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our to transmit herewith to the members of 

sembly the replies to the questionnaire drawn up on compliance with 

ly resolution 2723 ( ) (A/8382, pera. 5) which were received too 

late for inclusion in the report. Any replies that may be received later will 

in a further &CH 

. 
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II. REPLIES RECE 

UI'JITRD KIKGDOM 0 

: 

I. The role of the International Court of Justice 

1. The International Court of Justice is ret 

as one of the principal organs of the United 

principal judicial organ. Its sp 

legal disputes is recognizedin Article 

authorization, can obtain its assistance by re 

court. 

2. The primary function‘of the Court i 

their differences by deciding, in accord 

disputes which they submit to it. But in c 

in the exercise of its advisory jurisdic 

develop the law. The value of judgements 

purpose is borne out by the fact that the Internati 

the GeneralAsser2bly specially created to s for the c 
progressive development of international 

jurisprudence of the Court. 

3. Vhile recognizi that not all 'disputes are suitable for s ission to the 
International Court, the United Kingdon has supported the Court and endeavoured 

to encourage the reference of legal disputes to it. It s accepted the Court's 
jurisdiction by declaration under Article 36 (2) of the Statute and also by special 

provisions contained in numerous treaties and, pursuant to. its accep&&e of the 

Court's jurisdiction, 
._ 

has submitted several cases to it for adjudication. 

I . . . 



is not playing the role foreseen for it in 

the General .Asser?.bly to give careful 

ngdor? believes that the General 

&unity to consider carefully any measures 
, 
1 

le of the Court or extend its use by 

fective instrment for the settlement of legal 

time, it should be borne in mind that no 

d procedures of the Court will avail unless 

If the result of such an enquiry was to 

practice of bringing cases before the Court - not 

e but also those concerning less important 

ere the Court could give assistance - this would 

ds the establishment of the rule of law in 

5: In reviewing the role of the Court, it nay be necessary to distinguish 

ich nay only be practicable in the long term and those 

Measures involving amendments to the Statute 

they should not be excluded from any review, necessarily 

involve delay be very prolonged. However, the difficulties inherent 

vent not inhibit consideration of possible 

i overlents which could be brought into effect mre quickly. 

II. Crganization of the Court 

6. States frequently nake provision to refer their disputes for adjudication to 

trib&ls other than the International Court, because for various reasons it is 

thought that the Court is not so orgmized as to provide a satisfactory form for 

the disputes in question. , 

7. Consideration should be given to the possibility of providing greater 

flexibility in the orgauization of the Court to met the special needs and wishes 

of the parties in particular cases. This could well have the effect of making the 

Court a more useful organ and attracting more business to it. 

/ . . . 
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8. One aspect of the Court's organisation which 

from this point of view is the use of chsmbers. 

Statute provides in paragraph 1 for the cre 

particular categories of cases and in ~ragraph 2 for th 

chambers for particular cases. Article 29 provides for the 

of a chamber of summary procedure. 

existence no use has been made of these facilities. 

why in many cases tte Farties should 

the full Court. But there are no doubt other c 

a more summary and expeditious form of procedure t 

or a chamber composed of judges with special qualific 

particular case would be advantageous. 

9. One reason why more use has not been made of the possibility of establishi 

ad hoc chambers under article 26, paragraph 2, may be that article 24, par aph 2 

of the Court's Rules provides for the election of rs of the ch er of the 

Court by secret ballot. In some cases the parties might wish to have a ch 

composed of judges chosen by them and it is su s of ing this 

possible should be considered. 

10. It has been suggested that provision should be de for the constitution of 

regional chambers. There are arguments for and ainst this ~ropos In the 

case of a dispute between States belonging to the s e geographical region, it 

be thought that judges from that region would be more like to understand the 

particular problems of the parties, and therefore that cases having a regional 

character might be more readily brought to such a chamber especially if the 

chamber was to sit in the region concerned for the purpose of hearing the case. 

On the other hand, it is important to maintain the integrity of general 

international law and there is a danger that the use of regional courts or 

chambers might have a fragmentary effect, unless it is coupled with some systen 

of appeal to the full Court. The advantages.and disadvantages require careful 

consideration, but the idea is certainly deserving of further study. 

11. In the ssme line of thought, the possibility of developing the use of 

assessors with specialist qualifications to sit with chambers established to deal 

with Particular categories of cases or particular cases requiring technical 

knowledge or experience should be explored. 
/ .*. . 



III. isdiction of the Court 

functisn of t ib to adjudic e in contentious 

United Kingdom would naturally welcome wider 

n of the Court under Article 36 (2) of the 

e ~c~~ta~~ty of the es of international law in the present stage 

a reason why States hesitate to commit 

sselves to a general acceptance of compulsory jurisdiction under this 

provision. But this does not apply in the case of treaties and States should be 

urged to adopt a policy of including as often as possible in their treaties a 

clause accepting in advsnce the co?!@ulsory jurisdiction of the Court for the 

settlement of disputes concerning their interpretation or application. It will 

be recalled that the Vienna Conference on the Law of Treaties could not have 

reached a successful outcone without agreement on procedures for the settlement 

of disputes and the International Court figured prominently in the provisions 

ely adopted. 

13. The increasing part played by international orgsnizations, worldwide and 

regional, is a notable feature of the modern international community. At preslent 

only States may be parties in cases before the Court. Considerations should now 

be given to the question of enabling international organizations, or some of then, 

to be parties in proceedings before the Court, at least in certain categories of 

cases. For instance, international organizations are entering into an increasing 

nunber of agreements with States and with one another and i,t seems regrettable 

that in the event of a dispute concerning the interpretation or application of 

such an agreement an international orgsnization should lack procedural capacity 

to be a party in contentious proceedings before the International Court. In such 

cases, as in cases involving States only, mutual consent to submission to the 

Court should be a prerequisite for the exercise of jurisdiction but there seems 

no reason why, where such consent exists, procedural incapacity should be a bar. 
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14. Consideration might a 

individuals and corporations to be 

certain cases 

1 with dispute8 

15. There might also be s 

appellate jurisdiction from t 

16. This is moocher 

of particular concern to indivi 

Mations and of the specialised agencies 

Charter to request an advisory opinion. T 

Q 

n 

the Review of A nistr~tiv~ Tri 

17. The suggestion has also been c 

advisory opinions, pres 

open to the objection that it 

of the Court. 

Iv. 

icle 30 of the Statute, the 

e is the ~r~ro~at~ve of the Court. in its 

done in this field, the Court will no doubt of 



ral Assembly and in the 
opinion of the Unit of the role of the Court should 

of the criticis that are made 

e of the length and cost of 

ich are to a large extent 

A key factor in the conduct of 

between the Court and the parties. 

ion by the Statute and the Rules of 

bility for the control of the case, but 

Q suit the needs of the parties in each 

often be directed more justly at the parties 

propriate may vary from case to case; some 

or otherwise inherently extremely complicated; 

ies must be given a fair rtunity to present their viewpoint to the 

ion of a time-limit which the other party does 

iticnal delay rather than to 

cdures of the Court are not 

the United Kingdom has noted with satisfaction that the 

Court is in the process of rev-i ny suggestions have been made 

which are'deserving of careful study, but there are two considerations in 

titular to which the United KIinSdom wishes to draw attention, with a view to 

reducing cost and delay and at the same time increasing the efficiency of the 

Court's procedures. 

22. The first of these is the need for Rreliminary issues to be raised and 

:-.%led at the earliest possible stage in the proceedings. The outcome of some 

recent cases has served to demonstrate the undesirability of joining preliminary 

issues to tne merits unless there are very compelling reasons for doing so. 

23. Secondly, the procedures prior to the oral hearing itself should be directed 

more than they are at present to identifying and narrowing the issues in dispute, 

and also to ensuring -i,hat the parties are given notice of any issues that the 



parties if they need them. During the o 

translations of the speeches of C 

published, all the work that is done 

jettisoned, for the pleadings are publis 

language rather than the other 

The'above obse 

the United Kin be considered. 

26. Before deciding what measures to adopt, 

1 aspects of the 

e. In order that the det 

may be properly studied, the United Kingd considers t 

its twenty-Sikh session should establish a c ittee to re 

Int+rnaticral Co report its conebsi 

Assembly. Such a c 

detailed proposals which have been or be th c nts on t 

and present a report for consideratio a future session of the General Ass 

I . . . 



The ea ittee should not be so large as to be unwieldy but should reflect a wide 

e of opinions. d be offered the opportunity and should be 

to appoint representatives 

its second pre 

the desirability of finding ways and . 

as of the'court. The United Kingdom believes 

&smbly onthebasis of acareful 

option of valuatle proposals, which 

nfacilitate the greatest possible 

t of the rule of law and the promotion 
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III. Jurisdiction of the 

(a) Contentious. cases 

7. Despite the term "c 

by it unless they so desire, stating v 

of the Court. All the efforts made so far to 

automatically have met 

sovereii;nty would be impaired. 

e rded to th 

ions. 

8. The s procedure would be necess 

organizations to appear before the Court. to 

any amen nt of the Charter. 

0 *- With regard to the possibility of includi in future treaties prowisi 

the Court jurisdiction in respect of disputes 

treaties and conventions recorded in the Ye provide for its 

jurisdiction, such as the economic co- 

accorhnce with the Marshall Plan, could serve 

b) 

10. Senegal would ourable to the i oceaure 

available to inter ernmental and region 

have the option of seeking advisory opini fold condition: 

- that the Court would not play the Pa-of 8 ation bureau; 

- that this would not be an indirect way of settli a dispute that had 

already been arisen. 

IV. Procedures and methods of work 

11. These should be simplified and made more flexible, although it must be admitted 

that delays in procedure are not so much the fault of the judges as of the parties. 

12. As far as the Cost of litigation is concerned, it should be borne in mind that 

the fees paid by the parties to the eminent lawyers and specialists in international 

/ .*. 



hs the judges 

cost of liti 

er of the United 

--em- 


