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M i l i t a r y  and Pa rami l i t a ry  A c t i v i t i e s  i n  and - 
aga ins t  Nicaragua (Nicaragua v. United S t a t e s  of America) 

E l  Salvador r eques t s  permission t o  i n t e rvene  

The fol lowing information i s  made a v a i l a b l e  t o  t h e  p re s s  by t h e  
Regis t ry  of t he  I n t ~ e r n a t i o n a l  Court of J u s t i c e :  

The Republic of E l  Salvador f i l e d  a  d e c l a r a t i o n  of i n t e rven t ion  
i n  t h e  case  concerriing M i l i t a r y  and Pa rami l i t a ry  A c t i v i t i e s  i n  and 
a g a i n s t  Nicaragua (:Nicaragua v. United S t a t e s  of America). It i s  
based on A r t i c l e  63 of t h e  S t a t u t e  of t he  Court which reads a s  fo l lows:  

"1. Whenever the cons t ruc t ion  of a convention t o  which S t a t e s  
o t h e r  than  thalse concerned i n  t h e  case  a r e  p a r t i e s  i s  i n  
ques t ion ,  t h e  R e g i s t r a r  s h a l l  n o t i f y  a l 1  such S t a t e s  for thwi th .  

2. Every S t a t e  so  n o t i f i e d  has t h e  r i g h t  t o  in te rvene  i n  t h e  
proceedings; but i f  i t  uses  t h i ç  r i g h t ,  t h e  cons t ruc t ion  given 
by the  judgmen~t w i l l  be equal ly  binding upon it." 

The Government of E l  Salvador i n d i c a t e s  i n  i t s  d e c l a r a t i a n  t h a t  
t h e  o b j e c t  of i t s  i n t e r v e n t l o n  is t o  enable  it t o  argue t h a t  t h e  Court 
does not  have j u r i s d i c t i o n  vver Nicaragua 's  Applicat ion.  In  t h i s  
connect ion,  i t  r e f e r s  t o  c e r t a i n  m u l t i l a t e r a l  conventions on which 
Nicaragua r e l i e s  i n  i t s  d i spu te  with t h e  United S t a t e s .  

Under A r t i c l e  83 of t h e  Rules of Court, t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  of 
i n t e r v e n t i o n  was immediately communicated t o  t h e  P a r t i e s ,  and a  
t ime-l imit  (14 September 1984) f l xed  by the  Vice-President f o r  them t o  
present  w r i t t e n  observa t ions  thereon.  

It w i l l  be f o r  t h e  Court t o  dec ide  whether t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  of 
i n t e r v e n t i o n  is  admissible .  Should an ob jec t ion  be r a i s ed ,  it w i l l  
hear  t h e  P a r t i e s  and E l  Salvador before decidlng.  

This  i s  the  sscond time t h a t  a  d e c l a r a t i o n  O" f n ~ e r v e n f i o n  has 
been f i l e d  wi th  t h e  Court under A r t i c l e  5 3  9: t h e  S t a t u t e .  The f i r s t  
d e c l a r a t i o n  of i n t e r v e n t i o n  was f i l e d  by Cuba i n  t h 2  ca se  concerning 
Haya de l a  Torre  (Colcmbia v. Peru] (1951).  




