18 [ Prik Bé 5% 2R 1
—— DL 1994 S EIRE B “HAREEHRE" A

fTaw’

i E: BFRSFRmEATAMRAT L, RE RO SR BRRANM T ZL LG
“HI AEMEAMAG, ABRSB I LA EMNAWERER, ERLT0 %504 ko) F LR
FARYIZER (BFRERAY) 5 (BFRERAN) X FRTRRE ZEFEGR S, ABBIHIA
FHEFER, AR, WAt ENEAKRT BRI IEEAE T X, ©LBH T FMA, Xk FHIE
B ERERSCA 4 BREEMTFCEERE, 2 AN T LERENLS F RiEE, T
e L AR EHRARIEE T OB EZRMZ—, FRAESFERPBIAGERAN, LREE
FAMRESN AL FAEVE, RO RIEZ WA, SEAE N F FIEHR,

X BfREkR FRIEHE HAEPAM 5 iRk

I PP 32 el R AL PR ) i S, IR AR OO 2 o Bilhn, DT P g H i v £ Ak 2L
ISESERIIE-LEINYY S I s e 4 NP i<h o T (2 i ES P e [ K S N L R IR W
R, B TR Rl S ORI AR R R S, AN BB | 2 AR
Ve I 7 N 3P s

LR ORI R, SO TR R BB AT I LA A ETE, X2
Z5E it 70 ZAEMERRIERBE KB, MR T ZE AP, 2 B C i EERER o T B Rk
SERTBE R 2 e« WAAHLSF (Ronny Abraham) 7 [RIHRE [R5 71 Ji 2 AR ST BE A BT i
e, FEPRkBeLAkL % G TAE % (adapt its working methods) , “Rf 4K 2L F— ) vl
T2, DAl SRR SRR 2RI S B A BT HR 1 T 2R TE

w EE R BE E PR IE AT S I B BRI Y OL, SRS, ASCRE A SR ARG EORIE R ik B S T
SRS (14ZDB165) BIBTERE R, [N 32 [ G0 R 1 1 i R MO O 52 - (B 18 9K 0 D50 98 1 R s T
GEI) RH DG SR Y S

@ See “Pending Cases” , International Court of Justice, https: //www. icj — cij. org/en/pending — cases (last visited December
10, 2018).

@ Makane Moise Mbengue, “Scientific Fact-finding by International Courts and Tribunals”, (2012) Journal of International
Dispute Settlement 509, pp. 514 —-518.

® See “The President of the International Court of Justice assures the General Assembly that the Court ‘will continue to use all the
resources at its disposal to fulfil its role as principal judicial organ of the United Nations’”, Press Release, 28/10/2016, p.2,
International Court of Justice, https: //www. icj — cij. org/files/press — releases/0/19270. pdf (last visited December 10, 2018).
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HANPGERIN R Ll iR s “BHEIEE s T — VIR 2087 Wattsd 1o FfIxX Se 7
FLE AR P B R AR, R RSB KRy PR Bl . AT, X — A B
ILRESUPRBEALE] “ L ouEdE” M. RN, EPRkes R T, i, (EbR
Friiff ) 2018 4F 9 Huh “WFrEF G R L K" AL T L1, BA AR
PRI BES S MOL T 55 10 S b (R RBLAR Bt TR A B B L 5 0007, e 1 el B 4 i i
2 55 5 WEEE KT LGSR PSR I 3B 5k i R @

TERXFERITT ST, BB A E 2 RANLC R E PRk Be, 7EE WAL 70 Z4ELISK, fE—L89
JeRHE IR SN E I Lol s, IRBE AL EATRS “ARHE”, A As B el Rk
Unfarfg ke, S —ANETT . R HABRREE . Yk, ARS8 =y, B eI E BRI B
270 ZAEH R AERHL SR S0AE B B EAL; AISRAT, X SR e AR B R A T
TR AE RN 5 336 H 2 PHE AR AR A E PRk BeRe anfi i R ML RPERT, CATE MDA, ASON 5%
FAEA S AR B S R EAT A . ASCITAREy “ Ll R 8 “BHGIEE ", IFBA IR
S, BRI A T5 ), RESE R R TR SGAE R R, (HAATEIE T S
DAL A% BN BRI BETE 1985 4F © HIE B SORIAR B 1982 4R REFZE R AR (R
WA ) TR, e SR LAY H AR B B 12 B Xk T S Y DA H b

BB MR

EPRLBedin fE2y “JREET, EAA v E R TIEBE W Ml 5 HOR R S A T 4 i P Y
B, FFUCHRIE RIEBERERY BT PRIk Ak ML 2R I R R AR S R
(IR — A R E R AR AR, IO PRIL B LA 5 = LR I A U, B IR X 100 J 2k
(Pt S At S S IRME, H SR A E R MRS A BE, SAERORERE “ HER L iiE 5
Q1537 HF©C A 1994 AR R AT SR (WEERERE ARG, FREJLINIES, LT
WIEIESR) H, EPMEBEEE] T — R IVBT BRI, T i A SR SO

(—) BRETHHAPIA

1994 453 A 29 H, WEZZRERIS 8 HRE A4 i 12 58 28 161 Pk e il ke, 4 i v ) R 9 100 5
DR F LR P B A SRR S e Y o g A2 B e HR M [ 3 A T AR P i, AT A
W LTS BERH) (Lake Chad) JEAf 3R 5 HY LR PG (Bakassi Peninsula) o 7EEHE,

@ “Special Issue: Experts in the International Adjudicative Process”, (2018) 9 Journal of International Dispute Settlement
https; //academic. oup. com/jids/issue/9/3 (last visited December 10, 2018).

@  ARSCHRFRIY “HORBET R TR, W SCERUL, BRI B E RO T g5, AR E AR
GURAAN, 8 PR AR BTSSR R R R R IS, AR BERT AR W Re R A
iy, BN RN TE RS BE B B I RS Y, 1 00 S 2 0 b e s X P R S B SR DL o S DL AR FH
(HFm7E L SR E 2 M —EPREB R TR I8 ), B (L) 2018 4545 1 4],

@ Application for Revision and Interpretation of the Judgment of 24 February 1982 in the Case concerning the Continental Shelf
( Tunisia/Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (Tunisia v. Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) , Judgment, 1. C.J. Reports 1985, p.228.

@ HIIJLAW/ JLA T Z i #  (Guinea/Guinea Bissau arbitration) , JLPN IV AR/ ZEN /R %% ( Guinea Bissau/Senegal
arbitration) , JI1 & K/ E W 7 R L 3 ( Canada/France Maritime Delimitation arbitration ) , J& 37 4% B W/ [ ff
(Eritrea/ Yemen arbitration) , X8 PrisC L AL HE 1 SR BFIWUG R Hi 8 5 R0 8 0 2
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W 22 MR H I A9 el b 0 225 /45080 J) Rl e 4 2 300 KIS HR . TR I, RS %0 Bl phy 2% A
VLB e AL . AT RERR B S AN R S, BB T RERIR B AR AR X, —
IRWEVE . PR R A AL TR R L X A R O

TERIEBEL N, B, WHAN 1971 454 ] 4 AvgZre5)e H A TTRY (5 100k
IR155 %) (Yaoundé IT Declaration) FIFTF A5 3433 S [E K] (British Admiralty Chart 3433 ) ,
IR 1975 4:6 A 1 HA&ITH) (S&FEF) (Maroua Declaration) JEA R, T X M54,
BB R BRI A AT . B RPEMA 2a MAn HAGR, $h R 2 w22 R e H A M [ oo
BT 1971 4E 4 J] 4 HAESS 3433 SO L Army SRR b, IR 12 AR, HORE R
AIARBRE R 1971 4F 6 A AERi A W23 AT A M 5 2 2 25U 5 s PRI R RS 12 508,
MALITHE 197546 A1 HEy (BEMEF) MEIFL 197546 12 HAT J] 17 HgL M
Je H A E G 4 SCIERY G kg " @

A, EhikiER, (BEREF) PHER G ROPAESFIER L B, MRESF B4
AR, BB AL Z R AR, kb “fFaIptss T &R 5, W5
3433 5 [ Vi 1R T o S IR G e ] o R A B P R IR B, X R4 B T AR 48 8°16/38”,
Jb4h 4°31759"; LA B 75 4 8°307 14" Fl b 4 4°30706", X i J& H ] W 1 WE A7 e 1 Bl 5w B IS Al
( Akwayafe River) Fl1+ 7] ( Cross River) FTAIFEIIE B AYIETE H, 2 (K2 (low-water line)
o o BE N G S, WAL AR bR AR 4 8921207, A6 4°17°007 fy— 5, BI X A5,
TR X i), UTE SRR RIS p e, S FUR T JT 62 41 9 187°52'277 (lan azimuth of
187°52277) [WAEMZGE Y M FRFAAAERTE LW, IEBEdE, AN KGR, Bk
B Hog e e X S iR SRy K5 1] BURTES LB 1 (W50

FIZ e, FA7EIR = AHOR I

e, 53433 SilERE CRTOUERGEF) M (DEREE) MR, 24RO
U T ER A1 . ARSI, JAEER 3433 St (R By LU RORXTHOR, (HIZ 5 3433 S ifg KA R W
HRHIEHE (a geodetic datum) , RITAFTEAHAE M. IEBETEFI TR 423 1KoK K], 20806 4 &
T Bt 2 b B Rl S 0 R0 AT BB R RS20, 3K 3 WY 12 Bt i/ A 2 I O T A A L A A i 8
B Y I [ B B VS BT R 30 AR B AR S R M I MER IR R AR S B RMEME, X
R SEBR AT G FEAL (W] B A i s R A A o, MERRHBAE “SCHb” (on the ground) 2 1 A2k
(VT R, SEBR b, SERRHUI AR DGR s (I3l S i) TEARFR AR R T IR ME (WPS
B WGS84) TAIAEMHZEILE KO MIXF R —HBEA B, RAANFE R REEAETR, ENI10a5E

O (EPREBE RS FR LA S HE (19972002 48) ), BE&E Sy, o247 70, BEE E M, hups: //
www. icj — cij. org/ch, FxJEiimlEf[E]: 2018 4512 H 10 H

@ Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , Judgment
I. C. J. Reports 2002, para. 268.

® Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria; Equatorial Guinea intervening) , Judgment
para. 292.

@ Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , Judgment,
paras. 306, 307.

® Clive Schofield and Chris Carleton, “Technical Consideration in Law of the Sea Dispute Resolution” , in Alex G. Oude Elferink
et al. (eds. ), Oceans Management in the 21st century: institutional frameworks and responses ( Leiden/Boston; Martinus Nijhoff
Publishers, 2004 ) , pp. 241 —243.
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e fongomord 1w s W hade
G ! SKETCH-MAP No. 12
- Maritime Boundary —
N 8. This sketch-map has been prepared
for illustrative purposes only
e, [ s T 10 36 Nawticn! Mile.
10

MR 2 . DAL, RBERHIDRIF B R (3R IURER A E ) M (S ERTE ) T
bk = HAASEHERO G E P, DIl A Ry CHRE AR A 20) 55 16 2555 1 3K,
5575 ZR5 1 ORI 84 R4 1 KPR CHUE o XS SRR EOR, @ SR T, ATLUS
5 I i AR BRI R M v i A A R X R AN AR L el SR

Hk, XHAFAER T — AN REUE, 2 3433 S M PHe iR m (PRI RD) AR S PR
EAANKIRE T IE BRI A2 AR L fep o BAR DY I AR SEPR B 5 2 3433 5 g4 i
INRIISEPM BARF G, HAEEIE, B TR ZBABH R AR, SR
THOCHALE,  FRTPI TR R R Ot — L R 2l i TRKIR R, A mRHE B4 e 2R
3433 SUFEI TR T SRR T 29 700 2K © Bk, X SZEMNME G H A Z ISR, X 8 (R
28 °21'207, Jb&i 4°17'007) A FHAFEAFHH I ELESEIE A (R4 8 °21'307) Ph#EZY 300 K @
=, BT X SRS RS RAEE TR . R AR, XA AR, A

@ Land and Maritime Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria ( Cameroon v. Nigeria: Equatorial Guinea intervening) , Judgment,
para. 449.

@ (HBRGEMEARAL) 4516 &5 1 FCAUIME . “HBE-L . SHIUMEE 400 5E M S 901 13648, AR IRk
ZRRIE MR, AR IR T AR T FARRE R 2 L, TR TR LA 2 X S 2k 4 o 5 A — R BT ARR He A R T 14 L
Frtho e, T LUHF A i B ER A AR 3 B MR i IR AR, T L 0 1 2% i F) 3t B A A 5 2 D At A
MESRFRICEE” o 375 458 1 JOE, “TEAMSBIREIT , LmETF XA SNBIA IR B A8 -+ DU 2 Rl 2 19 0 2t
2, NITE R LARHE X SE LR B 7 B 19— BULAN L BRI 18 EAR i . TR YRIET, AT LU S 45 5 00 20 A A

FRIRER )\ Z4RIE Mo ALk, NEAE 2 DA X S0 2k (4 (7 8 1 — Fh s LD L TR I I EAR i o 7ESE H1HET, A
VLRI H 45 i 9 3t 3 A AR - B R M s R AR X A S MR LR i - R 7

® Clive Schofield and Chris Carleton, “Technical Consideration in Law of the Sea Dispute Resolution” , pp. 246, 247.

@ Tim Daniel, “Expert Evidence Before the ICJ”, pp.6 —7, https: //www. iho. int/mtg_ docs/com_ wg/ABLOS/ABLOS _
Conf3/PAPER1 -3. PDF (last visited December 10, 2018).
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ARSI MIESE AR A3 Hh 0, TR B AR A, M ARAY TS A IR /Y
AR EARRERIH R HEAEAE, Gtk CGETIRRAES) M (BERET), bk
55 3433 SifgA, B RALIMIRMER ., RGBS RIS MR A7 E Ay, IEBERhE
fBoE, SUARTHIEMSAHOCH AR, R G ey, FIRBERRITT WGS 84 Kbt @

(=) FAFIALE T 487 R

AR X S BB DRI E N SRR AT, IR IEIERE B Z UESE AR, TR B
B AR BE S A R T2, B, XIFAZ DR RERNE, R X e
EIPARRAEIRE N, W BRI AR AR R 2 (AR R K) , AP T Al R uE A A
BRSO A2 T HORAISERR MR o X —MER, WOAWREIEBE T —RINBORFEIR” (a series of
technical errors) ,@

JE HANE. | WAz RN AR T JLIN S AE JL N LB HRAT A1 AR VA IX B 1R T g 2002 430 7E 1Y
LS, AADIEARE T e H AN B A e ] XA T8 22 R — M U A J T 174 % B 3k
e E] (Addax Oil) FRASEIFERVF AT IERY X B OPLO8 , 11 S Ak A i B T 21 b 28 >R HT 1 1]
QORI FEE (Minna ARifE) VEHEY, IRARE so i A1l 2 R R AR 77 F G st o T30 5 1Y i Fr g
WML 160 K5 5 ABRFITT (7 Ff R T WG4 S IL AR ity Wl 2 25 B 1 o Rl 11
HFEIRFE 75 K5 L) EIRA 300 KR 2 1 rh s R E T AL, B3k B i il 2 ] A Ry
PRAEN FREE H AT 5 &0 A TR RUR s (s 22 R T2 H R AR K 6 48 S B o7 8 7 1Y
Hdl, SRR SORE ) 7R A% 700 K, SRR BTk v 47 i 2 B Y AR 7P 58 AL T e H AE —
My .®

= &by “ET

BAR, BERCAEW R T ZRNBASEOR M, (HEPRE b AL B A S NIE . 4
IR, EPRIEBERE E R EPNE LS, NEMBEER TR T IREORRIE, [HAURIN, R
TEFI PR AP E B A BB DR, DARJE S NPt Y, AR ™ H i . W RAER K
FRRE e T PRk Befe eRA R o, XL KB E Z AR R SRR IR B fE— LI A)
Fam, WARAAAER R A AN ER, WS35 0 T AR R I RAE Ry rp R i, i an it i 2
Bl RIS PESE RE AR B RS BIAH OGO L S nI R B, LR B B A TR A [N R
oA AE S A 0 R 1 R, IR A B FI B R B B MERR,  RIE AN BESE Aol A, ] IR ik
A, AECTHRBGEMET ARG RS SHF . BRI, R RMNER RN EE R P TR E
ZUE, BRI OUATELE , A2 R 1 B ) 75 2 S AR ©

I35, XAPEOR A B SA R T O — B AR R B TR, WR B

Clive Schofield and Chris Carleton, “Technical Consideration in Law of the Sea Dispute Resolution” , p. 245.
See Tim Daniel, “Expert Evidence Before the IC]”, p.5.
Clive Schofield and Chris Carleton, “Technical Consideration in Law of the Sea Dispute Resolution”, pp. 247 —249.

® oo

Clive Schofield and Chris Carleton, “Technical Consideration in Law of the Sea Dispute Resolution”, p. 252.
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B LRI, WEBCRMELIN X R LUS R Ao i S T AR . XX DR Y
FEAE PR RN YR EATHIEHELIE B = SRR T B AR 00 T A3 XA 2518 . X 4%
FHAREIR PN AR B LF 5 & T BRSO Sy % TR O B Afems e &b, 2iEs
T OEENUAER? X4 “fd” LAy i O OX T E AL

o EAEPMEBE R I R E S E S (IR T E RS AL, AR AR]85 P L B2
AIREMIRHE “HEDRT NARBIE AT R EOR BRI RSB, e ik b e 2
%y, e Lm ERRABERIE 7B, o2 LIS Rk B as e B L S .

= B R

HEFR S 55— E PR B R im0 EPRE Be sy, “H0.07 HERR T A
RO DA IR BE AR P AR, S E AR — R . HER AR AR T S, AN
AR ARE, Ui (EPREBEMLY) (LUR AR CHLZY)) 56l &%, mpiied.
BEFI DRI K

W JE S BN BR AR A B — i o NP ASAERI P B REROMERL? B = AHSCE AR %
MR LEA A, T RE S FE Rk e A AL B R UE AR Ty 1T T I A R A SO Y, TR
AR B3 N x B 2 mpm BBl A e g EARE LAl A TE L =TT
AR

(—) A+ FIEHERLE

LHRAULYE RO PR A RS . IRIEEBE ) CRILZy) A CEPRIEBERUN) (U ffs L
WP)) FAHSCSLEE, Lo ubdE EELIUROAR R #9753 B PRk B S —, VR 4 Upikak
BEURIR AL 23, AP e 10 Sk i 2 FE PRk B d 5 o (HL LA AR 5 AR A8 1 & I — o
H Y7 TS L 5, BRA M REE G I URIR BIBAR L, BRG, XFRrx R L ks, b
WA LB Y 5, RO EREERTR “RIB” R, HLEARERRIFS L KRR
PEACFIE BRI R .Y ATRIUE, R R AR ART G A IR I 2R I A TT 5B MR O 5 =,
MU CHZ0) 56530 2558 2 3K, © mEPRIEBEEERM T L KM “TFEE" (assessor) , Z5F|H
FHIFATRFZEIL. S, MR (RZA) 5550 4,7 miikbeds > AN sOoUR AT 8 A ol g 43

Tim Daniel, “Expert Evidence Before the ICJ”, p. 5.

® e

See Riddell Anna and Plant Brendan, Evidence Before the International Court of Justice (London; British Institute of International

and Comparative Law, 2009), pp. 337 —339.

® See Christian J. Tams, “Article 50”, in Andreas Zimmermann et al. (eds. ), The Statute of the International Court of Justice
A Commentary (Oxford; Oxford University Press, 2nd edn, 2012), p. 1111.

@ See Riddell Anna and Plant Brendan, Evidence Before the International Court of Justice ( London: British Institute of International

and Comparative Law, 2009), p.334.

See Christian J. Tams, “Article 50", p. 1118.

WA . L BRI G TR B Z R B BT AT A B, EIER IR,

WEHUE s TR T I R OB A OE W] B B S , AR A 432 2 g AR 2 o Sk s R, (A4

Tl B, ATEMCRR,”
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BREI . =R T 2OREBE BB AU, $8E “WAEET . D ASH, DURCE K
WEdE . BARX MM AR (IZD) A G AW RE, T e e, JOeSleibka
BATRIRUE , EFCIT RS IEBE T 8 A 1 HR, FEREBREBE 70 24k Rl Sk, fim)
R —FBCh “ 9™ e F Tk, EEAMKEE th 5007 ik Be AR (R AT RE, B E
SRR IARIL G0 o XA — A S S R R BEAIESR IR 3, EAZ R 1o st
B2 L

E20194E 1 A1 H, FEFREBALIET 176 DNEM,S AUTE 3 ANRMAh L2t £ K i H
B XA BRI CARRTESET R I B ORI ST (R
BOVRIE BN @ FEAE B, RIS MR GO B BEAR S 2 5 1 SRR L R
WA IR P i . B = AR LIS, EBRBe AR IER R (IZ0) IAHCARR, £3)
i — AR L ZS G R REd, TIX 88 SO Z 6 24 5 55 e 52 R AY 9 1 4 i i da) 7
Fo AL, kB mARAH WP ) BRI RS S, B R R SRR OL T, B
ARSI A BT . FEL 01 ©

RGNy, FET EIREJE R R E R s, EEREBAERRREIFF R, NE 2
TR ZUEE o 5B — A F 8 7870 VAL A S 2 B2 R i Lk BE JT o AR “ B T 4EIK
JPRT (PIHSEVRSRIE) 1, B59R4% (Awn Shawkat Al-Khasawneh) JEFE PGS (Simma) 35H
TEMUATAHE S BT I, SR P T R ZROE W, Ik Bedk 2k LIAL Ge i 7 0N E
2, WAMMLRKIUESE, D 55K T 7850 A BIRLA R — D HL 2y, JFFRIE Be s AF 1 — b b 217
2, RSN E PRAE 2B R — A FRENLG, AR REAL AN AT 2B U BE Rk . 4 i
i DR b AN T /D b T B 1o % GO R R A, IR TR S LT TR IR AL i
TRy, IRBENZMI 8 “ A Uil BERER MRS 50 e LK, 1E— W kA
R R SR A, AR TR G B A TR AP E AT R H R KR X
— VLS A BLAEAR 2 M1 SC [ B ik 2 2 R 8 2 b o BN e vk L S FLEE R AN 22 45 (Anna
Riddell & Brendan Plant) fiih: “# MR #al ORISR, FERH R LR T PO
SRANWIT IR A R FBTRIFTY , R R 2 e PEAR T ORI oo 70

@ See G. White, The Use of Experts by International Tribunals (Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 1965), pp. 73 —82.

® See Paul S. Reichler, “Problems of Evidence before International Tribunals”, in John Norton Moore (eds. ), International
Arbitration ;. Contemporary Issues and Innovations ( Martinus Nijhoff Publishers, 2013), p.47.

® See “Cases”, International Court of Justice, https: //www. icj — cij. org/en/cases (last visited January 1, 2019).

@ Maritime Delimitation in the Caribbean Sea and the Pacific Ocean ( Costa Rica v. Nicaragua), Order of 31 May 2016 ( The
Court to arrange for an expert opinion) , para. 4.

® Case Concerning Delimitation of the Maritime Boundary in the Gulf of Maine Area ( Canada v. United States of America), Order
of 30 March 1984, 1. C. J. Reports 1984, para. 3.

©® See Christian Tams, “Article 50”7, pp. 1112 —=1113.

@  Pulp Mills on the River Uruguay ( Argentina v. Uruguay), Judgment, Joint Dissenting Opinion Judges Al-Khasawneh and
Simma, I. C. J. Reports 2010, paras.5 -6.

® Pulp Mills on the River Uruguay ( Argentina v. Uruguay), Judgment, Joint Dissenting Opinion Judges Al-Khasawneh and
Simma, para. 3.

© Pulp Mills on the River Uruguay ( Argentina v. Uruguay), Judgment, Joint Dissenting Opinion Judges Al-Khasawneh and
Simma, paras. 3, 8.

@ Riddell Anna and Plant Brendan, Evidence Before the International Court of Justice, p. 334.
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[l PRIk BEAE AR A AR, L A E /i, (HX T2 E SR, EPRkBENi%
LR B DR T A R —Se oy e pg R . J7 0S4 RERRRE S rEmg Je 5 b i Hh BLAY
B2 LR FECTRERT IRV OL, L REME S 24 5 1 5 [ Pt o Xk B AE e PP R Al 1A O 25407 o
IR “BA” BRI FEE

i “Rs” BRE “RBET LHRULESA AR RERTIELE Tl aefi i T s
Lok, RIBEAE TF SO P A ANk B e 15 A I i & T X LI I A i B e R st 1 “fa4”
BRI IHRIEHE ), B “Rs” LR, waskpedd CRZ) 28 30 &M% 50
AR TG E B S, (HNATT SO IO A X LAl 2 5 L SR SE Ty T, Al PR JEE I
BB TIERE . ] “Bagn” LRE KT L GUR R e A 2 R R Y 10 TR T 2
FHEH R, X G R R A TS AL B

ISR “RA” BHEK BT BRI OIFA I, 521525 FH by
LRI . EPREBEICE A S 25 2 MK L Sl i ik B Bag E AL, LA R )7 XS
HEITAEF, ATARMIERR L 5RE . RELHKMEFSEPINEARE . Lok B MA5C E Ao
FEY S PR AR B S ORE, b B A — SE b R iSO AR TR B I B 4R Hh EIR
TEAE AGPE P T X B Rl L 5, (A4 5 E etk 2 Falf ansun i, plan, 218
IR 22 R B AR o B 2] JE I IRy S 7 T el L T g 0 MR I i 2 (2
IHERYFEEERLT ) BOBIT- o FEIZSE A, Wk B fie i D T 2 23 4 T I 30 7 — 4% B — Y P 5
Lo AR ISR 0%, kBB MW@ S, BAT LRI B, (HME B r 13
e, BAIREBARE] TR MHEK L, AREECEN, XSk SR T M
24 SR B AT o USCRIH R A i @

AMEM 4" LHEAEE, A — T EEENRE, CBRAT AR Tl CRAa T
K7 REEEGE LIS, SR BaR SR R i LASE =My 2 52 40 1 Bk B i A 28 BBk 4
AR, BIE PRk BeR s (L) 55 30 45508 2 IR I “ PRl o e, EBRLBere
Dy b MR B A (o P sl gamoR s “ PR o i TS i R A W 11, =251
Fey, COFRIERE, AT CGEIPAGE) SRR E T R A AA AR S 4K, N
CHENY SKF, AR R X S PPl vl IBE T, Smkpeny “#i”, RS
5 OEET B CRRT AW

BB AMRITERM LK “WAE", Fedl (Treves) WEAEIIE (HA

@ David Anderson, “Developments in Maritime Boundary Law and Practice” in David A. Colson and Robert W. Smith (eds. ),
International Maritime Boundaries, Vol. V (Dordrecht, Boston: Martinus Nijhoff, 2005) , p. 3220, fn. 88.

@ Riddell Anna and Plant Brendan, Evidence Before the International Court of Justice, p.337.

® Hugh Thirlway, “Article 30”, in Andreas Zimmermann et al. (eds. ), The Statute of the International Court of Justice: A
Commentary (Oxford; Oxford University Press, 2nd edn, 2012), pp. 481, 493.

@ Leo Gross, “The International Court of Justice: Consideration of Requirements for Enhancing its Role in the International Legal
Order”, (1971) 5 American Journal of International Law 253, p.278.
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BN 5 289 SRiX— RISV, BRI AI L . A R R R TE TARIESS 289 S BL L 5K,
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International Court of Justice and Experts Evidence: From the
Perspective of Case Concerning the Land and Maritime

Boundary between Cameroon and Nigeria
He Tiantian

Abstract: The International Court of Justice (the ICJ or the Court) , the principal judicial organ of the
United Nations, has made little use of its powers of assessors or experts’ appointment under the relevant
provisions of its Statute and the Rules of the Court since its establishment. However, this “cautious” and
passive way of evidence-dealing has encountered “errors” that raised “alarms” to the ICJ. The ICJ seems
to have realized that, lacking expert evidence on relevant scientific or technical matters may be the main
problem it faces in dealing with some complex scientific or technical evidence. This article will examine
the dilemma faced by the ICJ in the past 70 years and will point out that the Court should pursue a more
proactive approach to fact-finding and expert evidence. It is suggested that the Court adopt a more
proactive way in using expert evidence, while paying attention to the clear and reasonable use of expert
evidence in practice.

Keywords: International Court of Justice, Expert Evidence, Scientific or Technical Issues, Procedures,

Evidence
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