
The f o l l o w h g  i-if ormation f r o m  t h e  Registry of t h e  Lnternational 
Court o f  Just ice has been comunicated £0 t h e  press: 

In t h e  Peace Palace on June 10th a t  10.33 a n , ,  t h e  Cour t  will . 
begin its hearings i n  t h e  matter af t h e  request f o r  an Advisory Opinion 
concerning the  effect o f  awards made by t he  United Nations Administra-bive 
Tribunal. 

The request f o r  an Advisory Opinion was trmsmitted to the Court, by 
the  General Assembly o f  t h e  United Nat ions under a Resolution da t  ed 
December q t h ,  1953. The circumstances leading up t o  t h e  adoption o f  
t h i s  Fiesolution are as f o l l ows :  

The Secretary-General af t h e  United Nations dismissed twenty-one 
staff members of the  Secretar iat .  The l a k t e r  appealed t o  t h e  Adminis- 
t r a t i v e  Tribunal on t h e  ground t h a t  t h e i r  dismissalwas brregular, In 
eleven cases t h e  Tribunal found in favour of t h &  applicants and ordered 

'8 
that compensation should be paid t o  them. The Secretary-Gsneral then 
proposed t o  t he  Assembly, at t h e  Autumn session of 13.53, t h a t  an appmpriation 
correspondsng &the t o t a l  of the  awards made, nmely,  approxlmately 
$ 1B0,000, should be inserted in t h e  Budget. 

When t h e  Fifth (~ud~etary) Gammittze of Lhz Assembly was seised of 
th8  .Secretary-General i s proposal, a discussion took place as to what action 
should be 'taken in pursuance thereof.  A cer te in  nmber  of representakives 
were of the '  opinion t h a t t h e  Assembly was bound to pay the,compensabiong 
o t h e r s  considered not o n l y  that the Asseriibly was entitled to review t h e  
decisiona of t h e  Achh i s t r a t i ve  Tribunal, Sut a l s o  th& it. could and should 
refuse t o  pay t h e  carnpensation; and f i n d l y ,  some representatives were of t h e  
opinion t h a t  the  Assernbly had t h e  power t o  alter t h e  &~zount of t h e  
compensation. In short ,  t h e  issue involved the powcrs of t h e  bssembly in 
respect o f  a decision. o f  t h e  kdni~ist rat ive ' Tribunal  i nvo lv ing  f inancial  
eonsequences; o r ,  in o t h a r  words, t h e  e f f a c t s  of such dec is ionç .  

31 t h e  circwrs tznces , several representa t ives  proposed t h a t  t h e  Court 
should be requested t o  give an hdvisory Opinion on t h e  l ega l  aspects of 

a t h e  question. The Besolti t ion a d o ~ t e d  for t h i s  purpose by the F i f t h  . 
Committee and iubsequently by the hssembly is as fo l lows  : 

The Gencral hssembls, 

Considering t h e  request for a supplementary appropriat ion.  o f  
$ 179,&0, made by t he  Secretary-General in h i s  r c p o r t  ( ~ / 2 5 3 4 )  
f o r  the purpose of covsring the awards made by t h e  United' Mations 
Administrative Tr ibunal  in eleven cases numbered 26, and 37 to 
46 inc lus ive ,  

Considering t h e  concurrence in t h n t  appropriation by t h e  lidvisory 
Committ eo on A d r n i n i  s t  rat ive  and Eudget ary [lu es t ions  cont ained in 
T t s  twenty-fourth r e p o r t  t o  t h e  e ighth  session of t h e  GcneraL 
kssembly (k/25€Q) , 

Considering, nevertheless,  t h a t  important l eg&1  questions have 
been r a i s e d  in t h e  course of ckbate in t he  F i f t h  Conmi t tee wlth 
respect t o  t h ~ t  apprcipriation, 



To submit t h e  fol lowing legal questions t o  t he  Internat ional  
Court o f  Ju s t i c e  f o r  an ~ d v i s o r y  opinion: , 

"(1) ' Havhg regard t a  t h e  S t s t u t e  of t h e  United Nations Adminis- 
t r a t i v e  Tribunal dnd t o  any other  relevmt instruments and 
to the  relevant records, has t h e  General hssembly t h e  r i g h t  
on atiy'grounds t o  refuse t o  give effect t a  an awcrd of . 

conipensalion mzde by t h a t  Tribunal in favour of a staff 
member of the United Nztions *ose contract  af service has 
becn terminzted without h i s  assent? 

(2) If t h e  mswer given by t h e  Court t o  question (1) i s  i n  t h e  
a f f i r m t i v e ,  what sre t h e  p r i n c i p d  groundç upan which t h e  
Generzl fiss embly could l ~ ~ d u l l y  exerciç e such 2 r i g h t  ?" 

Having baen seised of the  roquest for an opinion, the Court, in 
pursuance of Art ic le  66,  paragrapb 2 ,  8f i t s  S ta tu te ,  informed t h e  Members 
of qthe United Nations, as w c i i  as t h e  internat ional  Labour Organisation 
t h a t  i t  considered thern as likeiy to bo able ta furnish  infornation on t h e  
question m d  t h a t  it was prepared io receive Flritten StzLements from £hem, 
Meroh 15th, 1954, was fixed as t h e  t i rne-lhit  w i t h ù i  which such kJiiiten (. 
Statements rnight be presented . 

The International Labour O r g m i s ~ k i a n ,  2s kll as the following 
Sta tes  (in the .order in which their cornunications were received in the  
~ e g i s t  ry') have avclilcd thanselves of $ha r i g h t  t o  subrnit blritten Statements : 
F r m ~ e ,  Swcden, th2 Mether lads  , ~ r e k c e ,  the United .Kingdom, t h e  United 
States  of h e r i c a ,  t h s  Philippines, Mexico, C h i l e ,  Ircq, China, Guatemala, 
Turkey uid Ecuador. Fur themore ,  t h e  Socretary-Gmeral  of the United 
Nations transmitted to the Court ' documents h'nich were  likely t o  t h r o w  
lighk upon t h e  question, as well as a Written Staf;¢i~~ent. F i n a l l y ,  t h e  
Governments of Canada, the Union of Soviet SocLiList  Republics, Yugoslavia, 
Czechoslovakia and Egypt, whilst no t  filing Written S t ~ t e m e n t s ,  have 
declared that they referred to t h e  views e q r e s s e d  by t h e i r  representatives , 

in t h e  debates of the  Asçaably, 

The W i t t e n  Stztements were e o r ~ ~ r m i c z t e d  t o  t h c  S t a t e s  who had been 
infonned by t h e  Court, t h a t  it was prepared t o  hear thern, 2s ml1 as . to  t h e  
International L a b o u ~  Orgnnis ai ion;  zt t h e  scme tirne, they were notif ied 
t h a t  t h e  Court would heu .  o r a l  stoternents nt t h a  beginning o f  the  month of 0 
June, 1954. The Secretary-Genersl o f  t h e  United Nzkions, as r v e l l  as t h e  
Crovemment s of t h e  Unitcd S t a t e s  of :merica, Frmce , Grce ce, the  United 
Kingdom a d  the Netherl turds,  have s i g n i f i e d  t h e i r  in ten t ion  of being 
represented at t h e  o r a l  proceedings; t h e  In ta imzt ional  Labour Organisation 
has i n fo rm~d  the  Cour t  t h z t  it is n o t  i t s  intention t o  subrnit 2n o r a l  
statemznt unless t h e  Court should request fu r the r  in format ion  supplementing 
t h e  Written S t a t  ement submitted by t h e  Interng.ttiona1 Labour Organisation. 

The nmes o f  t h e  r e p r i s e n t n t i v c s  o f  t h e  Secrct~ry-General  of the 
United Nations and af t h e  Sta tes  w i l l  be c o m ~ i u ~ i c a t  ed subsequently. 




