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2. Article 38 of International Court of Justice: The Court, whose function is to decide in accordance with
International Law such disputes as are submitted to it, shall apply: a. International Conventions, whether
general or particular, establishing rules expressly recognized by the contesting states... (Emphasis added).
3. Time-bound
4. crawford, James, Chance, Order, Change: The Course of International Law, RCADI, 2013, p. 110.
5. Gabcikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary/Slovakia), Judgment of 25 September 1997, at 124, para. 16
(Judge Bedjaoui, Separate Opinion).
6. Judge Jessup
7. South West Africa (Ethiopia v. South Africa; Liberia v. South Africa), Second Phase, Judgment of 18
July 1966, at 439 (Judge Jessup, Dissenting Opinion).
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Nascimento Silva, Geraldo Eulalio, Le facteur temps et les traités, RCADI, 1977.
10. Evolutive Interpretation (En.) = Interprétation Evolutive (Fr.)
11. Dynamic Interpretation (En.) = Interprétation Dynamique (Fr.)
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Fitzmaurice, Malgosia, “Dynamic (Evolutive) Interpretation of Treaties”, 2008, Hague Yearbook of
International Law.
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15. International Law Commission (ILC)

16. Koskenniemi, Martti, Fragmentation of International Law: Difficulties Arising from the
Diversification and Expansion of International Law, Report of the Study Group, Oxford University Press
of the International Law Commission, UN Doc. A/CN.4/L.682, 2006, at 241.

17. Report of the International Law Commission, UN Doc. A/63/10, 2008, Annex A: Treaties over Time,
pp. 365-389.

18. Waldock, Humphrey, Third Report on the Law of Treaties, 1964 YILC, vol. 11, p. 54.

19. Fitzmaurice, Malgosia, “Dynamic (Evolutive) Interpretation of Treaties”, 2008, Hague Yearbook of
International Law, p. 102. In: Dawidowicz, Martin, “The Effect of the Passage of Time on the
Interpretation of Treaties: Some Reflections on Costa Rica v. Nicaragua”, Leiden Journal of International
Law, vol. 24, 2011, p. 213.
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21. McNair, Arnold, The Law of Treaties, Oxford University Press, 2nd ed, 1961, p. 365.
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23. Gardiner, Richard, Treaty Interpretation, Paperback Edition, Oxford University Press, 2011, pp. 8-
27.
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24. Dawidowicz, Martin, op. cit., p. 206.

25. Dupuy, Pierre-Marie, “Evolutionary Interpretation of Treaties: Beyond Memory and Prophecy”, in
Enzo Cannizzaro (ed), The Law of Treaties beyond the Vienna Convention, Oxford University Press,
2011, p. 123.

26. Fitzmaurice, Malgosia, “The Practical Working of the Law of Treaties”, in Evans, Malcom,
International Law, 3rd ed, Oxford University Press, 2010, p. 188.

27. Progressive Interpretation. Tavernier, Paul, “Relevance of the Inter-temporal Law”, in James
Crawford, Alain Pellet and Simon Olleson (eds), The Law of International Responsibility, Oxford
University Press, 2010, p. 400.

28. European Court of Human Rights (ECtHR) (En.) = Cour européenne des droits de I'homme (CEDH)
(Fr)

29. *Living Instrument’ Doctrine

30. Letsas, George, A Theory of Interpretation of the European Convention on Human Rights, Oxford
University Press, 2007, p. 65.

31. static Interpretation (En.) = Interprétation Statique (Fr.)

32. Helmersen, Sondre Torp, “Evolutive Treaty Interpretation Legality, Semantics and Distinctions”,
European Journal of Legal Studies, vol. 6, Issue 1, Spring/Summer 2013, p. 129.

33. Rule of Law (En.) = Etat de droit (Fr.)
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34. Helmersen, Sondre Torp, op. cit., p. 130.

35. Principle of Contemporaneity to the Interpretation of Treaties (En.) = Principe de la contemporanéité
de l'interprétation des traités (Fr.)
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Counter-Memorial of Nicaragua, vol. I, 29 May 2007, para. 4.3.1.1.
37. Fitzmaurice, Gerald, The Law and Procedure of the International Court of Justice, Martinus Nijhoff,
1993, p. 346 and 359.
38. Doctrine of Inter-temporal Law (En.) = Doctrine du droit intertemporel (Fr.)
39. Ibid., pp. 359-361.
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Elias, Taslim, “The Doctrine of Intertemporal Law”, AJIL, 1980.
Report of the International Law Commission, UN Doc. A/60/10 (2005), 220, para. 479; Brownlie, lan,
Principles of Public International Law, 7th Edition, Oxford University Press, 2008, p. 633.

40. Judge Huber

41. 1sland of Palmas Case (Netherlands v. U.S.A.), United Nations, RIAA, pp. 829-871.

42. Creation of Rights

43. Existence of Rights

44. 1sland of Palmas Case, p. 845.
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46. Elias, Taslim, op. cit., p. 291.
47. Doctrine of Intertemporality (En.) = Doctrine de intertemporalité (Fr.)
48. Intertemporal Law (En.) = Droit intertemporel (Fr.)
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Fitzmaurice, Malgosia, op. cit., pp. 102-113.

52. Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence of South Africa in Namibia (South
West Africa) notwithstanding Security Council Resolution 276 (1970), Advisory Opinion of 21 June
1971.
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Reports 2009, pp. 213- 272.
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55. San Juan River (En.) = Fleuve San Juan (Fr.)
56. Ibid, paras. 15-16.

57. Castillo Viejo

58. Ibid, para. 30.
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63. Grover Cleveland

64. Ibid, paras. 19-20.

65. Cuadra-Lizano Joint Communiqué (En.) = Communiqué Conjoint Cuadra-Lizano (Fr.)

66. Ibid, paras. 24-26.

67. International Court of Justice (ICJ) (En.) = Cour international de justice (C1J) (Fr.)

68. Ibid, paras. 27-28

69. Tovar-Caldera Agreement (En.) = Accord Tovar-Caldera (Fr.)

70. Pact of Bogoté (En.) = Pacte de Bogota (Fr.)

71. Ibid, para. 1.

72. bid, para. 28
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73. Antonio Cancando Trindade

74. Gilbert Guillaume

75. Ad hoc

76. lbid, para. 4.

77. libre navegacion ... con objetos de comercio
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