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The folloming information from the Regis t ry  of the  In te rna t iona l  
Court of Ju s t i c e  i s  communicated t o  the Press: 

On 4 November 1960 Applications were f i l e d  i n  the Regis t ry  of the  
Court on behalf of the  Government of Ethiopia  and on behalf of the 
Government of Liber ia  i n s t i t u t i n g  separate  proceedings before the Court 
aga ins t  the Union of South Afr ics .  

I n  both Applications,  the  subject  of the  dispute  i s  s t a t e d  t o  be the 
continued existence of t he  Mandate f o r  South West Afr ica  and the  du t i e s  
and performance of the Union, a s  Madatory,  thereunder. The Applications 
r e f e r  t o  Ar t i c l e  80, paragraph 1, of the  Charter  of the  United Nations, 
and found the  j u r i sd i c t i on  of t he  Court on A r t i c l e  7 of the Mandate f o r  
German South West Africa made a t  Geneva on 17 Decenber 1920, and on 
Ar t i c l e  37 of the S t a tu t e  of the  Court. 

Both Applications, a f t e r  r e c i t i n g  the  circwnstances i n  which a Mandate 
f o r  the  former German pro tec tora te  of South West Afr ica  vias conferred upon 
Ris Bri tannic  RIajesty t o  be exercised on h i s  behalf by the Government of 
the  Union of South Afr ica ,  s e t  f o r t h  the du t i e s  which, i t  i s  contended, 
thereupon devolved upon the  I,!imdotory. The Applicants a l l ege  t h a t  t he  
Union, ac t ing  through o f f i c i a 1  bodies created by it t o  administer  the  
Te r r i t o ry ,  has v io la ted ,  and continues t o  v i o l a t e ,  Ar t i c l e  2 of the  
Mandate and Ar t i c l e  22 of the  Covenant of the  League of Nations, by 
f a i l i n g  t o  promote t o  the  utmost the mater ia l  and moral well-being and 
s o c i a l  progress of the inhab i tan t s ;  by d i s t ingu ish ing  as  t o  race ,  colour ,  
na t i ona l  and t r i b a l  o r i g i n  i n  es tab l i sh ing  the  r i g h t s  and du t ies  of t he  
peoples of the  Ter r i to ry  by the  p rac t ice  of apar the id ;  by l e g i s l a t i o n  
which i s  a r b i t r a r y ,  unreasonablc, un jus t ,  a d  detr imental  t o  human 
d ign i ty ;  by the suppression of r i g h t s  and l i b e r t i e s  of the inhab i tan t s  
e s s e n t i a l  t o  t h e i r  o rder ly  evolut ion towards self-government. 

The Applicants f u r t h e r  a l l ege  t h a t  the Union has v io la ted ,  and 
continues to  v io l a t e ,  Ar t i c l e  6 of the Mandate by i t s  f a i l u r e  t o  render 
t o  the  General Assembly of the United Nations annual repor t s  with regard 
t o  the Terri toryg and A r t i c l e  2 of the b1andate and Ar t i c l e  22 of the  
Covenant, by t he  exercise  of pomers of adminis t ra t ion and l e g i s l a t i o n  
incons i s ten t  mith the i n t e rna t i ona l  s t a t u s  of the  Te r r i t o ry  and i n  
v i o l a t i o n  of i t s  duty  t o  exercise  an i n t e rna t i ona l  funct ion of 
adminis t ra t ion on behalf of the United Nations; t h a t  t he  Union has 
v io la ted ,  and continues t o  v io l a t e ,  the League of Nations r u l e s  by 
re fus ing  t o  trcmsmit p e t i t i o n s  t o  the General Assembly of t h e  United 
Nations, m d  Ar t i c l e  2 of the Mandate and Ar t i c l e  22 of the Covenant 
by preventing res iden ts  of the  Ter r i to ry  from appearing before United 
Nations bodies. It i s  contended t h a t  the Union has thereby s u b s t m t i a l l y  
modified the terms of the Mandate mithout the  consent of the United 
Nations. 

The Applications respec t ive ly  s t a t e  t h a t  a dispute  e x i s t s  and has 
ex i s t ed  f o r  more than t e n  years betaeen the Bpplicants and t he  Union 
regarding the  i n t e rp re t a t i on  =and app l ica t ion  of the Mandate. 

The Applications seek dec la ra t ions  by the Court i n  accordance with 
t h e i r  a l l ega t ions  . 

The Hague, 5 November 1960 




