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The objective of this dissertation is to study the relationship between intemational
organization and domestic politics using the case study of the death penalty between the Intemational
Court of Justice (hereafter called the World Court) and the United states of America. The study examines
the role of the World Court in the domestic politics of the U.S. It investigates the World Court's influence on
the issue of the death penalty in the U.S.

The study found that the World Court is a significant intemational organization which has
a major role in the consolidation and impact of intemational law. As an arbitrator in intemational conflicts
under the prevailing intemational legal regime, the World Court has directed member states’ behavior to
what the regime should be and consequently impacted domestic politics. Even though the World Court
has no effective compulsory power to enforce states to comply with its decision like domestic courts
do, the decisions and interpretations of the World Court have shaped the behavior of a regime violator
and prevented the certain member states from self-interested and unilateral interpretation.  After that,
the managerial model in intemational regime mechanics have encouraged the violator to comply with
the Court's decisions on the account of protecting their reputation and gaining expected interests from
this regime in the future.

The use of death penalty without consular right protection in the United States has
become an intemational conflict in the allegation of non-compliance with international cooperation regime
according to the Vienna Convention of Consular Rights. The decisions of the Court on this issue showed
that the United States was the violator and then indicated what the United States would do. By protecting
their nationals abroad, the United States had to comply with the Court's decisions in order to gain
reciprocal cooperation from other states. Because non-compliance with the decisions of the Court would
dent their reputation and reciprocal interests, the United States subsequently conceded to change their

death penalty measures with certain prisoners whose consular rights were breached.



