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1. Variant C

2. Budapest

3. Mediation

4. London Protocol
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6. Special Agreement between the Republic of Hungary and the Slovakia Republic

for Submission to the International Court of Justice of the Differences between

them Concerning the Gabc¢ikovo-Nagymaros Project, 2 July 1993, art. 2(1)(a)(b)
(©).
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See: Bostian, 1998: 412-413

2. Internationally Wrongful Act

3. Gabc¢ikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary v. Slovakia), I.C.J. Reports 1997, para.

108.

4. Op. cit, supra note 24, para. 79.
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.(Opinion of Judge Ranjeva: 170

1. Gabcikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary v. Slovakia), I.C.J. Reports 1997, para.

47; Interpretation of Peace Treaties with Bulgaria, Hungary and Romania, Second

Phase, Advisory Opinion, I.C.J. Reports 1950: 228.

2. Necessity

3. Wrongfulness

4. Ibid, para. 101

5. Ibid, para. 51
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. Direct

. Ibid, para. 54

. Grave and Imminent Peril
. Ibid, para. 54

. Ibid, para. 54

. Ibid, para. 51

. Ibid, para. 85

. Only Means of Safeguarding that Interest
. Ibid, para. 52

10. Act

11. Omission

12. Ibid, para. 57
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. Duty to Compensate
. Ibid, para. 48

. Countermeasure

. Ibid, para. 69

. Proportionality

. Ibid, para. 71

. must be commensurate

0 N N L kAW~

. Gabc¢ikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary v. Slovakia), I.C.J. Reports 1997, para.
83.

9. Directed Against

10. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful
Acts 2001, Commentaries of Article 22, para. 5.
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. Injured State

. Ibid, para. 85

. Shared Resource

. Proportionality

. Ibid, para. 85

. Reversible

. Ibid, para. 87

. Duty to Mitigate

. Ibid, para. 80

10. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful
Acts 2001, Art. 31, Commentary 11.

O 0 9 & L A W N =

VA o ladti /asua (50599 / 398 Alad saelsfad




o -3
—

s orS) car <E6 )/ rC0S Trvr/ e fes) vy

Tom Olss 1oy )8 S0 )50 O )ls (a0 Wil o0 e ghnne 83,
S 5,5 LB ol 5 ol 4 Sl alS & s gt gLt
Byo 5052 allipn saliliie Jos a2 55 o g0 Sl ol o305 s
&S Sl g, cnl jladl &)l Gliee (et g alne Sl (b Wl o0
hiles (2lsS Syl falS sl (5508 s 3BT 0 caspl; Sgs o
ol o rels anlgss & lus slesl g ol JB o s 10,90 50
Modlirm alalseie Jod SG (o S5 s0350 Sh2 S S (o0 mpal Ol
T sy 0 a5l O lus palS 4 s pgas o Slelul sleol 1A el
Tl YA osle 4 (5T, s900 5l g Sl Jlaz oo cnl 5 ols i sl
el 250 S 33 85 i 5 s A o lacdgs Mol udgh e
lees 5 ois b pdy Joo alalsiie caog &, Jolse 51 (K6 plsie 4 oal;

285185k e D)l Gl Gliee 50 ol Olie 4

Oloalwo Gods .Y
Tzl 09 pSes lalesl )b b cidls wuad Gl e il ol 4o
Gow 5l odalae a5 g o Tolansl yloy Jlg>! g glogl s N AVY saslicdblge
1y 055 LYS 35 STelasl ciS wlel 555 50 1, 455 e (solicziblyo ¢ Llio oL
S92 05503 3 yaie odmles® o 85 sl g 50513 Slagad (0g 12 VlesY

1. Ibid, para. 71

2. Ibid, para. 80

3. Impossibility of Performance

4. Rebus sic stantibus

5. Approximate Application.
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(Op. cit, supra note 24, paras. 76-77) el ;1 jl nlae 395 Bsi> sla S5

. Suspension

. Termination

. Irreparable

. Ibid, para. 94

. d'étre

. Ibid, para. 94

. Disappearance or Destruction

. Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties 1969, Art. 61 (1),(2)
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1. (1966) 11 Y.B.I.L.C. 256

2. Negotiation

3. Consultation

4. 1bid, para. 104

5. Fisheries Jurisdiction (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland v.
Iceland), I.C.J. Reports 1973, para. 36

6. The Object and Purpose of the Treaty
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1. Unforeseen

2. Ibid, para. 104

3. puctu sunt servunda

4. The Convention of the Regulation of Water Management Issues of Boundary
Waters, 31 May 1976

5. Ibid, para. 71

6. Ibid, para. 96

7. Ibid, para. 106

8. Ibid, para. 107
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1. Premature

2. Ibid, paras. 108,115.
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.(Ibid, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Oda, para. 22) sl o5 AL VAVY gasbcdblye o &
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wolazsl Lo g oSl TG o6 (dbid, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Vereshchetin: 219)

Ibid, Dissenting Opinion of Judge Parra-Aranguren:) sxwa L ool 5 55 SwgimsSoul
.(228-230; Ibid, Dissenting Opinion of Judge ad hoc Skubiszewski, p. 232

3. Ibid, para. 108

4. Ibid, para. 114
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