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I. COMPOSITIO~ OF THE COURT

1. The present ~omposition of the Court is as followsl President,
Jose Mar-ia Ruda, Vice-President, Keba Nbaye, Judges I Manfred Lacha,
3agendra Singh, Taslim Olawale Elias, Shi~~ru Oda, Roberto Ago,
Stephen M. Schwebel, Sir Robert Jenni~gs, Mohammed ledjaoui. Ni Zhenqyu,
Jena Bvensen, Nikolai K. Tarassov, Gilbert Guillaurne and Mahamed Shahabuddeen.

2. On 14 September 1981, the General Assembly and the Secul'ity Council elected
Mr. Gilbert Guillaurne to fill the vacancy left by the death on 10 March 1987 of
Judge Guy Ladreit de Lacharriere. Judge Guillaurne holds office for the remainder
of his predecessor's term, i.e., "ntil 5 re~ruary 1991.

3. On 11 November 1981, the Gene~al Assembly and the Security Council re-elected
Judges R. Aqo, S. M. Schwebel, M. ~edjaoui and N. K. Tarassov and elected
Mr. M. Shahabuddeen as Members of thv Court for a term of nine years beginning on
6 February 1988. At a public sitting of the Court on 24 February 1988
Judge Shahabuddeen made the solemn declaration provided for in Article ~O of the
Statute.

4. Also on 24 February 1988, the Cou~t elected Judge Jose Maria Ruda as President
and re-elected JUdge KGba Nbaye as Vice-President, for a term of three years.

5. The Registrar of the Court is Mr. Eduardo Valencia-Ospina. The
Deputy-Registrar is Mr. lernard Noble.

6. In accordance with Article 29 of the Statute, the Court forms annually a
Chamber of Summary Procedure. On 24 February 1988, this chau~er was constituted as
follows I

Members

President, Jose Maria Ruda,

Vice-President, KGba Nbaye,

Judges Sir Robert Jennings, Ni Zhenqyu and J. Even~en.

Substitute mem~

JUdges G. Guillaurne and M. Shahabuddeen.

1. On 2 March 1987, the Court constituted a Chamber to deal with th~

ElettronicA Sieula S.p.A. (ELSI) (United States of America y. Italy).
composition of Lhis Chamber is as followsl President, Nageudra Singh,
Shigeru Oda, Roberto Ago, Stephen M. Schwebel and Sir Robert Jennings.

case of
The
Judges I

8. On 8 May 1987, the Court constituted a Chamber to deal with the case
concerning the Land, Island and Maritime Frontier pispute (El-iGlyador/Honduras).
The composition of this Chamber i~ as followsl President, Jose Sette-Camara;
Judges I Shigeru Oda and Sir Robert Jennings; Judges ad hocl Nicolas Valticos and
Michel Virally.
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11. JURISDICTION OF THE COURT

A. JurisdictioQ of the Court in cgntentiQus gasel

9. On 31 July 1988, the 159 States Members of the United Nations, together with
Liachtenstein, Nauru, San Marino and Swit.er1and, were parties to the Statute of
the Court. The Republic of Nauru became a party to the Statute on 29 January 1988,
after accepting the conditions determined by the General Assembly in resolution
42/21 of 18 November 1987, adopted upon the recommendation of the Security Council
(Charter, Art. ~3, para. 2),

10. There are now 49 States which have made declarations (a n~er ot them with
reservations) r.ecogni.ing the jurisdiction of the Court as compulsory, as
contemplated by Article 36, paragraphs 2 and 5, of the St.tute. They arel
Australia, Austria, Barbados, BAlgiunl' Botswana, Canada, Colombia, Coata Rica,
Cyprus, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Dominican RepUblic, Egypt, El Salvador,
Finland, Gambia, Haiti, Honduras, India, Japan, Kenya, Liberia, Liechtenstein,
Luxembourg, MaJawi, Melta, Mauritius, Mexico, Nauru, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, ~orway, Pakistan, Panama, Philippines, Portugal, Senegal,
Somalia, Sudan. Suriname, Swa.iland, Sweden, Switzerland, Togo, Uganda, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Uruguay. The declarations Qf
Cyprus, Nauru and Suriname were deposited with tLe Secr~tary-General of the United
Nations during the 12 months under review, on 29 April 1988, 20 January l08S and
31 August 1987, respectlvely, and were the first such declarations made by those
States. The texts of the declarations filed by these States appear in Chapter IV,
section 11, of the I.C.J. Xearbook 1987-1988.

11. Lista of treaties and conventions in force which provide for the jurisdiction
of the Court appear in Cnapter IV, section 11, of the I.C.J. Yearbgok 1987-1988.
In addition, the jurisdiction of the Court extends to treaties or conventions in
force providing for reference to the Per~.nent Court of International Justice
(Statute, Art. 37).

B. Jurisdiction oi the Court in Advisory Proceedings

12. I~l addition to the United Nations (Ge~~ral Assembly, Security COllncil,
EconQmic and Social Council, Trusteeship Council, Interim CQmmittee Qf the General
Assembly, Committee on Applications for Review Qf Administrative Tribunal
Judgements), the follQwing QrganizatiQns ar9 at present authorized to raguest
advisQry QpiniQns of the court Qn legal qU$stiQnsl

International Labour OrganisatiQnl

Food and Agriculture Organization of tl~e United Nations;

United NatiQns Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization;

International Civil Aviation Orgauization;

World Health Organization;

World Bank;



International Finance Corporationl

Incernational Development Associationl

International Monetary FundI

International ~elecommunicationUnionl

World Meteorological Organizationl

Intarnational Marit~me Organization I

World Intellectual Property Organizationl

International Fund for Agricultural Developmentl

United NationF Industrial Development OrQanizationl

International Atomic Energy Agency.

13. The international instruments which make provision for the advisory
jurisdiction of the Court are listed in Chapt~r IV, section I of the
I.C.J. Yearbook 19S7-19Sa.
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Ill. JUDICIAL WORK or THE COURT

14. During the period under review, the Court held 11 public sittings and 28
private meetings.

15. The President made an Order In the contentious case concerning BQrder and
Tran.bArdtr Armtd A9tiAD' ('igara;ua y. CA.ta Biga), recQrding the remQval Qf that
case from the list. The CQurt made one Order ~n the contentious case ~Qncerning

Military and Paramilitary Agtiyitie. in and a;lin.t 'igaragua ('icaragua y. United
State. AC amlriga). In the advisory case concerning the A;pligability AC the
ObligatiQD tA Arbitrate undlr SlgtiAn 21 Af tbe Unitld NatiAn. Headguarters
Agreement oC 10 Junl 1047 it made an Order and delivered an Advisory Opinion. The
President made an Order recordiug the withdrawal QC a reQuest for the indicatiQn Qf
interim measures of prQtection by Nicaragua in the contentious case concerning
BQrder and Trap.bArder Armld AgtiAnS (Nigaragua y. HAndurAA).

16. The Chamber constituted to deal with the contentious case of ElettrQnica
Sigula S.p.A. (ILSI) (UDitld States of Amlrica y. Italy) held one public sitting
and three private meetings. It made an Order fixing time-limits.

17. The Chamber cQnstituted to deal with the cQntentious case cQncerning the ~,
Islapd and Maritiml FrADtilr Dispute (11 SalyadAr/HApduras) held Qne public
sitting, at which the two ju~qes ad hAg made the sQlemn declaratiQn reQuired by the
Statute and Rules Qf Court.

A. CAnteptious case, beCore the Court

1. Military and paramilitary activities in and against Nicaragua

(Nigaragua y. Unitld States of America)

18. In its Judgment of 27 June 1986 on the merits of this case the CQurt fQund
(inter alia) that the United States of America was under an Qbligation tQ ~~ke

reparatiQn to the Republic of Nicaragua for all injury caused to Nicaragua by
certain breaches of obligatiQns under int~rnatiQnal law c~mmitted by the United
States. It further decided "that the form and amount of such reparatiQn, failing
agreement between the Parties, [would] be eettled by the CQurt", reserving for that
purpQ,e the subsequent procedure.

19. In a letter of 7 September 1987, the Agent of Nicaragua ,toted that no
agreement had been reached between the Parties as to the form and amount of the
reparation and that Nicaragua requested the Court to make the necessary orders for
the further conduct of the case.

20. By a letter dated 13 November 1987, the Deputy Agent of the United States
informed t~e Registre! that the United States remained of the view that the Court
was without jurisdiction to entertain the dispute and that the Nicaraguan
application wa, inadmissible, and that accordingly the United States would not be
represented at a meeting, to be held in accordance with Article 31 of the Bules of
Court, for the purpose of ascertaining the views oC the Parties on the procedure to
be followed.
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21. After having ftscertained the views of the Government of Nicaraqu& and havinq
afforded the Government of the United States of America an opportunity of stating
itl views, the Court, by an Order of 18 Novembe~ 1007 (I.C.J. ReRorts 1981,
p. 188), fiKed 20 March 1088 as the time-limit for a Memorial of the Republic of
Nicaragua and 29 JUly 1988 as the time-limit for a Counter-Memorial of the United
Statel of America.

22. The Memorial of t:.d ~epublic of Nicaraqua was duly filed on 29 March 1988.
The United States of America did not file a Counter-Memorial within the prescribed
time-limit.

2. Border and tralsbQrder armed actiQns

(Nigaragua y. Costa Ri~)

23. On 28 July 1986, the Rftpubl~c of Nicaragua filed in the Registry of the Court
an Application instituting proceedings against the Republic of COltD Rica.
Nicaraqua founded the jurisdintioD of the Court on Article XXXI of the Pact of
Boqot6 and on the declarations of the Parties accepting the jurisdiction of the
Court under Article 36, paragraphs 1 and 2, of the Statute of the Court.

24. In its Application, Nicaragua alleged specific border and transborder arDed
actions, of increasing frequency and intensity since 1982, organized by gontral on
its territory from COlta Rlca. It mentioned various attempts on its part to
achieve a peaceful 101utiQn, attributing the failure of these tQ the attitude of
the COlta Rican authorities.

25. In its Application, Nicaraqua requested the Court to adjudge and declarel

"(A) that the acts and omissions of Costa Rica in the matetial period
cr-nstitute br~aches of th~ various obligations of customary international law
and the treaties specified in the body of this Application for which the
Republic of Costa Rica bears legal responsibility,

"(b) that Costa Rica ia under a duty immediatgly to cease and to refrain
from all such acta al may constitute breaches of the foregoing legal
obligations,

"(,g) that Cost-ca Ri~a is under an obligation to ruake reparation to the
Rerublic of Nicaragua for all injury caused to Nicarogua by the breaches of
obligations under th& pertinent rules of customary international law and
treaty provisions".

26. By an Order dated 21 October 1986 (l.C.J. Reports 1986, p. 548), the Court,
taking into account the views expressed by the Parties. fi~ed as time-limits for
the filing of the pleadlngsl 21 Jnly 1987 for the Memorial of Nicaragua, and
21 April 1988 for the Counter-Memorial of Costa Rica.

27. By an Order dated 21 July 1987 (I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 179), the
Vice-Pre3ident, in the absence of the President, extended to 10 August 1987 the
time-limit for the filinq of the Memorial of Nicaragua and to 2 June 1988 the
time-limit for the filing of the Counter-Memorial of Costa Rica. The Order was
made in response to a request by Nicaragua and after the views Qf Costa Rica had
been alcertained.
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28. By a communication of 12 August 1987, the Agent of Nicaragua, referring to anAgreement signed on 7 August 1987 at Guatemala City by the Presidents of the fiveStates of Central America (the "Esquipu1as 11" Agreement, entitled "Procedure forthe establishment of a firm and lasting peace in Central America"), stated that"Ni.caragua discontinues the jUdicial proceedings instituted against Costa, Rica".

29. On 19 August 1987, after having ascertained that the Government of Costa Ricadid not object to the discontinuance, the President of the Court made an Orderplacing the discontinuance on record and ordering that the ~~se be removed from thelist !I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 182).

3. Border and transborder armed actions

(Nicaragua v. Honduras)

30. On 28 July 1986, the Government of Nicaragua filed in the Registry of theCourt an Application instituting proceedings against the Republic of Honduras.Nicaragua founded the jurisdiction of the Court on Article XXXI of the Pact ofBogota and on the declarations of the Parties accepting the jurisdiction of theCourt under Article 36, paragraphs 1 and 2, of the Statute of the Court.

31. The matters referred to by Nicaragua in its Application included allegedborder and transborder armed actions organized by contras on its territory fromHonduras, the giving of assistance to the CQntras by the armed forces of Honduras,direct participation by the latter in military attacks against its territory, andthreats of force against it emanating from the Government of Honduras. Itr.equested the Court to adjudge and declare:

"(A) that the acts and omissions of Honduras in the material periodconstitute breaches of the various obligations of customary international lawand the treaties specified in, the body of this Application ~~r which theRepublic of Honduras bears legal responsibility;

"{Jl} that H'::lduras is under a duty immediately to cease and to refrainfrom all such acts as may constitute breaches of the foregoing legalobligations;

"(~) that Honduras is under an "bligation to make reparation to theRepublic of Nicaragua for all injury caused to Nicaragua by the breaches ofobligations under the pertinent rules of customary international law andtreaty provisions".

32. In its Application, Nicaragua reserved the right to present to the Court arequest for the indication of interim measures of protection. By letter of29 August 1986, Honduras informed the Court that in its Government's view the Courthad no jurisdiction over the matters raised by the Application.

33. By an Order dated 22 October 1986 (I.C.J. Reports 1986, p. 551), the Courtdecided that tne first pleadings should deal exclusively with the issues ofjurisdiction and admissibility, and fixed as time-limits for the filing of thosepleadings: 23 February 1987 for the Memorial of Honduras, and 22 June 1987 for theCounter-Memorial of Nicaragua.
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34. Both the Memorial of Honduras and the Counter-Memorial of Nicaragua were filed
within the prescribed time-limits, but the oral proceedings on jurisdiction and
admissibility were temporarily adjourned, with the approval of the Court, as a
result of the signing on 7 August 1987 of the "Proceduxe for the establishment of a
firm and lasting peace in Central America" (the "Esquipulas II" Agreement) by the
Presidents of the five States of Central America.

35. On 21 March 1988, Nicaragua filed a request for the indication of interim
measures of protection. By a letter of 31 March 1989, however, Nicaragua withdrew
its request. The President of the Court, on that same day, made an Order recording
the withdrawal (I.C.J. Reports 1988, p. 9).

36. At the request of Honduras, and with the agreement of Nicaragua, 6 June 1988
was fixed for the opening of the oral proceedings on the issues of jurisdiction and
admissibility. At six public sittings, held between 6 and 15 June 1988, statements
were made on behalf of Honduras and of Nicaragua.

37. The Court will deliver its decision on those issues in a Judgment.

B. Contentious cases before a Chamber

1. Land, island and maritime frontier dispute (El Salvador/Honduras)

38. On 11 December 1986, the Government of the Republic of El Salvador and the
Government of the Republic of Honduras jointly notified the Registry of a Special
Agreement concluded between them on 24 May 1986, entering into force on
1 October 1986 and registered with the Secretariat of the United Nations,
submitting to the decision of the Court a dispute, referred to as the land, island
~nd maritime frontier dispute, between the two States.

39. The Special Agreement provided that the parties submitted the questions in
dispute to a Chamber which they requested the Court to form under Article 26,
paragraph 2, of the Statute, which provides that the Court may form a Chamber to
deal with a specific case.

40. On 17 February 1987, the Parties, having been consulted by the President,
confirmed the indication given in the Special Agreement that they approved the
number of judges to form the Chamber being fixed at five, including two jUdges
ad hoc chosen by the Parties pursuant to Article 31 of the Statute.

41. Each of the two States chose a judge ad hoc unde~ Article 31 of the Statute.
El Salvador chose Mr. Nicolas Valticos and Honduras chose Mr. Miche1 Virally.

42. On 8 May 1987, the Court unanimously adopted an Order whereby it acceded to
the request of the two Governments to form a special Chamber of five jUdges to deal
with the case (I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 10) •. It declared that it had elected
Judges Shigeru Oda, Jose Sette-Camara and Sir Robert Jennings to form, with the
judges ad hoc chosen by the Parties, the Chamber to deal with the case.

43. The Chamber so constituted elected as it~ President JUdge Jose Sette-Camara.
Its composition is accordingly as follows: President Jose Sette-Camara;
Judges Shigeru Oda and Sir Robert Jennings; Judges ad hoc Nicolas Valticos and
Michel Virally.
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44. By an Order of 27 May 1987 (I.C.J. Reports 1QB7, p. 15), the Court fixed
1 June 1988 al the tlmo-limit for the filing of a Memorial by each of the P~rties.

45. The Chamber, by an Order of 2~ May 1987 (I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 176), taking
into account the wishes of the Parties, fixed 1 February 1989 as the time~limit for
ths filing of a Counter-Memorial by each of the Parties and 1 August 1989 for the
filing of Replies.

46. On 9 November 1987, the inaugural public sitting of the Chamber was held, at
which JUdges ad hoC Valticos and Virally made the solemn declaration require~ by
the Statute and Rules of Court.

47. Baoh of the Parties filed a Memorial within the time-limit of 1 June 1988
fixed by the Court in its Order of 27 May 1987 (I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 15).

2. CAle concerning Ilettroniga Sigula S.p.A. (SLSl)

(United States of Ameriga y. Italy)

48. On 6 February 1987, the United States of America filed an ~p~lication

instituting proceedings against the Republic of Italy concerning ~ dJ~pute arising
from the requisition by the Government of Italy of the plant and related assets of
Ilettronica Sicula S.p.A, (SLSI), an Italian company which was stated to have been
100 per cent owned by two United States corporations.

49. By a letter dated 6 February 19S7, the Unite~ States requested that a Chamber
of five jUdges be formed to hear and determine the case, pursuant to Article 26 of
the Statute. By a telegram dated 13 February 19S7, Ita17 informed the Court that
it accepted the proposal.

50. The Court, thus having before it a reque.t by the two parties concerning the
oonstitution of a Chamber, unanimously decided by an Order of 2 March 1987
(I.C.J. Report. 1987, p. 3), having duly consulted the Parties to accede to that
request. It declared that it had elected as members of the Chamber I Preside~~

Nagendra Singhl JUdges Shigeru Oda, Roberto Ago, Stephen M. Schwebel and
Sir Robert Jennings.

51. In the same Order of 2 March 1987, the Court, taking account of the views of
the parties, fixed the time-limits for the initia pleadings at 1~ May 1987 for the
Memorial of the United States and 16 November 1987 for the Counter-Memorial of
Italy. The United States filed its Mem~ria1, and Italy its Counter-Memorial,
within the prescribed time-limit.

52. On 17 November 1987 the inaugural public sitting of the Chamber was held.

53. By an Order of the same date (I.C.J. Reports 1987, p. 185), the Chamber of the
Court fixed '8 March 1988 as the time-limit for the filing of a Reply by the United
States and 18 July 1988 for the filing of a Rejoinder by Italy. Both the Reply and
the Rejoinder were filed within the prescribed time-limits.
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54. On 2 Maroh 1988, the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted resolution
42/229 B whereby it requested the International Court of Justice to give an
advisory opinion on the following question.

"In the light of facts reflected in the reports of the Secretary-General
[A/42/915 ana 1>.l\d.1], is the Un~ ted States of America, as a party to the
Agreement b8t~~$~ the United Nations and the United States of America
regarding thlll Hflt\dquarters of the United Nations [resolution 169 (II)], under
an ob1igatioL to enter into arbitration in accordance with section 21 of the
Agreement?"

55. The letter of the Secretary-General, transmitting to the Court the request for
an advisory opinion and certified copies of the EngliAh and French texts of the
said resolution, was received in the Registry by facsimile on 4 March 1988 and by
post on 7 March 1988.

56. By an Order of 9 Maroh 1988 (~~~ts 1988, p. 3), the Court, having
regard to the fact that the decision to request an advilory opini~n was made
"bearing in mind thu constraints of time" (cf. resolution 42/229 B), found that an
early answer to the request for advisory opinion would be desirable, as
oontemplated by Artiole 103 of the Rules of Court, and that all necessary steps
should be taken to aooe1erate the procodure. By that Order the Court decided that
the United Nations and the United States of AJnerica were considered likely to be
able to furnish information on the question, in accordance with Article 66,
paragraph 2, of the Statute, and fixed 25 March 1988 as the time-limit within which
the Court would be prepared to receive written statements from them and from any
other State party to the Statute which desired to submit a written statement on the
question (I.C.J. Re;Qrts 1988, p. 3). By the same Order the Court decided to hold
hearings, opening nn 11 April 1988, at which oral comments on written statements
might be Bubmitted by the United Nations, the United State. and such other. States
as might have presented written statements. Judge Schwebel appended a separate
opinion to the Order (lb.~., pp. 6-7).

57. In accordance with Article 65, paragraph 2, of the Statute, the
Seoretary-Genera1 of the Un~ted Nations transmitted to the Court a dop~ier of
documents likely to throw light upon the question.

58. Written statements were filed, within th4 time-limit fi.ed, by the United
Nations, the United States of America, the German Democratic RepUblic and the
Syrian Arab Republic.

59. On 11 April 1988, a pUblic sitting was held, at which the United Nations Legal
CuuDsel, Mr. earl-August Fleischhauer, made an oral statement to the Court on
behalf of the Secretary-General. Certain Members of the Court put questions to
Mr. Fleischhauer, which were answered at a further public si tUng he)." on
12 April 1988.
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60. At a public litting held on 26 April lV88, the Court delivered itl Advilory
Opinion (I,C,J, Report. lR88, p. 12), the operative part of whioh readl al follows.

"The Court,

"Unuimou.ly,

"I' AC the AplpiAD that the United States of America, as a party to the
Agreement between the United Nations and the United States of Amerioa
reqarding the Headquarters of the United Nat:ions of 26 June 1V47, is UDder an
oblivatlon, In accordanoe with .ection 21 of that Agreement, to enter into
arbitration for the .ettlement of the dispute between itself and the United
Nations."

Judge Blia. appended a declaration to the Advisory Opinion (ibid., p. 36).
Separate opinioDs were appended to the Advisory Opinion by Judges Oda (ibid.,
pp. 37-~1), Sahwebel (~., pp. 42-56) and Shahabuddeen (ibid., pp. 51-6~).
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IV. VISITS AND CONTACTS

A. Visits of heads of State

61. On 20 October 1987, the President of the Republic of El Salvador, His
Excellency Mr. Jose Napoleon Duarte, visited the Court. The Vice-Pre.ident of the
Republia of Peru, His Excellency Dr. Luis Alberto Sanchel, visited the Court on
21 October 1987. They were received in private by President Nagendra Sin9h and
Members of the Court.

B. Contacts with other judigial bodies

62. On 1 June 1988, a dele9ation of the Court paid a visit to the Court of Justice
of the European Communit1es in Luxembour9.
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V. LECTURES ON THE WORK OF THE COURT

63. Many telks and lectures on the Court were given by the ~resident, by Members
ot the Court and by ofticials of the Registry in order to improve pUblic
understandin9 of the judicical settlenlent of international disputes, the
jurisdiction of the Court and itl function in advisory calel.
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VI. ADMINISTRATIVE QUESTIONS

64. The committees constituted by the Court to facilitate the perforMance of its
administrative tasks, which met several times during the period under review, were
composed as follows as from 24 February 1988 (for their composition before that
date, see the previous report).

(R) The Budgetary and Administrative Committee. the President, the
Vice-president and Judge~ Tas1im 01awale E1ias, Stephen M. Schwebe1,
Moh~nmed Bedjaoui, Nikolai K. Tarassov and Gilbert Guillaume,

tb) The CommittJe on Relations. Judges Nagendra Singh, Ni Zhengyu and
Jens Evensen,

(0) The Library Committee. Judges Shigeru Od8, Sir Robert Jennings and
Ni Zhengyu.

65. The Rules Committee, constituted by the Court in 1979 as a standing body is,
as at 24 February 1988, composed of Judges Manfred Lachs, Kaba Mbaye, Sh,geru Od8,
Rvberto Ago, Sir Robert Jennings, Ni Zhengyu, Hiko1ai K. Tarassov and
Mohamed Shahabuddeen.
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VII. PUBLICATIONS AND DOCUMENTS OF THE COUR~

86. The publications of the Court are distributed to the Governments of all States
entitled to appear before the Court, and to the major law libraries of the world.
The sal. of these publications is organl.ed by the Sales Slctions of the United
NationD Secretariat. which are In touch with Ipeciallled book.ellerl and
di.tributor. throughout the world. A catalogue (latest edition. 1088) is, with
it. annual addenda, diltrlbuted free of charge.

67. The publications of the Court inclu~t at prelent three annual aeries. RepQrts
Qf Judgments. AdyisQry OpiniQns and Orders (which are also published separately
when they are made), a Bib1iQgrAphy of ~ork3 and documents relating to the Court,
and a X.arbQQk (in the French ver.iont ADnu4ire). The most recent pUb1lcations in
the first two .erie. are I.C.J. Repcrtr-J3J1 and BibliQgrAPhy NQ. 39.

68. Bven before the te~mination of a case, the Court may, atter alcertaininq the
view. ot the partie., make the pleadingft and document. available on request to the
Government of any State entitled to appear before the Court. The Court may also,
after ascertaining the views of the ~arties, make them accGssible to the public on
or after the opening of the oral proceeding.. The documentation uf eacn case is
published by the Court after the end of the proceeding., under the title Pleadings,
Oral Argument!. DQcuments. The mo.t :ecent volume ilsued in this series relates to
the ca.e concerning the CQntinental Sh.lf (Tunisia/Libyan Arab JomahiriYA).

69. In the serie. Acts and Documents cQncerning ~bI Organi'atioD of the CQurt, the
Court also pUbli.hes the instruments 90ve[ning itl functioninq and practice. The
latest ISlue (No. 4) appeared after the rlvilion of the Rul.s adopted by the Court
on 14 April 1078.

70. The Rule. of Court have been translated into unofficial Arabic, Chinese,
Gerr,an, Russian and Spanish versions.

71. The Court distributes press communiguea, background note~ and a handbook in
order to keep lawyers, university teach,r. and student., government officials, the
press and the general public informed ~o~t its work, functions and juri.~iction.

The handbook wal updated on the Occ61ion of the Court's fortieth anniversary, and
its third edition appeared at the end of 1986 in French and Bnglish.

72. More comprehensive information ~n the work of the Court during the per.iod
under review will be found in the I.C.J. Yearbook 1987-1961 to be issued in due
course.

The Hague, 18 August 1988
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(Signed) Jose Maria RUDA
President


