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ABSTRACT

Legal realism and legal formalism as two methods
of judicial decision-making in national and
international courts have been hot theoretical and
philosophical topics among writers, judges, and
lawyers in recent decades. Both methods have
supporters and each has presented arguments
to strengthen their views. In this research, with
a descriptive-analytical method and using the
library method and using reliable internet sources
to collect data, an attempt has been made to answer
the question that contemporary international law
is at the crossroads between realism and legal
formalism Which way is it going and what method
does the International Court of Justice, follow in
issuing its opinions? The answer that we got in
brief is that the debate between these two methods
in contemporary international law and as a result
in the opinions of the International Court of
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Justice, has not had a clearly defined winner. However, the tendency is more
towards formalism.
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[Extended Abstract]

Legal realism and legal formalism as two methods of judicial decision-making
in national and international courts have been hot theoretical and philosophical
topics among writers, judges and lawyers in recent decades. Both methods
have supporters and each of them have presented arguments to strengthen their
views .In this research, with a descriptive-analytical method and using the
library method and using reliable internet sources to collect data, an attempt
has been made to answer the question that contemporary international law is
at the crossroads between realism and legal formalism Which way is it going
and what method does the International Court of Justice,, follow in issuing its
opinions ?The answer that we got in brief is that the debate between these two
methods in contemporary international law and as a result in the opinions of
the International Court of Justice, has not had a clearly defined winner, although
the tendency is more towards formalism. Basically, in the judicial decision-
making process, two methods are used by national and international courts:
legal realism and legal formalism. For formalists, judicial decision-making is
a "rule-based activity" and in an extreme model, the judge is nothing but the
agent and operator of a big machine. But on the other hand, realists are based
on the opinion that legal rules alone do not determine the outcome of cases and
cases. Contemporary legal positivism can be seen as indebted to legal realism.
In other words, realism caused the positivists to distance themselves from the
formalism that had dried up in their tradition and reconsider the nature of legal
obligations and the discussion of "judicial discretion".

Positivists see law as "what is" and not "what should be". Anyway, the conflict
between these two schools of thought has also been concretely expressed in the
judicial procedure of the International Court of Justice. Especially in the issues
of court procedure, including the issue of "date of jurisdiction of the court" as
well as the concept of "legal dispute", which have caused disagreements among
lawyers and judges of the court in recent years. Another point that should be
mentioned in the following is that the conflict between legal formalism and
realism in the judgments of the International Court of Justice is not limited to
formal issues and procedural rules, and sometimes we see the effects of this
difference in substantive issues as well, such as These cases are the advisory
opinion of the court regarding the legality of nuclear weapons. By looking at the
formulation of the arguments made by the court, it strengthens the possibility
that the said decision was made by a formalist approach. In addition, in some of
the dissenting opinions issued by the judges of the court in this matter, although
there is no explicit discussion of the conflict between formalism and realism,
the basic point that can be considered as the common value of these opinions
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is that According to him, the court was satisfied only with the criterion of the
existence of an explicit rule that indicates the prohibition of the use or production
of nuclear weapons in international law (a formalistic criterion) and ignored
the demand of the international community and several decades of efforts the
countries and international organizations for disarming nuclear weapons and
only pointed to the fundamental principles of humanitarian law and reminded
them of the limitations of using such weapons.Undoubtedly, the use of the
form-oriented method in legal and judicial decisions and interpretations has no
result other than stagnation in the legal rules and their inability to respond to the
needs of the day and face the emerging issues of the international community.
This approach demotivates the legal system and gives it the smell of decay. In
international law, the centrifugal nature of ruling governments and the desire
for independence of action makes the necessity of changing the approach from
formalism to legal realism even stronger. Paying attention to common human
ideals as well as drawing a common horizon for governments and nations, which
can be strengthened through soft law elements as well as extra-legal elements,
will be possible only by adopting an approach that can accommodate these
elements inside. If we were to look at the sources of international law only with
the traditional formalist lens and distinguish between legal and non-legal rules,
branches of international law, including environmental law and human rights
law, which we know well, to what extent are important for the contemporary
world 1is, remains from movement.
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