
Communiqué No. 56/10 
(Unof f i c i a l  

The fo l lowlng  infnrmatlen f ron t h e  Registry of t h e  Internat ional  
Court  of Jus t ice  has been communicated to t h e  Press: 

In the case concerning Judgments of the  Admirilstrative Tribunal 
of t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Labour Organisation upon cornplaints made against  
t h e  United Nations Educatianal, S c i e n t i f i c  and Cultural  Organisation, 
t h e  Court has jus t  f ixed  a,tirne-1irni.t f o r  t h e  f i l i n g  o f  f u r t he r  wr i t t en  
statements. 

The mtter was referred t o  t h e  Court f o r  an Advisory Opinion by 
t h e  Fxecutive Board of UNESCO, T h i s  in te rna t iona l  organization 5 s  one 
of those which, iR r e spec t  of i t s  own staff rnembers, ha s  reçognized t h e  
jurisdiction of t h e  Administrative Tribunal  established by khe  Inter- 
national Labour Organisation fo r  hearing cornplaints by i t s  o f f i c i a l s  
against t h e  Idministration, alleging non-observance of  t h e  terms of 
appointment of o f f i c i a l s ,  o r  any other relevant provis ion  of t h e  Staff 
Regulations. Article XII of t h e  Statut  e o f  t h i s  Administrative 
Tribunal provides t h a t  in any case in which one of t h e  international 
organizations concerned challenges a d e c i s i o n  of t h e  Tribunal 
confirming i t s  j u r i s d i c t i o n ,  o r  considers that a decision of t h e  Tribunal 
is vi t ia ted  by a fundamental f a u l t  in t h e  procedure followed, it may 
seise t he  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Court of  Jus t i ce ,  whose opin ion  çball be binding. 
As regards the present request  f o r  an Opinion, t h e  Judgments involveci 
concern f o u r  o f f i c i a l s  of UNESCO whose con t rac t s  of employment were not 
renewed, who appealed t o  t h e  Administrative Tribunal which found in 
t h e i r  favour . 

In Deceinber 1955, when t h e  Request f o r  an  Opinion was received f rom 
t h e  Executive Board o f  UNESCO, t h e  President of t h e  C o u r t  decided, i n  
pursuance of  Art icle  66, paragraph 2, of t h e  Sta tute ,  t h a t  t h e  Sta tes  
14embers of WESCO and t,he organizat ions  referred t o  above, were l i k e l y  
t a  be able t o  furnish infarrnation on t h e  questions re fe r red  t o  the  Court 
and would t h e r e f o r e  be e n t i t l e d  to present  wr i t t en  atatements. For t h i s  
purpose April 30th, 1956 was f ixed  a s  a time-llmit. t i i th in  t ha t  t h e -  
limit t h e  Court received frorn UNESCO a wri t t en  staternent t o  wtiich was 
appended a staternent o f  t h e  observations and submisslons of the  o f f i c i a l s  
concerned; w r i t t e n  statements were also received from t h e  Guvernments 
of t h e  United S t a t e s  of $merlca, t h e  French Republic, t h e  Ùnited Kingdom 
of  Great 3rlCai.n and  Morthern I r e l ~ n d  and t h e  Republjlc of China. These 

a 

statement s were cornrnianicated by t h e  Regis t rar  t o  all t h e  S t a t e s  and 
crganiaat ions  ref e r r ed  t o  above. 

Since t h e  Court does n o t  contemplate holding oral hearings in 
this case, t h e  new the- l i rn i t  which has just been f ixed and which 
expires on Jwie 30th ,  1956 will enable any of t h e  Govemen t s  and 
organizations r e f e r r e d  to above which des2re .to do so to comment i n  
wriking upon the m-itten statenenta that have been filed. 

The Court 1611 begin i t s  d e l i b e r a t i o n s  in this case a t  t h e  beginning 
of Sept ember 19 56. 

The Hague, May 31st, f 856. 




