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1. Succession.

2. Bankruptcy.

3. Vladoiu, Nasty Marian and . “State succession to international intergovernmental
organizations under the International Public Law,” Law Review, Vol. I, Issue. 1, 2015, p. 15.
4. Attribution.

5. Coercion.

6. Aid or Assistance.

7. Direction and Control.

8. Mikulka, Vaklav. “State Succession and Responsibility,” The Law of International
Responsibility-edited by James Crawford, Alain Pellet, and Simon Olleson, Oxford
University Press, 2010, p. 292.

9. Manfred Lachs.

10. ILC's Sub-committee on Succession of States and Governments.

11. Rosenne.

12. Elias.
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1. Crawford, James, State Responsibility: The General Part, Cambridge University Press,

2013, pp. 436,437.

2. ILC Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001,

Commentaries of Article of 11, para. 3.

3. Commentaries to the ILC Draft Articles on the Responsibility of States for Internationally

Wrongful Acts, GAOR, 56th Sess., Suppl. 10,59,119, para. 3.
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(Vienna Convention on Succession of States in respect of Treaties (1978), art. 2(1(¢))

5. Internationally Wrongful Act.

6. Predecessor State.

7. Successor State.

8. The Obligation to Reparation.
9. The Right to Reparation.
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1. Doctrine of Non-Succession.

2. Personal.

3. Crawford, op. cit, supra note 15, (p. 441).

4. Attributable.

5. Jakubowski, Andrzej, State Succession in Cultural Property, Oxford University Press,

2015, (p. 22).
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7. Annexation.

8. Boer Republic.

9. Hawaii.

10 British-US Claim Commission, R. E. Brown Case (US v. Great Britain) (1923), RIAA6,
120, 129; and British-US Claim Commission, F. H. Redward and Others Case (Great Britain
v. US) (1925), RIAA6, 157.

11. Dumberry, Patrick. “The Controversial Issue of State Succession to International
Responsibility in Light of Recent State Practice,” German Yearbook of International Law,
Vol. 49, 20006, p. 415.

12. actio personalis moritur cum persona.
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1. Sovereign Equality of States.

2. Succession.

3. Roman Law.

4. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, p. 417.

5. Mikulka, op. cit, supra note10, pp. 293,294.

6. prima facie.

7. op. cit, supra note 16, art. 1.
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9. Brigitte Stern.

10. Objective.

11. Intention or Culpa.
12. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 33, p. 418.
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1. op. cit, supra note 16, art. 14(2).

2. Shaw QC, Malcolm N. International Law, Sixth edition, Cambridge University Press, 2008,
p. 713.

3. op. cit, supra note 16, art. 11.

4. Report on State Succession in Relation to State Responsibility, Working Group II, 51st
International Law Seminar, Geneva, 23 July 2015, Draft Conclusion 4, paras. 2,3.

5. Crete.

6. Lighthouse Arbitration Case Award 24/27 July 1956 ILR, 1956 p. 90.

ol eyt il 33 50 @b cul 51 8 s cul Sleladl 5050 s 2 ogMe o il o 3,9818 5 SagsS)y ogen
el 034 3e(Volkovitsch, Michael John. 1992. Towards a new Theory of State Succession to
Responsibility for International Delicts, 92 The Columbia Law Review, p. 2190; First Report
on State Responsibility (addendum No.5) by Mr James Crawford Special Rapporteur 22 July
1998 UNDoc A/CN/4/490 Add 5, para. 282)

2L Glaaie bl lacdgy il I ol zls o wlod oo gupad 363 S Blads s > ydls (559 dueS Equity. v
....... .(Opinion no. 1, The Badinter Arbitration .Commission, 29 November 1991, in: 92 [.LL.R.,
1993, p. 166)

8. The Doctrine of the Acquired Rights.
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1. Unjust Enrichment (enrichissement sans cause).
2. O'Connell, D.P. State Succession in municipal law and international law, Vol. I, Cambridge
University Press, 1967, (pp.267,360).
3. Good Faith.
4. Orcesi v. The Ministry of War, Court of Cassation of Florence, 21 December 1881, in:
Cecil J.B. HURST, at p. 177; Verlengo v. Finance Department, decided in 1878 by the Court
of Cassation at Florence, in: Giurisprudenza Italiana, 3rd Series, vol. 30, Pt. 1, Sec. 1, column
1206, in: Brief led by Fred K. Nielsen, American Agent, Hawaiian Claims Case, in: Fred K.
NIELSEN, American and British Claims Arbitration, Report, Washington, G.P.O., 1926, pp.
95 et seq., at pp. 119-120.
5. Estoppel.
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Jles.(Land, Island and Maritime Frontier Dispute (El Salvador v. Honduras), Application to
Intervene, Judgment of 13 September 1990, I.C.J. Reports 1990, p. 92, paras. 118-119)
6. Dumberry, Patrick. State Succession to International Responsibility, Martinus Nijhoff
Publishers, 2007,pp. 210,211.
7. Third Reich.
8. Deutsche Mark.
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1. Dumberry, Patrick. “Is a New State Responsible for Obligations Arising from
Internationally Wrongful Acts Committed Before its Independence in the Context of
Secession,” The Canadian Yearbook of International Law, Vol. XLIII, 2005,pp. 433-434.

2. Continuator.

3. Ottoman Empire.

4. Dumberry, Patrick. “The Consequences of Turkey Being the ‘Continuing’ State of the
Ottoman Empire in Terms of International Responsibility for Internationally Wrongful Acts,”
International Criminal Law Review, Vol. 14, 2014, p. 271.

5. Lighthouse Arbitration case (Sentence arbitrale en date des 24/27 juillet 1956 rendue par le
Tribunal d’arbitrage constitué en vertu du Compromis signé a Paris le 15 juillet 1932 entre la
France et la Gréce), French-Greek Arbitral Tribunal, Award of 24/27 July 1956,
UN.RILA.A,vol. 12., 23 I.LL.R. (1956), p. 108.

6. Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR).
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(Report on State Succession in Relation to State Responsibility, Working Group II, 51st
International Law Seminar, Geneva, 23 July 2015, Draft .Conclusion 3, para. 7)
2. Alma Ata Declaration, 21 December 1991, UN Doc. A/46/60, (1992) 31 I.L.M. 147.
3. Agreement Stablishing the Commonwealth of Independent States (Minsk Agreement), 13
December 1991, UN Doc A/46/771 (1992) 31 L.L.M. 138.
4. Johari, Ridhima and Dubey, Mudit. “State Responsibility as aspects human rights violation
amidst succession,” International Conference on Law, Management and Humanities
(ICLMH'14), Bangkok (Thailand), 2014, p. 2.
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6. Abkommen zwischen der Regierung der Bundesrepublic Deutschland und der Regierung
der Russischen Foderation uber kulturelle Zusammenarbeit, 16 December 1992, BGBI. 1993-
II, 1256, art. 15.
7. Tsarist Government.
8. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, pp. 436,437.
9. Unification.
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1. Democratic Republic of Germany (GDR) or East Germany.
2. Treaty on the Establishment of German Unity, 3 October 1990, art. 24, para. 1.
3. The Federal Administrative Court (Bundesverwaltungsgericht).
4. Report on State Succession in Relation to State Responsibility, Working Group II, 51st
International Law Seminar, Geneva, 23 July 2015, Draft Conclusion 6, paras. 11-13.
5. The Socialist Republic of Vietnam (SRV).
6. Report on State Succession in Relation to State Responsibility, Working Group II, 51st
International Law Seminar, Geneva, 23 July 2015, Draft Conclusion 6, paras. 7,8.
7. The US Foreign Claims Settlement Commission.
8. Agreement between the Government of the United States of America and the Government
of the Socialist Republic of Vietnam concerning the settlement of certain property claims, 28
January 1995.
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1. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 59, pp. 273-278.

2. Czechoslovakia.

3. Czech Republic.

4. Slovakia Republic.
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6. Gabcikovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary v. Slovakia), Judgment of 25 september 1997 of

ICJ, paras. 151,152.

7 . Mikulka, Vaclav. “The dissolution of Czehoslovakia and succession in respect of treaties,”
Succession of States-edited by Mojmir Mrak, Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 1999, p. 110.

Yo



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

B Conated pgli pas (553 )3 (Moo Calgme 53 gD (ndils YT
il &)U 51 e il <o
Glw Ced (Bais Cunasul Bumddelyl (Jod g ¢ sudils Fu )l 5l jw &S L5)8
Sla s @35 03 )8 By 3)90 Bl g (Bgis Caid polis pMel (pl b s
sy b 33,5 o e il g (Ml Edsions & s (il g > g3
2lo 59w 3l Bl o> (Boi> Conasid baimdasl gy plgis 4 gy G (plulid oS
wls iy 5 dte slacdss 31 Sy pYLs 055 o5 (A sl o8] Sy oy
Ly ) ales S8 il 85, s &1 ol (5500 el Al sl
apdbal A pod o) e Sy Jl o 55w 5l il pMlel pas g (Balo 59)58
5 Sy 355 Jio) llall i Dnols (550 31 il dgd gleal By pae b ((LuelS
Slamis 4y WS Sl 1) (dlodmn Candy 31 el ("€ ks oyt bl alisly & o
Cdg> S glyie a2 bl gy (linlomem i bl (alash &3 I e < Jlie
o= ewlal g5l B 050l g 3905 pMel il o D) Bl Ced & o doni (0 &S W
Gl 9> Ol o do A0lS e S (pl 4538 o el 4udB L )3 5 59

5 Slolasa (o bwa) clac gy asal pMel U ° e (clngys 39 0350 Jtuns

YUl as Lladsbedslge gllae (Union of Colombia) (1829-1831) LualS &5bul 4555 008 4028 )3 )
Al Estann 0903 ixta (VSY) 192581 5 (VABY) Lol (VABY) Sbigsig (sl 9 b (sa235ls5) e ol oo

A8 o el g3 A s oo g Ml Bl Jos 31 30
(Czaplinski, .Wladyslaw. “State Succession and State Responsibility,” Can YBIL, Vol. 28,

1990,(pp. 339,341)
2. Austria-Hungary Monarchy.

Sg> oyt 4 gl (A )3 sz g (e 5 Copmor Cond 52 (ol umdy cul 3 o5 el S5 Y Y
do 3 55 coals s o s V) Ko pon o Slobee I8l 1 o o olsis & < IS il
S gy (@l gl (s o)lae pl 5l Sogd Lol by Jolaisl 558 4y 1) Gile o> (e o Juopd FY 5 Cuners

255 Cgune (il g gt
Ebenroth, Carsten Thomas and Kemner, Matthew James. “The Enduring Political Nature of
Questions of State Succession and Secession and the Quest .for Objective Standards,” Journal
of International Economic Law, Vol. 17, No. 3, 1996, (pp. 794,795)(

4. Military Pensions (Austria) Case, 7 May 1919, Case no. 126; Austrian Empire (Succession)
Case, 11 March 1919, Case no.18; and Case of 20 October 1919, Case no. 253-254.
5. Allied Powers.

Yys



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

sblad o leal cpl cpiomen b i 1) Lo bl gled] it 3ol clgd Ssis Canasis
gy oy Jlo ol T by 50 el laolSals 5 liag) (slaolSals 53 gy ke
D1 35 3yg0  Aewsi] aie yosedlsS b oblsd g Jlasl caillae &S (g ymaSoly o]y
o Vool Jlo 3 S e )f (il 0,5 5 )b 93 (Saw)y (> 53 ol g conle
A g st olgd T eSS Jtus g bl IS il o) 51 S S
Colid) pogmad > gy lyie a4 Kl e 955490 45 5,5 pMel Cudgtune )3 (St
gl Glems a8 cul Jbs o oyl .;Jb)f Saeld yuiils led Cun Mo 4y Couns 00 140l

ol UMb 5| i o8 Josl (ogad 3 1y o, 55k590 o3 cguulong &b )3yl Gois

1. Dzierzbichi v. District Electric Association of Czestochowa, 21 December 1933, (1934)
O.S.P no0.288, (1933-34, Ann. Dig L.L.C. 89 (Supreme Court of Poland, First Division);
Niemiek and Niemiek v. Bialobrodziec and Polish State Treasury, 20 February 1923, (1923-
24), 2 Ann. Dig. L.L.C. 64 (Supreme Court of Poland, Third Division); Olpinski v. Polish
Treasury (Railway Division), 16 April 1921, O.S.P. no. 15, (1919-22), Ann. Dig. L.L.C. 63
(Supreme Court of Poland, Third Division).

2. Baron A. v. Prussian Treasury, 19 December 1923, 107 E.R.Z. 382 (1923-1924), Ann. Dig.
I.L.C. 60 (Germany, Reichsgericht in Civil Matters).

3. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 65, pp. 427-430.

4. Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide (1948).

5. Fraterman, Justin A. “Secession, State Succession and International Arbitration,” Draft
(March 7, 2013), 2013, (p. 26).

6. Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
(Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Serbia and Montenegro), I.C.J., Judgment of 26 February 2007,
paras. 76-78.

3loasjlpl colls, 4 cuus oiils cdgs ((tabula rasa) Clean Slate) plo 7o) s0cl wlol 5
21y oaeld ] (VAVA) bacdsy indils osad 55 g oamdlssS €l 3gr anless piile sl Cgd (sow

(V5 83bo) 905 (S v «didgy (6,593 y9ulS B pomimo (I B U oS aidl IMisiwlol opuiils (slacdgs
(Milanovic, Marko. “Territorial Application of the Convention and State Succession,” The
UN Genocide .Convention-A Commentary-edited by Paola Gaeta, .Oxford University Press,

2009, p. 485
7. Independent.

Yy



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

OV bl a1y gy ol el Jgtmn g 48l IS5 i dgd (9 31 >
138 paSonn okigy (slalalys 4 5y
€Sy g JIid (5p9t03? b5 i (pogas pl 3 sptte i
HengSim (Grwg VAT Jlo 53 5 dsgaie g (Sgghl ((oly)S (slaygdS VAN Jlo > el
S Jo 53,8 polo " Mzl Ladlel g 505 1 s5MuS s tmllnges S8 (o005
o3t (o> Camnaed saimdaalyl |y 395 claadlel b " syMuS gy J1)38 s pgpmn
g (olad jl a8 Cdpdny 93,5 el (Bilw dgd) (sMS g dbsg 1,48
aste o lojlas agas qazme 5 Cutal (slygis bl TS oo g9 > o (Moll
JId ot sl |y anndg i (lallon Buals slacdys o815 "l &S
3 s 53S0 S 5l oalon) (sl S NS oy 4 g9 MuS g
gy nisls Bl pogaas 3 sltobicblya Yoo ) Jlo  ploslys ( 5¥sb lSlia
o 1z pldy o ol 1 48 k) Laal 4 (il @) rallwges S48 (5y9002
Lope e cadly IS5 indile Gl 31 8 5 ) s (s 1 85 el Bl

1. Bijelic v. Montenegro and Serbia (App no 19890/05), ECHR, 11 June 2009.

2. Brockman-Hawe, Benjamin E. “European Court of Human Rights Bijelic v. Montenegro
and Serbia (Application No 1989005) Judgment of 11 June 2009,” International and
Comparative Law Quarterly, Vol. 59, Issue. 3, 2010, p. 847.

3. Socialist Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (SFRY).

4. Declaration of Independence.

5. Federal Republic of Yugoslavia (FRY).

6. Ebenroth and Kemner, op. cit, supra note 101, pp. 797-803.

s aaldl e 365 cledl I (FRY) (ogMuS g 136 (gygp0n Fove Jlo p3 owbow &Y 955 5 o ¥

Cogie & o) job 4o g Bpaie (SFRY) (M8 tadbuwge J1)88 (sy002 (o> Copasid

WA 4y dodie o ylojle

8. Badinter Commission.

(State Union of 5,Ssa5ge ¢ i o d5te cgd 4 Y+ -Y Jlo 3 (FRY) (cgMuSgs J1)38 (oy900> 2

IMal pMel Yo oF L )3 4,S5di590 4Sul 5l o cules )3 ¢ 30 pb s Serbia and montenegro)
905 pYel (NS J1)38 (6 )gpe il g plyie ]y i o plimapo (Jo e )5

YYA



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

Aoy 4 el lacde 4 Cons Gl cdgd Sligas 5 cusl gyb LB« Lol S e
ey ales ol gd o A

§ske slooged Cunl (See it gy (sow | Gnils B pd b5 yogad )
Uilabae Jras 51 €oanylj cdem b g o ol clacdes 5 <y o 33,5 3lssl
otz Lacdss o Ly 39Sl S a8 Jio) 33155 Joo o ol 3> o llalle
4l M sal )0 samiie YL 0, S, Jro) Al ddmio 0030 5b 5 cdgd b (glaolicddlgo
Jlesl ol pogaas jd cpiils clacded a5 s o] 5l Blo jozud pioxen (LselS
Ml SO (i Abe) My (38le 25l > ol dsely 4 Bl ced Lilalcs
(oM g Mol duid (o Baun b danlye (gl (o3l Syiie

bi Ay 5 Sl Boma > ooyl 498 Ky IVl 3)lge 53 llall s Culgians
Ao VAOA Jlaw il oo b (S e jpo gud (> &S puas g 4w (sloyauiS .l
d g 3391 plys Jluw amw Lais oS (ool 15050 gy a0 1) € gy doxie (g pganD 5 Sk
a1y @oly])3 e g o Mol ol B )3 Sl o Sl g )3 (ol SB35 o
Uilabae Jlas! jogaas 5 el sioeie Y] 5 ik ddl) b by ey &)
U5 5 By ) Wil Ll 4y gy il OISG)| pops doxio (g psp0n oyboj o 45 llodlye
Y09y a8l SIS5 ) 598 Mo ot oy 53 45 Jlasl

s Cdgd I8! g (Gl Clgd 399 (108 30 (ol Clgrumo 4> D dwidls Y.V
il 3l (63)lge 53 ¢ IS ol SO et 4 s yaad B Mol o Culgiue jd cdgd

1. Joint Commission.

2. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, pp. 430,431.

3. Injured State.

4. The United Arab Republic (UAR).

5. Oeter, Stefan. “German Unification and State Succession,” Houston Journal of
International Law, Vol. 51, 1991, p. 355.

6. Lump-Sum Agreements.

7. Report on State Succession in Relation to State Responsibility, Working Group II, 51st
International Law Seminar, Geneva, 23 July 2015, Draft Conclusion 3, para. 12.

ya



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

Ly Il « g JiS1g> J20) 351> 25 5g el Blilsiio Jos 5 pe g 48
gy 3 Jol ol sl 355 Jlasl Jgtme clod lan ()98 Sy S5l ise | SISab
2 Slegy gloolsalsy )3 zgjlae (LLaS )3 yg5e Jol sl 485 )15 a5 390 Ju (2la3
25 (VOA) Slosy as o 5Lodl 5 alw (955 51 € Lyl dilate S pguns
SKal 5,50 c«awl)é—oloﬂ S i (591> oBB» 5 auilyd claolEaly jd g las (sblaS
8 saeal 5 Al 3yeme ¢ (V) dwilyp & o1 bl 5 T «’O,"”j-u,,ui» dabao
S35 Sy 3 by il pacy ol littal lyie 4 390 2 Jloinep b S
seyad 1y 398 cold, el cgd 31 sl ol a8 canl oad dlgidn €l clgd
P A8 Guejr b pol b 4 IS Bl Joe 4l L wles pMlel Clgtoe (504
x> (eile g Al b g AL hasye 35 o (A il gd (e pSb> >
Slalinaio s 950 4 cal Bl CIS)] tile )b 5 8 o5 (Mollg Slilseie Jos

R M s . . > . . X Seee
L Casld Jw )P J.o& wl) ‘) )¢>] 9J9.) u‘yua g &xlo

1. Cession/Transfer of Territory.

2. Secession.—

psleximl By 3 eSSy Ml Ly j5iS Sy SLS ) sy Il § SUSE! 5Le ayli—

A2 g 0 yoriums oy 45 ol oyl Cumdg 93 (pl e g5 o Sate A5 JB L5 (Decolonization)
(Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 62, p. 421) 53,5 o5 Gausxo 5 laxianl joulS oy 5l i

3. Bessarabia.

4. Mordcovici v. P.T.T., 29 October, 1929, Romania, Court of Cassation, Buletinul

deciziunilor Inaltei Curti de Casatie, LXVI (1929), Part 2, p. 150, Annual Digest (1929-1930),

p. 62; Sechter v. Ministry of the Interior, 1929, Romania, Court of Cassation, Jurisprudenta

Roména a Inaltei Curti de Casatie si Justitie, vol. XVII, no. 4 (1930), p. 58, and Annual

Digest (1929- 1930 ,(case no. 37; Vozneac v. Autonomous Administration of Posts and

Telegraphs, 22 June 1931 ,Romania, Court of Cassation, Jurisprudenta Romana a Inaltei Curti

de Casatie si Justitie, 1932, pp. 36-38, Annual Digest (1931-1932), case no. 30.

5. French-German Mixed Arbitral Tribunal.

Levy v. German State, French-German Mixed Arbitral Tribunal, Award of 10 July 1924,

Recueil des décisions des tribunaux arbitraux mixtes, vol. IV, p. 726, Annual Digest (1923-

1924), case no. 27.

6. Alsace-Lorraine.

7. Alsace-Lorraine Railway v. Ducreux Es-qualit¢, 30 March 1927, French Court of

Cassation, Civil Chamber, 55 J.D.I. (1928) at p. 1034; Sirey, 1928, Part I, p. 300, Annual

Digest (1927-1928), p. 85; Kern v. Chemin de fer d’Alsace-Lorraine, 16 May 1927, Cour de

Colmar (Premiére Ch, civile,( 56 J.D.I. (1929) 446 et seq.

8. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 65, pp. 270,271.

9. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 62, pp. 444-445.

Yr-



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

B lyS e grge Bile o> Clgtun (pdy 4 s S Cul) ogad )

T 1ot ol (ol (93 ¢e0Mio 1A%+ Jlo 53 Lol Ml 1 Ly 35 Jlio 1 &' Lol
o (Ol ©J50) Lgel cgd Sl plyis a1y (il <d9) g sl 81 g Jlos
by a4y Pl loj pols ol Lulpd €05 5 050 cpl T3yl e
Loeel Ml I g o8 (lalgs capdd S5 ) Sy5ba 0,5 bl Jos 3 1) (9o et
g ) )15 gl ool 5590 Lusol oy )3 (g Sl Bl ollai (gl Aoy 4
Calgims 33 (Ll oo 4 1 Lol > CupogSime 68 dsall JMaul I g il
> ol o 8l bl bl (58 (Bly 1> 1358 538l slaolSl 1Mol
lgy i 9 oo Lussls p3y0 20 i oS g (ol 3T o ol pllas Blidscie ol (2 b
sl Sl 45,8 s 468 el |y banals il 8028 L Lol Dol gl ccasly o
o G0 g 48 (63)lg0 ) (i 48 31w (b i Ml gt 5
Calgius €asllbgly jolo a» Uiles o il Gy )ls D g (Blw cgd) ailalscis
035 iy sl Ml dnie s (Jo b Tapde |y Jos 5l (036 Mllo
Clgiome Ghpla pas 3929 Ly as a8 Mol (Mol Blilscie Joe I (80 cumsg

Gl S5 4 a3 (bl > and e plool Tl (g, 31y el eibo cgy ol

1. Namibia or South West Africa.

2. Constitution of Namibia, adopted by the Constituent Assembly of Namibia on 9 February

1990, entered into force on 21 march 1991, UN Doc. S/20967/Add.2, art. 140, para. 3.

Loy Byad a0 VAV Jo B ol 51 e 9 992 )bl 8 joumions YAV B VAAY (clay Jlos )3 Lsal (ypmo s

=539 JLw 525 Jlo 5l g 8,5 oage p 1y Lunol cuogad VASF 51V Jlo 5l ogis ol 81 el
il jgas S9yd sobo d (yejp cl

4. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, pp. 439-444.

5. Mwandinghi v. Minister of Defence, Judgment of 14 December 1990 of High Court of

Namibia, ILR 91; Minister of Defence of Namibia v. Mwandinghi, Judgment of 25 October

1991 of High Court of Namibia, ILR 91.

6. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, p. 432.

7. ex gratia.

Py Ll 4o fon osten o (BUMA) oyy (35 dorais ol €pajpoo JaBh 4y bgayo

Olse 4 ol 1y (VAY) auil,d 4 (Madagascar) KuwlEhle (3,8 deens 9 VAT 5 VA (¢l Jlo

.(Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 34, ) cowl 48,5 plxl Hlacdly,y i bl )3 45 3905 )85 ladiges

p- 218

Yy



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

b Olagss ) il ol a5 cwl cpl 51 (S Ml &gy (60Mee VAR dad a8
SlSge g &S5 obds fuwl 4BS )13 (Bl 3590 258y 4 Molliye Bl oo
Gl ) U8 a3 (8 s el g 45 358 55 (lgicsms s (ol o

Dasl 4 s Ty Gle ey il

1. Dumberry, op. cit, supra note 65, p. 426.
Yy



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

S 5 o

Clgie JULS 53 dde ey iy LSl (i elie (ol sy 2 Gl
sl )l ) ey il gd Cadgrge Sy 3 4 S Wb el gy lallow
Blilsete Joo plye 4 daile 9 Jotune (S5 ye Clgd 9 )18 Cusgdge Culgiuns ) (util
o ol gd ol (e (63130 3 LlFiee 58 Cumdy cnl 3 Ll sl ag3 Ly
il gy DYool A Lls 5 wlilo as (332 sisepe bl «patuns Dlilscio
P9—ed gytae Gl s ASliie Joo L8 3 1) il g (lallie clgias o
(il E)l ) ey gy S a8 el (Al Cdgtns 3 bacdgs (et
yp 0 {59290 225) wlon sl & Bilo > Malloy (Bgi> Conaed Bamdesl
Db g0 b pdy

pAs (50 Wby pas pogdle &5 a3 oo LIS ggdg & gD yl dig) (yivren
e Gty Ly e sbLa alos 5 Loy Ml culgians yo lacdyd il
yoaio 4y g Wl ) ko cdgd el Bl Jeb 5| b cligs s clacdsd
e ) oBaadplej dele iy (ool dbml pgmen (e slael) 5l Jlos! ol Gl
9 (STolnSs Ao ) Cdginme (63)90 Jo i (oMuS 2 (dlowgwr J1)35 ()90
Ot lJonlh o0, (M (LualS” &0l 350) > slacdyy Gl Culgine pund
23,5 bld cunl (Sae il Cgd Cligad g Boi> pogad ) 45 63509y (n a9
b g Blail Jpol 4 rgi b g C e JUoS 53 &5 (S15100 dons )3 &S sl
cdgd Ly otile slacdes L (il 0,6 51 U8) gl <o 5 il g ol
Sl L g ] ol (8Bl 0,5 oo plosl (il G0 j) ) 22230k5 <93 5 il
wrgat 5> Oyludd (Bl Cgd Jooe & Cond (il (o b g il g
ol p o s s by cded b «\a\,ot:.a_ély» S oliml b1y oo o o9 ailalsie
Oyloms (6 S0l

1. compromis.

Yy



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

La, Ol)'f'?' 09 Uuojlw Sl Jos S odd b cdgd &S Conl L};J Do g0 Juol>
Aaly 4,5 o1l Jlall o 1005 (38 e (o 13 o0k LS 3 5 9 o
gyald 3 a S ooles fless 4 Mol Cldgtun ) edsy il 5l b &S5 L
3 By g e o 3 o g cpl 3 o sl ) bl oo e Jlalli o
3 Lol bl 95l U T bl g3l8 a8 ol Jlo olgie a0 .08 o |y Jiluso
Cdgimn > (Gulile ggdga b oy 3)lge (aled )3 copmizon )55 )5 Mellin 250
O-Ses Bl e ol 3 4RSS (35093 (o Wl &5 e g (Ggw | Syt Ay
Calgiume 1y Bilw g  Bais Canased buaddshl clgd o> g L5 w2y ) ©Yolre cal

Y'Y



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

Books

1. Crawford, James, 2013. State Responsibility: The General Part, Cambridge
University Press.

2. Dumberry, Patrick. 2007, State Succession to International Responsibility,
Martinus Nijhoff Publishers.

3. Jakubowski, Andrzej, 2015. State Succession in Cultural Property, Oxford
University Press.

4. O'Connell, D.P. 1967. State Succession in municipal law and international law,
Vol. I, Cambridge University Press.

5. Shaw QC, Malcolm N. 2008, International Law, Sixth edition, Cambridge
University Press.

Articies

6. Brockman-Hawe, Benjamin E. 2008, “4 Comment on State Succession to
International Responsibility,” Boston University School of Law.

7. Brockman-Hawe, Benjamin E. 2010, “Furopean Court of Human Rights Bijelic v.
Montenegro and Serbia (Application No 1989005) Judgment of 11 June 2009,”
International and Comparative Law Quarterly, Vol. 59, Issue. 3,.

8. Craven, Matthew C.R. 1998, “The Problem of State Succession and the Identity of
States under International Law,” European Journal of International Law, Vol.
9,

9. Czaplinski, Wladyslaw. 1990, “State Succession and State Responsibility,” The
Canadian YearBook of International Law, Vol. 28,.

10. Ebenroth, Carsten Thomas and Kemner, Matthew James. 1996, “The Enduring
Political Nature of Questions of State Succession and Secession and the Quest
for Objective Standards,” Journal of International Economic Law, Vol. 17, No.
3, pp. 753-819.

11. Dumberry, Patrick. 2005, “Is a New State Responsible for Obligations Arising
from Internationally Wrongful Acts Committed Before its Independence in the
Context of Secession,” The Canadian Yearbook of International Law, Vol.
XLIIL,

12. Dumberry, Patrick. 2006, “The Controversial Issue of State Succession to
International Responsibility in Light of Recent State Practice,” German
Yearbook of International Law, Vol. 49,.

13. Dumberry, Patrick. 2014, “The Consequences of Turkey Being the ‘Continuing’
State of the Ottoman Empire in Terms of International Responsibility for
Internationally Wrongful Acts,” International Criminal Law Review, Vol. 14,.

14. Johari, Ridhima and Dubey, Mudit. 2014, “State Responsibility as aspects
human rights violation amidst succession,” International Conference on Law,
Management and Humanities (ICLMH'14), Bangkok (Thailand).

15. Mikulka, Vaclav. 1999. “The dissolution of Czehoslovakia and succession in
respect of treaties,” Succession of States-edited by Mojmir Mrak, Martinus
Nijhoff Publishers, .

Yo



Mol Codgamne 3 BCgd (bl MY Lo s oliyiod aolilad

16. Mikulka, Vaklav. 2010, “State Succession and Responsibility,” The Law of
International Responsibility-edited by James Crawford, Alain Pellet, and Simon
Olleson, Oxford University Press.

17. Milanovic, Marko. 2009, “Territorial Application of the Convention and State
Succession,” The UN Genocide Convention-A Commentary-edited by Paola
Gaeta, Oxford University Press.

18. Oeter, Stefan. 1991, “German Unification and State Succession,” Houston
Journal of International Law, Vol. 51.

19. Quint, Peter E. 1991. “The Constitutional Law of German Unification”, 50 Md.
L. Rev.

20. Vladoiu, Nasty Marian. 2015, “State succession to international
intergovernmental organizations under the International Public Law,” Law
Review, Vol. I, Issue. 1.

21. Volkovitsch, Michael John. 1992. Towards a new Theory of State Succession to
Responsibility for International Delicts, 92 The Columbia Law Review.

YYs



