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ABONDANCE DES DONNÉES



1 Le droit comme donnée



COLLECTE



# website to scrape
url = "https://www.icj -cij.org/en/ decisions /all/1946/2023/desc"
response = requests .get(url)

#parse text obtained
content = BeautifulSoup ( response .text ,’html. parser ’)

print ( content )

# Find all hyperlinks present on webpage
all_urls = content .find_all(’a’, href=re. compile (r’(EN.pdf)’))

# clean the pdf url names
url_list = []
for url in all_urls:

if(url[’href ’]. startswith (’http ’)):
url_list. append (url[’href ’])

else:
url_list. append ("https://www.icj -cij.org" + url[’href ’])

print (url_list)
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Cour internationale de justice: votes et influence géopolitique
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3 Nicaragua v. United States
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3 Ukraine v. Russia
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3 Judge médian
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Dependent variable:
Judge Ideal Point

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
UNGA judge home state 0.7379∗∗∗ 1.2835∗∗

(0.2391) (0.5359)

Common Law 0.0626 0.1439
(0.1874) (0.1888)

Islamic Law 0.0509 0.5133
(0.2450) (0.3132)

Socialist Law −0.5451∗∗ −0.3980
(0.2214) (0.2575)

Democracy 0.2251∗∗ −0.1195
(0.0887) (0.1769)

GDP 0.00001∗∗∗ −0.000002
(0.000004) (0.00001)

Constant −0.5308∗∗∗ −0.0149 −0.3256∗∗∗ −0.2739∗∗ −0.7571∗∗∗

(0.1676) (0.1204) (0.1203) (0.1072) (0.2834)

Observations 73 74 71 71 67
R2 0.1182 0.1031 0.0853 0.1063 0.2269
Adjusted R2 0.1058 0.0647 0.0720 0.0934 0.1496
Residual Std. Error 1.2682 (df = 71) 1.2994 (df = 70) 1.3095 (df = 69) 1.2245 (df = 69) 1.1963 (df = 60)
F Statistic 9.5209∗∗∗ (df = 1; 71) 2.6823∗ (df = 3; 70) 6.4328∗∗ (df = 1; 69) 8.2099∗∗∗ (df = 1; 69) 2.9353∗∗ (df = 6; 60)

Notes: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
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Dependent variable:
Vote (1 = applicant, 0 = respondent)

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
Judge UNGA Rank −0.1429∗∗∗ −0.1421∗∗∗ −0.1350∗∗∗ −0.1281∗∗∗ −0.1337

(0.0520) (0.0518) (0.0512) (0.0456) (0.0920)

Respondent UNGA Rank 0.1718∗∗∗ 0.1572∗∗∗ 0.1468∗∗∗ 0.6695∗∗∗ 0.7099∗∗∗

(0.0450) (0.0448) (0.0445) (0.1225) (0.1230)

Applicant UNGA Rank −0.3452∗∗∗ −0.3307∗∗∗ −0.3094∗∗∗ −1.1552∗∗∗ −1.1377∗∗∗

(0.0458) (0.0455) (0.0454) (0.1451) (0.1438)

Common Law 0.0186
(0.0941)

Islamic Law −0.0871
(0.0773)

Socialist Law −0.1070
(0.0691)

Judge UNGA Rank*Respondent UNGA Rank −0.2028∗∗∗ −0.1559∗∗ −0.1631∗∗ −0.1860∗∗∗ −0.2235∗∗∗

(0.0648) (0.0650) (0.0642) (0.0572) (0.0581)

Judge UNGA Rank*Applicant UNGA Rank 0.4422∗∗∗ 0.4049∗∗∗ 0.3941∗∗∗ 0.4294∗∗∗ 0.4147∗∗∗

(0.0662) (0.0661) (0.0653) (0.0583) (0.0597)

Constant 0.7419∗∗∗ 0.7391∗∗∗ 0.3177∗∗∗ 0.3797∗∗∗ 0.3411∗∗

(0.0362) (0.0360) (0.0747) (0.1270) (0.1714)

Applicant-Judge Match Control No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Respondent-Judge Match Control No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Decade FE No No Yes Yes Yes
Judgment FE No No No Yes Yes
Judge FE No No No No Yes
Observations 4,650 4,650 4,650 4,650 4,650
R2 0.0166 0.0308 0.0550 0.2681 0.3015
Adjusted R2 0.0156 0.0294 0.0525 0.2543 0.2767
Residual Std. Error 0.4731 (df = 4644) 0.4697 (df = 4642) 0.4641 (df = 4637) 0.4117 (df = 4563) 0.4055 (df = 4490)
F Statistic 15.6992∗∗∗ (df = 5; 4644) 21.1006∗∗∗ (df = 7; 4642) 22.4749∗∗∗ (df = 12; 4637) 19.4354∗∗∗ (df = 86; 4563) 12.1863∗∗∗ (df = 159; 4490)

Note: ∗p<0.1; ∗∗p<0.05; ∗∗∗p<0.01
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Choix de l’orientation dans les études de droit
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Incertitude sur la sortie de l’Union européenne et utilisation de la
question préjudicielle par les juridictions britanniques: quel impact?
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5 Brexit and UK Courts
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ANALYSE DE RÉSEAU
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6 Contentieux communautaire et interventions par tiers:
Communautés



REPRÉSENTATIONS VECTORISÉES DES DONNÉES
TEXTUELLES



6 Topics



6 Topics



6 Proximité avec le marché intérieur

⃗marché + ⃗interieur
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Activité préjudicielle par unité régionale (NUTS)



7 Questions préjudicielles
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Prédiction: actes juridiques faisant l’objet d’un contentieux
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