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. LaGrand Case, op.cit., para. 110.

. LaGrand Case, op.cit., para. 116.
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. Compensation.
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. Draft Articles on Responsibility of States for Internationally Wrongful Acts 2001, art. 34.

0. Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide (Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Serbia and Montenegro), Judgment of 26 February
2007, I.C.J. Reports 2007, para. 66 (7).
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1. Causality.

2. Srebrenica.
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(Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Serbia and Montenegro), Judgment of 26 February 2007, 1.C.J.
Reports 2007, para. 234.

4. Declaratory Judgment.

5. Application of the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide
(Bosnia and Herzegovina v. Serbia and Montenegro), Judgment of 26 February 2007, 1.C.J.
Reports 2007, para. 463.

6. Wrongfulness.

7. Corfu Cannel case (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland v. Albania),
Judgment of 9 April 1949, 1.C.J. Reports 1949, p. 35.

8. LaGrand Case, op.cit., para. 11(3).

9. Armed Activities on the Territory of the Congo (Democratic Republic of the Congo v.
Uganda), Judgment, 1.C.J. Reports 2005, para. 25 (5).

10. Formal Apology.
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3. LaGrand Case, op.cit., para. 75.
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9. Travaux preparatoires.
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Abstract

Following the condemnation of the LaGrand brothers to the execution and
Implementation of sentence of one of them in the United States, Germany,
invoking to the violation of Convention on Consular Relations (1963) and by
reference to the first Protocol to this Convention, resorted to the
International Court of Justice. Germany contended that the United States
violated the right to consular which provided in Article 36 of Convention on
Consular Relations and provisional measures of The Court which was issued
to suspend the execution of the second brother until the final judgment of
The Court. The Court declares that provisional measures is binding and
creates an international legal obligation for the concerned state. The Court
adds that the rights contained in the Convention on Consular Relations
(Article 36), in addition to the creation of international obligations to the
United States vis-a-vis other states parties, entail individual rights for
LaGrand brothers. This interpretation of article 36, as well as the Court's
approach to the binding nature of provisional measures and the
responsibility for the violation, in particular the method of reparation of this
violation, namely, continuous performance for non-repetition of
internationally wrongful act, is an indication of the importance of this
judicial mechanism in terms of guaranteeing the enforcement of
international law.

Key words: International Court of Justice, LaGrand, Provisional Measures,
Interim Order, Consular Access.
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