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LW AL v EBEMHBEEICB U M EZOMEE LTEZ LS
EDTE DY, FERDPSEARERIC TS 8E, SRR OMEE LT, EE
DR LEZT TIE L BRENCAESFNZ I LD LT 5o HO 5
FNCBWTHZEBEINIREERTH 5, EHEOFRIR L7 [EBHLEE O A& R
B ald. BEEMELEO AL 59 SR EIFROBEGRE O CLEBEICBIT 51
FEIZB L COBEELRRR T 52 2w TH %o

e i3, SRR DM b ERRE DR % 2 0B IS0 8 % KT $H%, EIRREH S €0
BIALTlE v EREHNC BV TR M OBEDPETICHENL DX, BZ5 Y
EREICBIT 2 BEMOEFETHH H o £ I THRMEIE, EBEIZB W TR
FHMEE %501 LT, EEEBEESH T O ERiE Z BT 2 B0 %E
AT 55, Feamllfe < # AT Tl ERSEE BT OB e B m Il B
LZBMOMNED T AT 5, RICEIE L BVHEHIZBWT, BaMke [Hw
272 \WEE | (irreparable prejudice) & OFHH R & B A 2 H W4 5 720 DR
M2 ZR L, Mime b5 EI2¥ %,

I B LA R e i A S 12 B0 2 B0 fiES g

WOERE X, BHRAS T TOM. Hre L EORMNZ REL. BHTTOHR:
S OEHERROFENEEZHRT 2 2 L 2 HWE § 50, FradEE 2 2 3 HAHH

4)  EEEE. 323 TEBEEORIENER] 2B W T, Mk L CoORRLTHEOMR L &
AT 2BRO—>2 & LT, BELZRIT T b, TOHRCHERIE, [HfkEE Lol
WoFE, BHNERICHLEEZOLNE] Ll Twah, I, [EBHE O]
RG] (EHER, 1993 4) 475 H,

5)  ‘Provisional measures’ (& [{RfREFEE] & bbb A%, EEMEELEN O HARED
RERIT [HERE] OFE2H T TW5, KNEFRICHEV, RETiE [EERE] OfF%2H
Wb,

6)  Request for Interpretation of the Judgment of 15 June 1962 in the case concerning the
Temple of Preah Vihear (Cambodia v. Thailand), Order of 18 July 2011, ICJ Reports
2011, p. 545, para. 33; the Nicaragua case, Order of 10 May 1984 IC] Reports 1984, p. 182,
para. 32; Separate Opinion of President Jiménez de Aréchaga in Aegean Sea Continental
Shelf (Greece v. Turkey), Order of 11 September 1976, IC] Reports 1976, p. 15; R. Kolb,
The International Court of Justice (Oxford, Hart Publishing, 2013), p. 616.
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FLVANRESINDIBENDE 2O THIUL, TEHEY T 2LEITEL L
Vo Lo T, BAMOEFBIIYEHEHEL L 2 RENERE 2T LE 2
SNBD, MEEEICBWTEEHREICBIT 2 BaoEH L, EEEEssens
290 4 5 THB L OEIBSMEAEEECH T A 89 £ 4 HICHE SN TV 2, HEiE
2B 2 EEMOEEMIE. MPEEHFTICZ L % Enrica Lexie = H -2 E /5 1E &y
FIZBVTHHER SN TN DY,

WESE L, BRI E T OGN B W CTEERME L HOTw5E9, L
Nl DR EDBVODRDOHREFNIB T, EEEEERHFT P ZEATOES %
TcET L CE L IEE v, BIZIEM/V Saiga s (No.2) FFIZBWT,
SR ECHITIE B S OIS (B E L A U205, KRB 5 %E
HEOHFHEICOWTIIRER L2 FTH 50, 5, MOX Plant FFTid, EE
WEEEERHPTE, 7ANT v FOER LW EfE s L8 e §5 &) 2 Bati
ZWEHIE L7220 20 b 5, HODOREICHEICHERELZH L TWAL,
BREMER L O Y EREL G L0, HHFTIEHL 2212 L Twiewni2),
M/V Louisa FHH 2 B\ CEIBEFEEFHTIL, B2 2WRENEL ) 58]
EHHOEE L - EBOBFEL R L7205, BEMOEF IOV TRERICERS
FLTwwnid),

7)) KEEsE. [EREFFEEHEE] (FZER. 1996 45) 279 H.

8)  PCA Case No.2015-28, The “Enrica Lexie” Incident, Order Request for the Prescrip-
tion of Provisional Measures, 29 April 2016, para. 85 and para. 89. AfFIZB L. k% 2,
A, “Dual Provisional Measures Prescribed by ITLOS and Annex VII Arbitral Tribu-
nal: Reflections on the ‘Enrica Lexie' Incident Case”, (2008) The Global Community
Yearbook of International Law and Jurisprudence, (forthcoming).

9) I F CHEPSEEEEHITICHRE SN 25 OFHFON., 9 CE e E SRR S
NnNTnb,

10) The M/V SAIGA (No.2) Case (Saint Vincent and the Grenadines v. Guinea), ITLOS
Case No. 2, Order of 11 March 1998, ITLOS Reports 1998, pp. 39-40, para. 52.

11) The MOX Plant case, ITLOS Reports 2001, p. 110, para. 81.

12) ZOEZROCHBHLL ) EF1UE, TANVT ¥ FARD T EHEZ G L L1380
SRV, BRI SE D e E A LR E T AREORAMIIFET S
W) ZEIILBTHA) TOHIZOE, WESM, C. Brown, “Provisional Measures
before the ITLOS: The MOX Plant Case”, (2002) 17 The International Journal of
Marine and Coastal Law, p. 282.
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BAMEOFMPFRICEE 2S5 & %2 5 72D1%, Enrica Lexie 74 TH 5, K
iz, 41 7)) THREED ¥~ h — Enrica Lexie 7 DL L THEYAATHIZA
&) TR 2 AHS, 2012462 19 H. 4 2 O I 790 205 RO ST
AV FOMMEZERERRLTHIEL. 1Y FAOBR2Z2E2HELZ &30
%383 L HEITH S, Enrica Lexie Hid 1 ¥ F Kochi #EIZHAT S AL, 24D A
) TR EILE, RSN, 20, 14 (Sergeant Latorre) (LR
WEPLELTZDA 5 ) T~OHRMA S HEARD S 7205, o 14 (Ser-
geant Girone) (&, IR ENABREANOMERBIIRL2DNS, =2 —T
V—=DAF) T REEMICEE L2 L1200 4 ¥ FIIAKRIFICEEY 2 3
MEERL, A7) 7R LTWDLW, 201646 H26H, 41710 7
A2 R & Ofyge 7 ERE ML SA M E S VIDIZHES CAMERECHPT IS LY,
T2 20154F 7 A 21 H., EBEEEEEHTICA 7)) 7 Nl R B OBz Ko %
W e & BEE L 72160,

CCTCHEEE DD, Bz L TARIZ B W T ERE 2 5 L 5 B AN
HIETE2DEPTH L. 45 TEIHE% L7z Francioni FHEHRHE L. Ih
HEICEEL TV D, FRHEIC XU, EEEEEKAIIN T TFICM
ANFHHOHEYZZMOME L L TH->TB ) . KMEIIBW TEATOFER
[BHHE (manifest) T&H 5117, M Jesus HHE D, RMICBWTEZEOE
I ENTBY, 28045 ) 7 NifFEBRE ORI % KD 2 B e iiE % drd

13) The M/V Louisa case (Request for Provisional Measures), Order of 23 December
2010, ITLOS Reports 2008-2010, p. 69, para. 72. &R, ATl EIFSHEAEEEI L
EiEZ @ U 2o 720 Ibid., p. 70, para. 83.

14) FHOMEIIOWT, FEIRE B2, In the Dispute Concerning the Enrica Lexie
Incident, The Italian Republic v. The Republic of India, Notification under Article 287
and Annex VII, Article 1 of UNCLOS and Statement of Claim and Grounds on Which It
Is Based, 26 June 2015, paras. 4 et seq; Written Observations of the Republic of India,
Vol. 1, 6 August 2015, paras. 2.1 et seq; The “Enrica Lexie” Incident case, supra note 8,
paras. 28-30.

15)  Ibid., para. 2.

16) The ‘Enrica Lexie’ Incident (Italy v. India), Provisional Measures, Order of 24
August 2015, ITLOS Reports 2015, p. 183, para. 1.

17) Declaration of Judge ad hoc Francioni in the ‘Enrica Lexie' Incident, ibid., pp. 223-224,
paras. 22-23.
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L ERIEREEND ERRTWDHS,, Zzxt L Lucky BRI B, FHE5s4
% 3FLHOM. A5 ) 7TEHFHIEHITICEERELZZEZF L THE5T, 1~ FI

W LAY ) 7T ANBERRBOGE L 2RO TV W Lhn, BaMELrEBEL
TW519, 72 Kateka #HEid. 1~ FENERHFTOFRTRE 3ELESINT
BY. T4 Y FoRIES#E (Additional Solicitor General) (. fPFIHIAT
PHER S NEHEIIRE L F T, A5 ) 7T ANBRKFBICH LAOEEL KIZT LD
BREDR L EINLI LI RWVTHH ) EABRTVWLZ AL, BEaL RIS
L1 BEIERwE L TwA0, M4 AOFNE — Judges Heider?V,
Chandrasekhara Rao%?, Bouguetaia?®, Ndiayed) — b &{EI2B1F 5 B2k
HEEHEL TS,

FEIBS AT L. 2015 4F 8 H 24 HOEEiE G428V, 171 TH
JEARO 72 E Gy Uk o7z ZADA 7 ) T NP BIZEI D 5 EE s
L, MEIHFTORETHRE SN D REFIH NS 720, Y T2\ &
L72h 5 Td 52, i)y T EBS M ECH T i, E%@*ﬂig IHEOCEEEE
iy L7220, LaL. 2015 fF OB ERE I, R LB ED
AREPISPIZL TRV,

DAL EB Y, EREEEEHITIL, TEEEGTICBW T, Balkk
DOEFEEEZFIZHLNIZLTELDIFTIE RV, ERSTEESHE & B2 0 EE S
EEHANE, BAMOEBICH LER VS Lo Twb LEIESNL, L2L

18) Separate Opinion of Judge Jesus in ibid., pp. 228-229, paras. 11-12.
19) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Lucky in ibid., p. 283, para. 58 and p. 284, para. 61.
20) See Declaration of Judge Kateka in 7bid., pp. 208-209, paras. 4-5.
21) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Heider, ibid., p. 287, para. 2.
22) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Chandrasekhara Rao in 7bid., p. 243, para. 17 and p. 245,
para. 25.
) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Bouguetaia in ¢bid., p. 235, para. 19
) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Ndiaye in ibid., p. 266-267, para. 35.
25) ITLOS, Order of 24 August 2015, ibid., p. 204, para. 132.

) Ibid. p. 205, para. 141 (1). =B, 2016 4£ 4 A 29 H., fPFFkHprz. ANE_ LoEZEIZHE
D&, Sergeant Girone 254 %) TIZIRET B I LD TEDL L) RINGMEEZBAIT L2720,
AFN)TEA Y FEBBLBZTNELSVwE W) EEOWERHEZ @ U7z, The
“Enrica Lexie” Incident case, supra note 8, para. 132.
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s, BRAMOEFEPEERE L LR D EAMERNTH 2 b, FHFTE LD
BRI CRBEOFIEZ BRI T RE LB DbN D, 2001213, BREOFIERE
HWrs 2720 OFHEENLIELE 2D, TORIZEL, BalkE B awiRE]
& OMEAER N OCBEME 2 H I 2 R BEHE 2 28 L 2T e B 720

m 2Rafke MEeRZeWRE] LoHHEE

AR ThER ] ER/% ) —EDRMOZEE &b %) aTH 505, ERE
b B 2RI ILFEICIE S A CIINEETH 5. ZORIZEL
EREEHEAITIE, —HL T [MEWRA2WRE] 2528 L ERof
2 ZRAOEFOHMEREL L CT\nw520, Tihid, BEMe s 2 RHY
BHEE [HOR2VWRE] &) ERMERIHECN T THIT 27 70 —F T
Hbo

FEBEE BT S . RO OFEMFIZB T, EEEFEEEHF EFE L7 70—
FrEOTWD, PIRIE, BHERREEICET 27 —F - a— FURT—VEHER
B E a7 12 B\ ISR BCH AT R BRI e MR E ORI S
HLIECZ e WRENT SRS SN ) ZHERNPORE L 2B IR Y . EE
HEEFIMLLZLETERVERRTW LR, FHFICI N, BEUELH S
EHIES B 720120, RAEHRDT SND T, BEE 2RSS T 5H N2
RWREDNGIEEZ SN ) 2BEN»OZE L 22fal e DT 2 %807 Tk
LB\, F72, MOX Plant FHI2 5\ CREIBHEF LA IE, EE g
SR B VI HE D < MBI AR SN2 L TIZ, WINDOFRRLFED
MFNCRELRE L S0, WEREICRA IHEY A L S HT87 L 5

27) KR [aigE] #£7) 280 H. K. Oellers-Frahm, ‘Article 41’ in A. Zimmermann, C.
Tomuschat, K. Oellers-Frahm, and CJ. Tam (eds.), The Statute of the International
Court of Justice: A Commentary, the second edition (Oxford University Press, 2012),
p. 1047.

28)  Dispute Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary between Ghana and Céte d’
Ivoire in the Atlantic Ocean, (Ghana v. Cote dIvoire) ITLOS Case No. 23, Order of 25
April 2015, ITLOS Reports 2015, p. 155, para. 41.

29) Ibid. p.156, para. 42.
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BHEV)TFRIZBOWTREAUDL S 2 5A1, YEREBELEOLIENTES LR
NTWVB0, Vak— VilEBEOMO T CICETLYL =37 - Yy AR—VEH
fECid, v~ L= 7k, BAROTESD L IZHEEO—TIZ OV TEES LTV
B RIS, BRSO BE VISR D APEREHFT iR S s £ ToM.
BV R VWREEWLEROGAEZ R L TV & ERHEERH IR L
7230, T2 TEHPTE. BEMOFLELEVIRVWRELFSEOE ML L TR
HLTw2 Ly ICRZTLN,

L2 Lo ioHEslcid, Bato%iFds [MEv 2wRE] L oBlRIER
iR T ETHDH. BlZIE, Arctic Sunrise 5F 112 BV T EES M EEHINZ,
AW R ICEERENEFINDL L L2, FRLFEOEMNIZNT S
[MEVZ RWRE] IZEERLTWwAV, ARA Libertad 5H 4 A TH %,
COFEMI BT EBEEEEHTIL, Bao0w 2 \#EH S s EREHAIO
SERGESFEMRL ., BREEZNZTNOHANZRET L2720, WEREIER S
N5 ELE®, L LEHATE, V—FOFTE» UL T7 Ve F v otk
FIC [EWZWRE] 25272008 L Tnkv, AkAT CAHFEHICBW
THEESGEFEESAINE, BEEOHEMZREL, ALK CHEIFROE L 5 HEAL
i 0RBEHE LY EHEL G U205, BRELHE§ 27200 A4k
HIZEHELZ OV T S22 LT3y, BEICIRR7-2 238D M/V Louisa 55
TRIC BV CEBEESHPTIL, BEROEFH IOV UIERIIE RS, HW
ZBRVRENAL ) ZHENPOLB L ZEROFEO AT HETLA®, 22

30) The MOX Plant case, supra note 11, p. 108, para. 64.

31) Case Concerning Land Reclamation by Singapore in and Around the Straits of Johor,
Request for the Prescription of Provisional Measures, 8 October 2003, Case No. 12,
ITLOS Reports 2003, p. 22, para. 72.

32) The Arctic Sunrise case (Kingdom of the Netherlands v. Russian Federation), Provi-
sional Measures, ITLOS Case No. 22, 22 November 2013, ITLOS Reports 2013, p. 249,
para. 89.

33) The ARA Libertad case (Argentina v. Ghana), ITLOS Case No. 20, Request for the
Prescription of Provisional Measures, Order of 15 December 2012, ITLOS Reports 2012,
p. 349, para. 100.

34) The Southern Bluefin Tuna cases (New Zealand v. Japan; Australia v. Japan), Provi-
sional Measures, ITLOS Cases Nos. 3 and 4, ITLOS Reports 1999, p. 296, para. 80.
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TIE [EVWR2WERE] PR YNBSS N TRE ShzbII Th %,

D EH, EEEEEECH T OHFI TIE, MEE % 2 UEEOHEFIST %
MEWZZWRE] Lv ) EEMZERZRLE L RSO RZHI§ 2 & v
DT THE—FIE, LFTLLELSN TRV, Lo L, BElEs s L FHE
DEFIOREZHIE LTV AU, HEHEMICHT S [ 2WRE] 274
L9 AEMAdH 50 EG0IE, Btz iy 27200mERIEELZE Bbihs,
MR RED 7O OEERGEICHE L T, ERE IS5 [Hvwr 20w
E DBHEL ) ERDD 50 Er) BRAME T 572008MEE 20 ) b L
ZRAONDD, WENIZE L, ZORICHET 2 EEEEEEHTOT 70— F
IE—BHEARMLTEB Y WBIOTRWREEEIRZ ) &) b b bRHEE 2
D9 %o

IV BRE 2 HIWNrg 2 720 DI JE e

RITKRES SN2 T IUE %R S ol EEEFEESRAS 290 4 1 H & 5 IHIZH
ESNLEEEMIEETH L, ZOIIIOWT, EBHEESEH B EE O R
LT,

FHIBRAVERRIC JAUE, BRI SAY S 290 St 5 THIZ LD < KT OHERR
. G LT HICHEED CMERR & 13587 5 o BEEMRE SR EE 290 45 5 HICHES (Y
A BB EE IS PEEH IR S NS £ TOM, WEfiE»EE T
BHEND D B0 R L 2T % S v, fEo T, EEMELEENE
290 5 5 HIZ BT 2 B2 MOFRIMAEEIL, B290 & 1TICB T2 2L D Dk
Tdh 5%, HIRMFERIZ., Enrica Lexie o FHF12Bv> T, Heider FHE3 &

35) The M/V Louisa case, supra note 13, p. 69, para. 72.

36) N. Klein, Dispute Settlement in the UN Convention on the Law of the Sea (Cambridge
University Press, 2005), p. 78; Separate Opinion of Judge Laing in the Southern Bluefin
Tuna cases, supra note 34, p. 306, para. 3; P. Gautier, ‘Mesures conservatoires, préjudice
irréparable et protection de l'environnement, in Liber Amicorum, Jean-Pierre Cot, Le
proceés international (2009) p. 136.

37)  EEMREEERE SRR 290 4 1 B,
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Chandrasekhara Rao #H E1OIZ L o TR EN TV 5,

WIZIRFEDFFRUZ L AUE, BRI SA5 200 £ 5 IO (G TH - T
b, BREMOEEOR MO WM EEH AR S N5 £ TOMIZBEE SN
V3 Enrica Lexie % F4:123\> T Francioni FHTEH B L. B2 HWIL, £
Nz L) F CIRROEENZSUROHFTHEF Sz < TE R 53, MBS
BRSNS ETOREMAM D S5 B & v BRIE S AL72IRE D o T o AEFifi§ <
ETIERVERRTVEW, B2, TVak— ViFROED I TIZHT 5~ L —
T T AR VR B CEREEEECH T, B SR 290 &
by BT X WL MBS TSR S A F T E V) R BRE
ENBVEDRGEERIL TWD, ORI LEHPTIZ, MBS
N5 ETOME ) FERFIBRIZL T L HRENZ DD TR, BREEOEF L,
g R S M B 3 VID IS D MBS, EEbiE 251 L, LD L
XAFTHMERFT 2 2 E DT E LB W 2 & O THET L 2107 U % 5 v &l
RTCW542), ZOFRIL. Arctic Sunrise THMIC BT 2 W EHBMFIZBNT
LIRS N TN AEB),

REMoR 2§ 2R EELZEZE R 256, 2008 %551 TORE
HOMEEZ X LR TEE b %, —0F 4 71k, 28 (imminence) & L
TOEBNETH B, TESEICHT 2 FE3EE, ZL0RE, ZUlLfak sk
UonTWw a9, ERFEERHAFTOAZETL201E, 777 Y FHHIBIT5
FEHHATE COLT LRI, TS LLABELLBREEZONLITHAS
AN, ToYh, BAMEZAMEREL 2D, HFEZ0y A 7L, @i (o

38) T. Treves, ‘Article 290" in A. Prolss (ed.), United Nations Convention on the Law of
the Sea: A Commentary ( Miinchen, C.H. Beck, 2017), p. 1877.

39) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Heider, supra note 21, pp. 288-289, paras. 6-7 and p. 290,
para. 12.

40) Dissenting Opinion of Judge Chandrasekhara Rao, supra note 22, p. 241, para. 6.

41) Declaration of Judge ad hoc Francioni, supra note 17, pp. 223-224, paras. 21-22.

42)  Case Concerning Land Reclamation by Singapore in and Around the Straits of Johor,
supra note 31, p. 22, para. 68.

43) The Arctic Sunrise case, supra note 32, p. 248, para. 84.

44) E. Roucounas, L urgence et le droit international, in Le droit international et le temps:
Collogue de Paris (Paris, Pedone, 2001), pp. 201-203.
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tA) ELTORENTH L, Bl2IE, WEEMEFEOMEL, SLEX IO L
T HMA GEROREIEROMERTH Y, s T oA LEZ HNb, it

Ty BFUHEN X 2REOITEA, W EWEROMEZ HIZH LED, &
B VIEMEROF - R EALE R K TREIGETE 2V, 29 ThHD LT L%
HAXL RIS 2 BREWRIR & FHHE QLIS HE A T, YRR
TRAEIZB 3 2 RO BRI, EWRESHEANAT CEL T 2 @M Z i3 %
LW BLEPOBE E N L TR S v,

CITHREINDIFONL, AFAECAFHICBIT LY EBEMSTH 510,
1999 4F- 8 A 27 H O i fr 12 B\ CHEPBSFEEREHHFNIL, A=A M) T,
HAR, 22—V =5 Y NIt L, AhAF CAHAOHBEICHET LHEMETO 7S
ADOFAXBEE RS CELL2WVETIHERE LM U0, L L, EEiE
PEFSEHRI I R 2 VITICHEE D gk i ik 1999 4FEh 1213 S b AR TH
572 L. HAROFAEME 7T 75 2121999 4E 8 H 31 HLURNIH T 5 FETH
272, 2D b b TEMFTE. BEHEL L Y EREL G L2OTH L, £
NTIE, ARAFECHEMRIIBNT, BEHELZLEL TR E LD L) I
EZHRETHA )28, TOMIZHL Treves BHE X KD X 9 RBBRFEV
RiftAERIHL Twb, Tbb, RMIIBWTLESE SN EEM L. BEEE
FEECHI T OB B E S0 H SN THh SMPERBHF T Bl E Y ED S Z LB
T&5ETOMOEK s AHIZEIEI G 2 L) ERIZE T2 b D TlEZzwy,
%ﬂu‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%«kﬁﬁiﬁm(Umw D DH7ZODLDTH L, L9,

IV EIFEORIEICE L CiE, %, BHAAEEEDSHFIET 2 RICEEL

45) LaGrand (Germany v. United States of America), 3 March 1999, IC]J Reports 1999,
p. 15, para. 26.

46) T OEIZO & RE M, S, Juridical Insights into the Protection of Community
Interests through Provisional Measures: Reflections on the ITLOS Jurisprudence’,
(2014) 1 The Global Community Yearbook of International Law and Jurisprudence,
pp. 262-266.

47) The Southern Bluefin Tuna cases, supra note 34, p. 299, para. 90.

48) M.D. Evans, The Southern Bluefin Tuna Dispute: Provisional Thinking on Provi-
sional Measures?, (1999) 10 Yearbook of International Environmental Law, p. 13.

49) Separate Opinion of Judge Treves in Southern Bluefin Tuna cases, supra note 34,
p. 317, para. 8.
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Bl TEES RV, 0 2 Z2HHNE, BEMOTFEZHET HI2H>T
[MEE S EEERS (prudence and caution) | 2%K&O Hb LRk TH 550,
CEYERBERAOIRIC BT 5B akiE. [P 7 7a—71 S8
Do 2 EIzh 55, ZOHIZH L Treves FHE L, BEaoOZEE X, THW
TTU—FIIHED L LI L o TORI/Z NS LR TW 552, HIZ Treves
FHEIE, FPHT 70 —FI3IE L CEEREOBEBEEIZNIEL T b Eali~x
55, LT, AW, FHNT Tu—F, FEHEL V) 3ODOERII,

AEPERERAEOTIRIZB T, BEISHEFITONLZ L1k %,

Dbz &ns, EWEERFCHET 2R MoMed, S aLEkiy b,
LDREVEHBTEE SN CELebawE b s, FEOZEEIL, Lk
HIEGD £ 9 BB R EEHE RO IEICO W T HTE T L, Zoge, BA
Pix, B L72fEBTlE % . IEREOEL 7o v A0 kb %, 724
WERORLE & FEE, GG LT ORI EEELTET 5. 1o T,
MBFEERBIRE DO URIC BT 2 BB BE T 556, EFEFEEEHINE. 7
7 70 —F2ZE LoD, WHEREOEL T 0t 2 &Ik d 5 720 1B ERE

RO DBRMSDHHE ) DL HEHWT D LES DD L BN S,
Vo hiE

e DS EIBSE ORI G- 2 B8, B2 B8R 2 LR LT LIIERETDH %o
FAZBR72EBY | EROTR L7z [EEMEOAERN R fid. 2 OBEIC
92 EEMHBEENS 07 T —F L LT EELRERE 0. AR, ERRE
b BRI ERHE L 2 54 RO S, FRHCEEREIZBT 5 BE

50) The Southern Bluefin Tuna cases, supra note 34, p. 296, para. 77.

51) AZAFE CHHEMII B CEIBEAEEFN T A E R E 2 o - i e L CHBAIIE,
F—=A PN T D=V =T Y FHPERLE [PHER] ~NOZEIEV720OTIE R
NEHEBL TV B, HPFHIT, [Ahsa T AT [FE] LV 7 12 454 D AR — B AR~
P — | IWFG2. BUEEGE. [BURERREICB 2 A & EFofE] ORfEHE, 2003
i) 142 H,

52) Separate Opinion of Judge Treves, supra note 49, p. 318, para. 8.
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