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Gardiner, Treaty Interpretation (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2008), pp. 27-29 and 213;  [[link]]
M. K. Yasseen, “L’ interprétation des traités d’ apres la Convention de Vienne sur le droit des
traités’, Recueil des coursdel’ Académie de droit international de La Haye, vol. 151, 1976), p. 47;
[[link]] U. Linderfalk, “Isthe hierarchical structure of articles 31 and 32 of the Vienna Convention
real or not? Interpreting the rules of interpretation”, Netherlands International Law Review, vol. 54,
No. 1 (2007), pp. 141-144 and p. 147; [[link]] G. Distefano, “La pratique subséquente des Etats
parties a un traité”, Annuaire francais de droit international, vol. 40, 1994, p. 44; [[link]]M. E.
Villiger, “Therules on interpretation: misgivings, misunderstandings, miscarriage? The ‘crucible’
intended by the International Law Commission” in The Law of Treaties beyond the Mienna
Convention, E. Cannizzaro, ed. (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2011), p. 111, [[link]].

11 Gardiner, Treaty Interpretation, p. 235; U. Linderfalk, On the Interpretation of Treaties: The Modern
International Law as Expressed in the 1969 Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties (Dordrecht,
Springer, 2007), p.162; W.Karl, Vertrag und spétere Praxis im Volkerrecht,vol. 84, Beitrdge zum
audandischen offentlichen Recht und Volkerrecht (Berlin, Springer, 1983), pp. 114 and 118;
O.Dorr,“Article 31.Generd rule of interpretation”, in Vienna Convention on the Law of TredatiessA
Commentary, O Dérr and K. Schmalenbach, eds.(Springer, 2012), p.556, paras.80and 82.
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29 43| I, Soering v. the United Kingdom, 7 July 1989, Application No. 14038/88, ECHR SeriesA, No.
161, para. 103; Dudgeon v. the United Kingdom, 22 October 1981, Application No. 7275/76,
ECHR SeriesA, No. 45, para. 60; Demir #/ Baykarav. Turkey, 2 November 2008, Application
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March1991, Application No. 15576/89, ECHR SeriesA, No. 201, para. 100.

30 JLIEVE 29. 55 WL Marckx v. Belgium, 13 June 1979, Application No. 6833/74, ECHR Series
A, No. 31, para 41 Jorgic v. Germany, 12 July 2007, Application No. 74613/01, ECHR 2007-111,
para. 69; Mazurek v. France, 1 February 2007, Application No. 34406/97, ECHR 2000-11, para. 52,

s1 Bankovic et al. v. Belgium and 16 Other Contracting Sates (dec.) [GC], Application No.
52207/99, ECHR 2001. XIl, para. 62.

32 4 I, Hilaire, Constantine and Benjamin and others v. Trinidad and Tobago, Judgments (Merits,
Reparations and Costs, Judgment), 21 June 2002, Inter-Am. Ct. H.R. SeriesC No. 94, para. 12.
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Assessment”, International and Comparative Law Quarterly, vol. 45, N0.2(1996), p. 468.
[[http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0020589300059108] ]

38 C. shields Delessert, Release and Repatriation of prisoners of War at the End of Active Hostilities

(Schulthess, 1977), pp. 145-156 and pp. 171-175; 2 WL— e X R iR X 45, S. Krahenmann,
“Protection of prisonersin armed conflict”, in The Handbook of International Humanitarian Law,

3rd ed. D. Fleck, ed. (Oxford, Oxford University Press, 2013), pp. 409-410.

39 DRI, £ I PR 2 4 T I 2 R R R R S R A R 2 VR SR R ik 17 2 M 2 (AL
Krahenmann, “Protection of prisonersin armed conflict”, pp. 409-410).

40 J-M.Henckaerts and L.Doswald-Beck, eds., Customary International Humanitarian Law, vol.1,
Rules (Cambridge, International Committee of the Red Cross and Cambridge University Press,
2005), p. 455.

41 J-M. Henckaertsand L. Doswald-Beck, eds., Customary International Humanitarian Law, vol. 2,
Practice (Cambridge, International Committee of the Red Cross and Cambridge University Press,
2005), pp. 2893-2894, paras.844-855 and online update for Australia, Israel, the Netherlands and
Spain, available from http://www.icrc.org/customary-ihl/eng/docs/v2_rul_rulel28 sectiond.
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A3 [ 1T W BI040 99 SR A7 10 2B, W, Customary International Humanitarian Law, vol. 1, Rules,
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T AT e R I R UM N 4T Bl (United States of America, Department of Defense, Conduct of the
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