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Nagoya-Kuala Lumper Supplementary Protocol on Liability and Redress 
to the Cartagena Protocol on Biosafety, adopted on 15 October 2010, not 
yet into force.

Convention on the Law of the Non-Navigational Uses of International Water -
courses, adopted on 21 May 1997 (New York, the United States), not in 
force.

Protocol on Civil Liability and Compensation for Damage Caused by the 
Transboundary Effects of Industrial Accidents on Transboundary 
waters, adopted on 21 May 2003 (Kiev, Ukraine), not in force.

The 1969 International Convention on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution 
damage, as superseded by the Protocol of 1992, entered into force on 30 
May 1996.

International Convention on the Establishment of an International Fund for 
Compensation for Oil Pollution Damage, 1971, 1992, 2003.

International Convention on Civil Liability for Bunker Oil Pollution 
Damage (BUNKER), adopted on 23 March 2001, entered into force on 
21 November 2008.
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International Convention on Liability and Compensation for Damage in 
connection with the Carriage of Hazardous and Noxious Substances by 
Sea (HNS), adopted on 3 May 1996, not in force, superseded by 2010 
Protocol, adopted on 30 April 2010, not yet in force.

OECD, Paris Convention on Third Party Liability in the Field of Nuclear 
Energy, adopted on 29 July 1960, entered into force on 1 April 1968, 
as amended by the 1964 Protocol (entered into force on 1 April 1968), 
the 1982 Protocol (entered into force on 7 October 1988), and the 2004 
Protocol (adopted on 12 February 2004, not yet entered into force).

Convention on the Liability of Operators of Nuclear Ships, adopted on 25 May
1962, not yet in force.

IAEA, Vienna Convention on Civil Liability for Nuclear Damage, adopted 
on 21 May 1963, entered into force on 12 November 1977, as amended 
by the 1997 Protocol (entered into force on 4 October 2003).

XX List of treaties
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List of cases

Arbitral awards
Trail smelter case (United States v. Canada), Awards on 16 April 1938 and 

11 March 1941, UNRIAA, Vol. III, 1905-1982.
Alabama claims of the United State of America against Great Britain, Award of 

14 September 1872, UNRIAA, Vol. XXIX, 125-134.
Iron Rhine Railway (Belgium v. the Netherlands), Award of 24 May 2005.

ICJ
North Sea Continental Shelf Cases (Federal Republic of Germany/Denmark; 

Federal Republic of Germany/Netherlands), Judgment of 20 February 1969.
The Barcelona Traction, Light and Power Co., Ltd (second phase) (Belgium v. 

Spain), Judgment of 5 February 1970.
Request for an Examination of the Situation in Accordance with Paragraph 63 of 

the Court’s Judgment of 20 December 1974 in the Nuclear Tests (New Zealand 
v. France), Order of 22 September 1995.

Legality of the Threat and Use of Nuclear Weapons, Advisory Opinion of 8 July 
1996.

Gabčíkovo-Nagymaros Project (Hungary/Slovakia), Judgment of 25 Sep  tem ber 
1997.

Pulp Mills on the River Uruguay (Argentina v. Uruguay), Judgment of 20 April 
2010.

Whaling in the Antarctic (Australia v. Japan: New Zealand intervening), Judgment
of 31 March 2014.

Certain Activities Carried out by Nicaragua In the Border Area (Compensation 
Owed by The Republic of Nicaragua to The Republic of Costa Rica) (Costa Rica 
v. Nicaragua), Judgment of 2 February 2018.

ITLOS
Southern Bluefin Tuna Cases (New Zealand v. Japan; Australia v. Japan), Provisi-

onal Measures (case No. 3&4), Order of 27 August 1999.
The MOX Plant (Ireland v. United Kingdom), Provisional Measures (case No. 

10), Order of 3 December 2001.
Case concerning Land Reclamation by Singapore in and around the Straits of 

Johor (Malaysia v. Singapore), Provisional Measures (case No. 12), Order 
of 8 October 2003.

Seabed Disputes Chamber of the ITLOS, Responsibilities and Obligations of 
State Sponsoring Persons and Entities with respect to Activities in the Area 
(case No. 17), Advisory Opinion of 1 February 2011.
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PCIJ
Factory at Chorzow case (merits)(Germany/Poland), Judgment of 26 July 1927, 

Series A, No. 13, 1928.

ECJ
The ERG and others, Case C-378/08, Judgment of 9 March 2010.

U.S.
Ohio v. United Stated Department of the Interior, U.S. District Columbia Circuit 

Court of Appeals, 880 F. 2d 432 (D. C. Cir. 1989)
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico et al., v. the Ss Zoe Colocotroni, U.S. Court of 

Appeals for the First Circuit – 628 F.2d 652 (1st Cir. 198)
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