
The follo1:~ing infor:i.;,tion from the I!er:istry of t h e  Internaticnal 
Court of Justice ic cornmunicr-te$. t o  the Press: 

h i~en he opened the hearing of Thur sda ,~ ,  1 l~I~-;.ch 1962, a t  
10.30 &.m., f o r  the o r a l  preseitatian of  t h e i r  arguments bg Lhc 
P a r t i e s  in the esse concerning t h e  Temple of Preah Vihenr (~ambodia 
Y. Thniland) ( m e r i t s )  , t h s  Pres iden t  of i h e  Xnternntional C o u r t  of - 
Justice the fol1ol;:ing sta3ement: 

1 

Refc;re opening the o r a l  psaceedings in t h i s  case ,  1 skould like 
to addreos myself to s day  & i c h  is outstandin; in the h i ~ t s r y  O£ 
international l . a w ,  t h e  15th of L e b r w ~ r y  1 9 2 3 .  On th?,+, day, f o r t y  
yezrs ago, i i l  t h i s  saiie3 g e c t  c::urt-r. om, t h e  Perm,ment Court of 
I i ~ t e r n a t i s n n l  JIAS t i ç e  h e l d  i t s  f'irst si ttinc;, to :;hich the  psesence 
of  t h e  queen of the  Netherlands of ~rniiient Hetherlands m d  fore ign  
p u b l i c  figures gave a ogecizl distinction. 

While the  settlement of disputes between S t a t e s  '027 arbitraiion 
hes i t s  or ig ins  in zf i t iqui ty ,  a d  $:hile i t  rendored grsa* serv ices  and * i n  partic~l:::~ c o n t r i b u t e d  t o  d e f i n i n g  the r u l e  s uf iri$ernatiunal l m ,  
it is in f n c t  unly :-rith the  eatrtb1iol.irnen-t o f  t h c  Permanent ~ o u - 5 '  as a 
body of independent judgéç rêaUj- at a1.l tiilies t o  perforrn t l i e i r  *ask 
t h x t  the institution of internatiunnl juc t i c e  bucam.rne t r u l y  pernment 
and r e a d i l y  accessible t o  al1 S t n t ~ s  dasirous n P  xecoursc tz it f o r  
t he  settlenent of t h e i r  l egn l  d i s p u t e s ,  The originnlity and 
importance cf the clernent of: pexrnuncilcyr ccnnot 'oe oves-çtresaed; t o  
it is av:ed t h e  f cc t  t h a t  the Fernianent Court of 1 n t e r ~ 1 ~ t i o n . l  Justice 
becamc ,-tn institution in the mal  selIse of tbc t v r r n :  

It has been ssia t h n t  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a l i o n  implies n bc l ic f  in 
t he  all-importance of  external i a s % r m e n t z ï i t i a s .  But if this i a  t o  
be takan a l sa  t r .  noSn coercion, those in the  Ls3,~ue of Baticnn who 
set up the Perfiicznent Court rcrzl ized tha,-l,t t h e  only  nay to succeed cras 
t o  have confidence in Sta tes .  The permanent nature of the Court rnade 
p o s s i b l e  acceptance of  i t s  compulsory j ~ l s d i c t i o n ,  bu t  thscugh the 
ingenious deviçe af t h e  optiorial  c lause  such nccep tanca remi,incd 
f r e e l y  given a l Ù  :.githin t h e  limitutions se t  by t h e  accepting State. 
Skis so lu t ion  hus b ~ e n  c x i t i c l s e d ,  bu t  it has been found t a  bc the 
~ n l y  poss ib le  one in th2 present s t a t e  of internationaï la\{, and ii 
vas endorsed by the  S ta tu te  of the nem Cour t .  BIors thzn t h a t ,  the  
idea has m~xdc progress, and in several hundred b i l a t e r a l  and 
multilateral t r ca t i es  States have ncceptcd  the conpulsory jurisdiction 
of the C o u r t  for disputes arising o u t  of t h e  applicution und 
interpretatioa of thosc  t r e ~ t i e s .  lrlnile the  Charter l ewes  t o  the 
par t ies  t o  a d i spu te  the  choice of t h e  penceful  means v i t h  a viev to 
its settlenen h ,  t h e  Security Council, in t h e  i p p r o F r i a t e  c i r c m s  tances, 
is scquired nlso t o  "'txkc i n to  consideration tha t  l vga l  d i s p u t e s  should 
as a gerzerctl rtile b~ refersed by the p a t i e s  t o  the 1n.t;crriatio~ial 
Court of JusticeH. 

In its taenty years ai? activity, t h e  Permanent C o u r t  de l ivc red  
some dozens of decis ions  i n  contentious cnsss and i n  advisory 
proceedings, aEd tkieso decisions are nuthositative in the  f i e l d  of 
international lav.  The cataclysn; of the  Sccclnd l-'crld V!ar pu t  t he  
G o u t  Lo n d i f f i c u l t  t e s t ,  but  d i d  nùt dectroy it a n d ,  chen t h e  
I r p z  I:ras over ,  if the United 17atians d e c i d e d  t ç  r e p l a c e  the Perrnancnt 
Court b:: a aeht Court, th35 iiizs f o r  sezsans a i  n pr<?ctical nzture. 
The Charter stated t h n t  the S t n t u t e  of t h e  nez C o u r t  i-:?,O bnszd upon 





Baving noted t h e  preçence in Court of t h e  Agents  of the Parties 
and t h e i r  Counsel and Advoca-tes, the Prssident ca l led  upon t h e  Agent 
f o r  t h e  Governen t  o f  Cambodia. 

I I i s  Exceli~ncy Truong Cang addressed the Court after vhich he 
asked t h e  Court t o  hear t h e  Bonourable Dean Acheson. 

At t he  henring t o m ~ r r o n  morning at loi30 a,n, the C o u r t  will hem 
the next address on behalf of t h e  Goverment of Cmbodia,  

Note for representatives of t h e  Press w i t h  regard* --.- 
comunigu6s issued d w i n ~ t  h e  hearinfis in the Ca8 e co~~cerni-rg - ---...+..-- --- -- 

the Tem_pLe -..*a- of Preah Viheax -rnbodia v, ~ h a i l a n d F  .- 

Since representatives of the  Press Gan be yresent at each 
sitting and obtain a t  the end o f  each day the verbatim record of the  
day's proceedings, the  Regis t ry  does not propose to pubiish during 
t he  hearing, the  cua t o m a y  coinmuniqués ~ v h i c h  merely isidicate the  
names of the  speakers and t h e  d a t e  o f  the  next hearing. Xowever, an 
exception will be made ~vhenever the next kearing is f i x e d  f o r  a date  
o t h e r  than the following day. 

The Hague, 1 T4arch 1962. 




