
 
 
 

 
 
 

JURISPRUDENTIAL DIALOGUE: 
WHEN THE JUDGE OF THE AFRICAN COURT DIALOGUES WITH HIS COLLEAGUES OF THE 

EUROPEAN AND THE INTER-AMERICAN HUMAN RIGHTS’ COURTS 
  

This contribution relates to what doctrine qualifies as a “dialogue of judges”. It indeed represents 
a reciprocal enrichment of “case law” - through a borrowed and inspired business whose ultimate 
goal is to consolidate judicial action. “Case law” has played a role of utmost importance in the 
construction of public international law in general and of international human rights law in 
particular, with specific regard to its interpretation and its application. 
This reflection deals with the analysis of “cross-fertilization” practiced by the African Court on 
Human and Peoples’ Rights, going around four axes: 
A. the reasons which may have motivated the reference by the African Court to the jurisprudence 
of the other two Courts ; 
B. the benchmarks adopted by the African Court in this regard; 
C. the illustrations with reference to that; and finally 
D. the differences with the practice of the other two jurisdictions. 


