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1. The Principle of Exclusivity of Flag State Jurisdiction.
Lacdss cowSl o alp Jol jo asin, a5 ol3T sl jo 50 oz m corlo cdgo (g bax] oMo ol
Ui (Corthay, 2017, p.156)s,ls ol31 b o 9l31 ¢ (Principle of Sovereign Equality of States)

P8 g Sj5e gyl (A5 aaB o g Sl (Ml (oSl (s o 5l G Sl A0
(The SS'Lotus' Case (France v. Turkey), Judgment, PC1J, Ser. A, No. 10, 1927, at. 25)c8,5
2. Grotius.

3. Warship.

4. High Sea.

5. Right to Visit.

6. Reparation.
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1. Act.

2. Ommision.

3. Erga omnes.

4. Diplomatic Protection.

5. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.48.

aales ol an ol ol wstes 245 Slle O jgiws o 45 63,150 40 (A GLwlS 5 asas alasl £
(Wendel, 2007, p.164)ss

7. Attributable.

8. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.11.

9. Delagoa Bay Railway (1900), Martens, Nouveau Recueil, 2nd series, vol. XXX.

10. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.39;
Draft articles on the responsibility of international organizations 2011, art.39.

11. Convention on International Liability for Damage Caused by Space Objects 1972, art.V1.

12. International Convention on Civil Liability for Oil Pollution Damage 1969, art.111(3);
Convention on Civil Liability for Damage Resulting from Activities Dangerous to the
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Environment (Convention Lugano) 1993, art.9; Basel Protocol on Liability and
Compensation for Damage Resulting from Transboundary Movements of Hazardous
Wastes and their Disposal 1999, art.9.

. UNIDROIT Principles of International Commercial Contracts, art.7.4.7.

Equity.

. Reasonableness.

. Equality of Treatment of the Injurer and Injured.

. General Principle of Law.

. Unjust Enrichment (enrichissement sans cause).

. Jurisdiction of the Courts of Danzig, 1928 P.C.1.J. (ser. B) No.15, at 26-27.

. nullus commodum capere potest de injuria sua propria.

. Duty to Mitigate.

0. Legal Obligation.
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1. Piracy.
2. Slave Trade.
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4. Reasonable Ground.
5. Stateless.
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The Mv Saiga (No 2) (St Vincent and the Grenadines v. Guinea), 1 July 1999, ITLOS )a:b
(Case NO 2 (The Mv Saiga (No 2)), Separate Opinion of Vice-President Wolfrum, para.17
1. Unauthorized Broadcasting.

Carndg 50 g Sl o ) a4y vgame Bro ol jo §ei> gumileaS VY- oole jo glicinl sgame o)lg0 .Y
ssbts il (g3l 5 03,5 3975 5,028 sla S @ Al (el oS 3975 (ol b lonbs Slaslne S5
(Dinstein, 2004, pp.102-103)ccul 428 5 1,5 53y 5,90 03 s



Lol yo Gaie yammilenS 1)+ o0lo 0 4yl 33 090 ) el cucld jee b VAV ke AY oylods igliad anlilad

S1aS Cl mdy Sl o2y crlo Sdgs 'euls, a4 bgte 5l mle 53 € a3l
Hedlinm Ceghne 00,5 ABgte (2B (AT (Johae S5 S92y pas o8 e
st () FiS oy cobo Cdes JLS )0 (S (S8 geie Do
Q) o 055 Djgo ,0 &S dwd  glaliciul ja5e o,lg0 (Stiles, 2003, p.318)ccul
3o 18 aine |y Brde pads ol 6l ys 5o Sl ptiS ooly] Lad> jslaieas b !
Gl 050 g5 S5l Ly o 0 o2y wlo Sl (g lal oMo Lol 4
0l ) S opl 508 OVAAY) ol yo Gei> gmndlsS V) o oolo yoo ito
JU353 45 5l Modloy anel o (2 iz Ll 3)l30 (5l (S S o
a5 5 pdn 8,9 Sl cumdo ol 35 ke 5l LedT 5l (S
3 )l SiS eyl G bl o)lge aS ol b (Klein, 2007, p.298)cl
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1. Consent.

2. A warship which encounters on the high seas a foreign ship is not justified in boarding it
unless there is reasonable ground ... .

3. Universal Jurisdiction.

b, say ailgn leadgs ooles (31 slaoBols b 00,5 co cow p,2 SO 4 s Sloz Comdo i pdy

Sles pladl JLais a0 oy LSS po cdind 4y Cannd SIS §si> 10 £ab40 (Criminalization) s ,Kle >
4. Private Ends.
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1. United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea 1982, art.99.

2. MTD Equity Sdn. Bhd. and MTD Chile S.A. v. Republic of Chile, ICSID Case No.
ARB/01/7, Award of 25 May 2004, para.243.

3. Occidental Petroleum Corporation and Occidental Exploration and Production Company v.
The Republic of Ecuador, ICSID Case No. ARB/06/11, Award of 5 October 2012,
paras.687,825.

4. Mohamed Abdulmohsen Al-Kharafi & Sons Co. v. Libya and others, 22 march 2013.

5. Biloune and Marine Drive Complex Ltd v. Ghana Investments Centre and the Government
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of Ghana, UNCITRAL, Award on Damages and Costs of 30 June 1990, (1994) 95 ILR 211,
230.

. Causality.

. Attribution.

Winner.

. Right to Liberty.

. Medvedyev and others v. France, judgment of 10.07.2008, appl. no. 3394/03.

. Ali Sarnatar and others v. France, judgment of 4.12.2014, appl. no. 17110/10; Hassan and
others v. France, judgment of 4.12.2014, appl. no 46695/10.

7. Rigopoulos v. Spain, decision of 12.01.1999, appl. no. 37388/97; Vassis and others v.

France, judgment of 27.06.2013, appl. no. 62736/09.
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1. Lex specialis.
2. Ship-Boarding Agreements.
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3. Proliferation Security Initiative (PSI).
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1. Protocol of 2005 to the Convention for the Suppression of Unlawful Acts Against the
Safety of Maritime Navigation 1988, art. 10(b)(i).
2. LaGrand Case (Germany v. United States of America), 1.C.J. Reports 2001, para.116.
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1. Shared Responsibility.

2. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.47.

3. Full Reparation.

4. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art.31(1).
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Abstract

The rule of "the injured person's fault to the injury™ which was accepted in
public international law appears in article 110(3) of the Convention on the
Law of the Sea (1982). The importance of accepting this article as a
manifestation of the rule of "the injured person's fault to the injury” has the
consequence that, in cases of ambiguity or doubt about the application of the
principle in the law of the sea, lawyers can resort to the conditions of
applying that in public international law. In accordance with this article, if a
foreign ship which is inspected by the warship in high seas, has committed
any act justifying suspicion of a warship, it shall not be compensated in case
of injury. The article applies in cases of shared responsibility or cases where
an entity other than the main injured is present at the claimant place or
when "right to visit" is based on other international documents. The purpose
of this research paper is to analyze the principle of "injured contribution to
the injury™ in the law of the sea and consider and explain its legal aspects in
this area.
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