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(Background Note V 11) , 1
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[ Abstract] The amendmentsof articles 79 and 80 of the Rulesof Court (1978) adopted by the UN
International Court of Justice in December 2000 have improved the Court’ s procedures on preliminary ob-
jections and counter - clams. The author addresses the legal ground and some practical cond derations con-
cerned , and analyzed background of the amendmentswith reference to opportunities and challengesfaced by
the Court under new historica stage. Compared with origina articles, two agectsof the proceduresarein-
terpreted in detailsin alega pergective. The author comments that the amendments are conducive to the
promotion of efficiency and active role played by the Court.




