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Reading Questions
Week 2

Nicaragua v. U.S. (Preliminary Objections – Opinion of the Court)
1. On what basis does the Court claim to have jurisdiction over Nicaragua – that is, what did Nicaragua do to make itself susceptible to the Court’s jurisdiction?  

2. On what basis does the Court claim to have jurisdiction over the United States?  

3. What is the legal significance of the United States’ “1984 notification”

4. What problems are there with Nicaragua’s claim that it has acceded to the Court’s compulsory jurisdiction?

5. Do you believe that the Court would have found that it had jurisdiction over Nicaragua if Nicaragua were the Respondent state?

Reparations for Injuries Case 

1. What legal questions is the Court to address in the case?

2. What, according to the Court, is the status of the U.N. as a matter of international law?

3. How would you describe the reasoning of the Court in arriving at this conclusion?  What principles of interpretation guide the Court’s reasoning?  What sources does it cite?

4. Explain the Court’s reasoning in answering the questions it identifies as I(a), I(b) and II.

The Paquette Habana

1. What is the purported rule of customary international law (CIL) at issue in this case?

2. What sorts of evidence does the court rely on in finding the rule?  

3. Do you find the evidence noted by the court sufficient to establish a general and consistent practice?

4. Does the court provide evidence that the practice is accompanied by opinio juris?

5. Why is CIL relevant to the court’s decision in this case – that is, what force does international law have in a U.S. court?  Do you agree with the majority on that point?  Does the dissent?

