the Law of the Sea Convention”, 10 NYUJILP (1977), 353-392,

@ A. Adede, The System for Settlement o f Disputes under the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea :
A Drafting History and a Commentary , Dordrecht/Boston/Lancaster: Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1987,
13-16; J. Stevenson and B. Oxman, “The Preparations for the Law of the Sea Conference”, 68 AJIL
(1974), 1-31.

@  REACRATE 1973 4F 5 0] “ F1 7 F) FIE IR 5 9 I8 % 5127 338 T 4 i i DR AL ) 174 2 080, 180 32 22 1 %
HER I B4 55 . US. Draft Articles for a Chapter on the Settlement of Disputes, UN Doc. A/AC. 138/97
(1973,

® M. Nordquist, S. Rosenne, and L.. Sohn, United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982
A Commentary, vol. v, Martinus Nijhoff, 2002, at 6, para. XV.3 (¥l 5] H 69 Department of State
Bulletin 412, 414 (1973)).

© [ LA T I

@ [k,

+ 10 -



