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INTRODUCTION. 

The Court's Eigl~th Annual Report covers, speaking generally, 
the period June rgth, 1931, to  June 15th, 1932. The plan 
adopted is the same as that of the preceding Reports. 

Amongst the niatters with which it deals, the following 
should be noted : 

Chapters I I  and III give the position with regard to the 
ratification of the Protocol for the revision of the Court's 
Statute (pp. 55-50) and the acceptance of the Optional Clause 
(pp. I I I - I I~ )  ; Cha.pter I I I  also deals with the question of the 
adherence of the United States of America to the Court's 
Statute (pp. I Z ~ - I . L ~ ) .  

Chapters IV aind V contain short reports of the judg- 
ments and advisory opinions given by the Court since 
June 15th, 1931. As in the Third, Fourth, Fifth and Sixth 
Annual Reports, the introduction to these chapters contains 
a list enumeratirig al1 judgments (likewise orders in the 
nature of judgments) and advisory opinions delivered by the 
Court, and giving in respect of each a summary and references 
to the relevant tlocuments ; this list was not included in 
the Seventh Annual Report, which contained instead the 
Court's General List from the beginning. On the other hand, 
in order to  bring the General List as published in the Seventh 
Annual Report up to date and to facilitate reference to it,  
the introduction reproduces al1 particulars from the List in 
regard to every case which has formed the subject of a new 
entry since June 15th, 1931. 

Chapter VI coritains decisions taken by the Court during 
the period 1931-1032, in application of the Statute and Rules; 
these decisions sul~plement those already recorded in Chapter VI 
of the Third, I~ourth,  Fifth, Sixth and Seventh Annual 
Reports. The index at the end of the chapter covers the 
whole of the decisions contained either in the present or in 
previous Reports. 

Chapter VI11 indicates the efforts made to effect economies, 
in particular the rneasures taken to  reduce the budgets for 1932 
and 1933. 

Like that contained in the Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and 
Seventh Annual Reports, the bibliographical list given in 
Chapter IX is additional to  that in the Second Annual Report ; 
it is brought up to  date to Jiine 15th, 1932, and also makes 
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good certain omissions in previous lists. The two indexes 
to  the bibliography cover al1 seven lists. 

Chapter X constitutes the first addendum to the fourth 
edition of the Collection of Texts  governing the Jurzsdictzon 
of the Court, dated January y s t ,  1932. I t  contains, firstly, 
additional information regarding instruments included in the 
gollection and, secondly, as regards instruments which have 
come to the knowledge of the Kegistry since January y s t ,  
1932, the full text, in the case of instruments concerning the 
pacific settlement of disputes, and, in tlie case of other instru- 
ments, the relevant clauses. 

On February 15th, 193z-during the period covered by 
the present Report-the Court completed the tenth year 
of its existence. On this occasion, the Court authorized the 
publication of a pamphlet giving an account of its work 
from the beginning. This pamphlet, prepared by the Registry 
of the Court, is entitled : T e n  k'ears of International Juris- 
diction (1922-1932) l. It is preceded by an introduction by 
the President which contains the following passages : 

" l t  is not the intention of the Court in an$ mannes to 
commemorate this tenth anniversary : first, because ten years 
represent far too brief a period in the life of an international 
institution ; and secondly, because the true rôle of the Court 
is not to pause in contemplation of its past achievements 
but to press forward with its gaze fixed upon the future ; 
moreover, the continuity of the Court, which is its most essen- 
tial characteristic, would forbid any arbitrary subdivision of 
its performances in terms of time. 

"Yet there may be some among attentive observers of 
international events who will be mindful of this date and 
arill desire some rapid and succinct means of acquainting 
themselves with the work of the Court during the decade 
which has just closed. The Court believes that it may not 
be amiss to have an authorized statement issued for their 
use, giving a plain account of the principal facts, but avoid- 
ing anything in the way of technical detail." 

' Pevïizaïzent Corivt o f  I~z tevnat ionul  I i~s t icc-Tsn Yeavs  of Intevnat ional  
, l i tvisdiction (1922-1932). A .  \V. Sijthofi's Publ ishin~ Company, Leyclen. 



I t  is to be understood that  the contents of tlie volumes of 
Series E. of the Court's Publications, which are prepared and 
publiçhed by the Regiçtry, in no way engage the Court. It 
should, in particular, be noted that the summary of judgments 
and advisory opinions contained in Chapters I V  and V, which 
is intended simply to give a genernl view of the work of the 
Court, cannot be quoted against the actual text of such judg- 
ments and opinions, and does not constitute and interpretation 
thereof. 

The Hague, A.ugus1 1932 
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CHAPTER 1. 

THE COURT AND REGISTRY. 

THE COURT 

(See Seventh Annual Report, pp. 17-18.) 

There has been no change in the composition of the Court 
since June 15th, 1,931 l. 

On January 16th, 1931, the Court elected M. ADATCI as 
President ; and on January 17th, 1931, M. GUERRERO as Vice- 
President. Their periods of office end on December 31st, 1933. 

The list of judges in order of precedence is as follows : 

Judges : 

MM. ADATCI, President, 
GUERRER~,  Vice-President, 
KELLOGG, 
Baron ROLIN- JAEQUEMYNS, 
Count ROSTWOROWSKI, 
FROMAGEOT, 
DE BUSTAMANTE, 
ALTAMIRA, 
ANZILOTTI., 
URRUTIA, 

Sir CECIL HURST, 

List of 
J udges. 

l As regards the composition of the Court a t  the beginning of its 
25th Session, when taking the case of the free zones of Upper Savoy and the 
Pays de Gex (3rd phase), cf. Chapter VI of this volume, p p  246-247. 



20 JUDGES "AD HOC" 

MM. SCH~CKING,  
NEGULESCO, 
Jonkheer VAN EYSINGA, 
WANG. 

Deputy- Judges : 

MM. REDLICH, 
DA MATTA, 
NOVACOVITCH, 
ERICH. 

(For biographical notes concerning NIM. Adatci, Guerrreo, 
Kellogg, Baron Rolin-Jaequemyns, Count Rostworowski, 
MM. Fromageot, de Bustamante, Altamira, Anzilotti, Urrutia, 
Sir Cecil Hurst, MM. Schücking, Negulesco, Jonkheer van 
Eysinga, MM. Wang, Redlich, da Matta, Novacovitch, and 
Erich, see Seventh Annual Report, pp. 21-41.) 

(Cf. First Annual Report, p. 27.) 
The following perçons have been nominated in accordance 

with Articles 4 and 5 of the Statute, either in 1921 (election 
of members of the Court) or in 1923 (replacement of 
M. Barbosa, deceased) or in 1928 (replacement of Mr. Moore, 
resigned) or in 1929 (replacement of M. André Weiss and Lord 
Finlay, deceased) or in 1930 (replacement of Mr. Charles 
Evans Hughes, resigned, and new election of the whole 
Court). The names printed in fatfaced letters are those of 
candidates elected to  the Court ; the names printed in fat- 
faced letters but  in brackets are those of candidates elected 
previously but not re-elected in 1930 ; names printed in 
italics are those of persons whose death has been reported 
to  the Court. 

Alatci, Minéitcirô . . . . . . . . .  .l apan 
Ador, Gustave . . . . . . . . .  Switzerland 

. . . . .  AIYAR, Sir P. S. Sivaswami. India 
ALFARO, Ricardo J. . . .  Panama 
ALFARC, F. A. Guzman . . .  Venezuela 
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. . . . . . . . .  Altamira, Kafael Spain 
. . . . . . . .  .\LT:AREZ, Alexandre Cliilc 
. . . . . . . .  A \ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ALI, Saiyid India 

. . . . . . . . . .  .\sDRÉ, Paul France 
. . . . . . . .  ANGLIN, Franck A. Canada 

. . . . . . . . .  Anzilotti, Dionisio Italy 

. . . . . . . . .  :IRENDT, Ernest Luxemburg 
. . . . . . . . . .  :IYo'I, Alfonso Kicaragua 

. . . . . . . .  B-~KER,  Newton D. U.S. of America 

. . . . . . . .  H;\I.AMEZOV, St. G. Bulgaria 

. . . . . . . .  BALOGH, Eugène de Hungary 
. . . . . . . . . .  Bnvbosn, Kuy Brazil 

. . . . . . . . .  B-~RRA,  F. L. de la Mexico 
. . . . . . . .  BARTI-IÉLÉJIY, Josepki France 

. . . . . . .  RASDEVANT, Jules . France 
. . . . . .  BATLLE Y ORDONEZ,  osé Uruguay 

(Beichmann, Frcderik \Valdemar N.)  . . Norway 
. . . . . . . .  BEVII-AQUA, Clovis Brazil 

Bonawzy, Auguste . . . .  . Haiti 
. . . . . . . .  BORDEN, Sir Robert Canada 

. . . . . . . . . .  BOREL, Eugène Switzerland 

. . . . . . . . . .  BORYO, Louis Haiti 

. . . . . . . . . .  Boss.\, Simon Colomhia 

. . . . . . . . . .  Boîlvgcois, Léon France 
. . . . . .  ROYDES, William Roland U.S. of America 

. . . . . . . . . .  BRU~I ,  Baltasar Uruguay 
. . . . . . . .  BUCKMASTER, Lord Great Britain 

. . . . . . .  BUEIIO, Juan A. Uruguay 
. . . . .  Bustamante, ~ n t o n i o  S. de Cuba 
. . . . .  BUSTAMANTE, Daniel Sanchez Bolivia 

. . . . . .  BUSTILLOS, Juan Fr;incisco Venezuela 

. . . . . .  CHAMBERLAIS, Joseph E. U.S. of America 
. . . . . . . .  CHI'IDAPIROM, Phya Siam 

. . .  CIIYDEXIUS, Jacob \Irilhelm . Finland 
. . . . . . . . .  Colin, Ambroise France 

. . . . .  CRGCHAGX TOCORNAI., Miguel Chilc 
. . . . . . . . .  DANEFF, Stoyan Bulgaria 

. . . . . . . . . . .  DAS, S. R. India 
. . . . . . . . .  DEBVIDUR, Phya Siam 

. . . . . . . .  DESCAMPS (Le baron.) Belgium 
. . . . . . . . .  DOHERTY, Charles Canada 
. . . . . . . . .  DREYFUS, Eugène France 

. . . . . . . .  DUFF, Lyman Poore Canada 
. . . . . . . . .  DUPCIS, Charles. France 

. . . . . . . . . . .  Erich, Rafael Finland 
. . .  Eysinga, Jonkheer TV. J. M. van Netherlands 

. . . . . . . .  FADENHEHT, Joseph Bulgaria 
. . . . . . . . . .  Fazcchille, Paul France 

. . .  FERNANDEZ Y MEDINA, Benjamin Uruguay 
Fi,lav, Robert Bannatyne, Viscount . . Great Britain 

. . . . . . . . . . .  FRIIÇ; M. P. Denmark 
. . . . . . . . .  Fromageot, Henri France 
. . . . . . . . .  GODDYY, Arthur Belgium 
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. . . . . . . .  Gonzalez, J oaquin V. Argentine 
. . . . . . . . . .  GOYENA, J .  Y.  Uruguay 

GRAM, G. . . . . . . . . . . . .  Norway 
. . . . . . . .  GRISANTI, Carlos F. Venezuela 

. . . . . . . . . .  GUANI, Alberto Uruguay 
Guerrero, J. Gustavo . . . . . . . .  Salvador 

. . . . . . . . .  HAILSHAM, Lord Great Britain 
Halban, Alfred . . . . . . . . .  Poland 
HXMMARSKJ OLD, Hj. L. . . . . . . .  Sweden 
HAMMARSKJOLD, Ake . . .  Sweden 
HANOTAUX, Gabriel . France 
HANSSON, Michael . . . . . . . . .  Norway 

. . . . . . . . .  HASWORTH, Lord Great Britain 
HASSAN KHAN MOCHIROD DOWLEH (H.H.) Persia 

. . . . .  HERMANS-OTAVSKY, Charles Czeclioslovakia 
. . . . . . . .  HIGGINS, A. Pearce Great Britain 

. . . . .  HONTORIA, Manuel Gonzales Spain 
Hoz, Julian de la . . . . . . . . .  Uruguay 
(Huber, Max). . . . . . . . . . .  Switzerland 
(Hughes, Charles Evans) . . . . . . .  U.S. of America 
Hurst, Sir Cecil . . . . . . . . .  Great Britain 
HYDE, Charles Cheney . . . .  U.S. of America 
HYMANS, Paul . . . . . . . . .  Belgium 
IMAM, Sir Saiyid Ali . . . . . . . .  India 
JESSUP, Philip . . . .  U.S. of America 
KADLETZ, Karel. . . . . . . . . .  Czechoslovakia 
KARAGUIOZOV, Anguel . . .  Bulgaria 
Kellog, Frank B. . . . . . . . . .  U.S. of America 
KLAESTAD, Helge . .  Norway 
Kle in ,  Franz . . . . . . . . . . .  Austria 
KOSTERS, J. . . . . . . . . . . .  Netherlands 
KRAMARZ, Charles . . . . . . . . .  Czechoslovakia 
KRIEGE, Johannes . . . .  Germany 
KRITIKAXUKORNKITCH, Chowphya Bij- 

aiyati. . . . . . . . .  Siam 
LAFLEUR, Eugène . . .  Canada 
LANGE, Christian . . . . . . .  Norway 
L A P R ~ D E L I ~ E ,  Albert de . . . . . .  France 
LARNAUDE. . . . . . . . .  France 
LEE, Frank William Chinglun. . China 
LE FUR, Louis . . . .  France 
LEMONON, Ernest . . . . . . . . .  France 
LESPINASSE, Edmond de.  . Haiti 
LIANG, Chi-Chao . . . . . . . . .  China 
LIMBURG, J. . . . . . . . . . . .  Netherlands 
(Loder, B. C. J.)  . . . .  Netherlands 
Magyary, Géza de . .  Hungary 
Manolesco Ramniceano . Roumania 
MARKS DE WURTEMBERG, Baron Erik 

Teodor . . . . .  Sweden 
MASTNY, Vojtècli . . . .  Czechoslovakia 
Matta, J. L. da . . . . . . . .  Portugal 
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MOHAMMED ALI KHAN ZOKAOL MOLE;. Persia 
. . . . . . .  (Moore, John Hassett). C.S. of America 

. . . . . . . . .  MORALES, Eusebio Panama 
MORENA, Alfredo Baquerizo . Ecuador 
Negulesco, Deniètre . . .  Roumania 

. . . . . .  Novacovitch, Miléta . Tugoslavia 
Nyholrn ,  Dïdrik Galtrup ~ j e d d e  . .  Denmark 
OCA, Manuel Montès de . . . . . . .  Argentine 
OCTAVIO DE LAFGAAR.D MENEZES, 

. . . . . . . . . . . .  Rodrigo Brazil 
. . . . . . . . . . .  (Oda, Yorozu) Japan 

. . . . . . . .  PAPAZOFF, Tlieoliar Bulgaria 
PAREJO, F. A. . . . . .  . . Venezuela 

. . . . . .  (PessGa, Epitacio da Silva) Brazil 
Phillirnove, Lord 'Ilialter George Frank Great Britain 

. . . . . . .  PIOLA-CASELLI, Edoardo Italy 
. . . . . . . .  POINCARÉ, Kaymond France 

. . . . . . . . .  POLITIS, ru'icolas. Greece 
. . . . . . .  POLLOCK, Sir Frederick Great Britain 

. . . . . . . . . .  POUND, Koscoe U.S. of America 
. . . . . . . . .  KAHIM, Sir Abdur India 

. . . . . . .  READING, Marquess of Great Britain 
. . . . . . . . . .  Redlich, Joseph Austria 

. . . . . . . .  REYES, Pedro Miguel Venezuela 
RIBEIRO, Arthur Roirlrigues de Almeida Portugal 

. . . . . .  Riclzavds, Sir Henry .Ede Great Britain 
. . . . .  Rolin-Jaequemyns, Le baron Belgium 

. . . . . . . . . . .  ROOT, Elihu U.S. of America 
. . . . . . . .  Rostworowski, Michel Poland 

. . . . . . . . .  Rougier ,  Antoine France 

. . . . . . . . .  S-~LAZAR, Carlos. Guatemala 
. . . . . . . . . .  SANTOS, Abel Venezuela 
. . . . . . . . . .  SCHEY, Joseph Austria 

. . . . . . . . .  SCHLYTER, Karl .  Sweden 
. . . . . . . .  Schücking, 'IValther Germany 
. . . . . . . .  SCHUMACHER, Franz Austria 
. . . . . . . .  SCOTT, James Brown U.S. of America 

. . . . . . . . .  SCOTT, Sir Leslie Great Britain 
. . . . . . . .  SÉFÉRIADÈS, Stelio Greece 
. . . . . . . .  SETALV;IU, Sir C. H. India 

. . . . . . . . .  SIMONS, 'IValther Germany 
. . . . . . .  SMUTS, General J.  C. .* Union of South Africa 

. . . . .  SOARES, Auguste Luis Vieira Portugal 
. . . . . . . . .  STREIT, Georges Greece 

. . . . . . . . . .  STRUPP, Karl .  Germany 
. . . . . . . .  S t r z ~ v c k e ~ z ,  A. A. H .  Netherlands 
. . . . . . . .  TCHIMITCH, Ernest Yugoslavia 

. . . . . . . . . .  Tybjevg,  Erland Denmark 

. . . . . . . . . .  USDÉN, Osten Sweden 
. . . . . . .  Urrutia, Francisco Jciré Colombia 

. . . . . . . .  VARELA, José Pedro Uruguay 
. . . . . . . . .  VELEZ, Fernando Colombia 
. . . . . . . . .  VERDROSS, Alfred Austria 
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VILLAZON, Eliodoro . . . . . . . .  Kolivia 
VILLIERS, Sir Etienne de . . . .  . Union of South Africa 
VISCHER, Charles de . . . . . . . .  Belgium 
WALKER, Gustave . . . . . . . .  Austria 
\VALLACH, William. . . . . . . . .  India 
Wang Chung-Hui . . . . . . . . .  (:hina 
Weiss, André . . . . . . . . . . .  France 
Wessels, Sir Johannes LVilhelmus. . . .  Union of South Africa 
~VICKERSHAM, George Llioodward. . . .  U.S. of America 
WIGMORE, John H. . . . . . . . .  U.S. of America 
WILSON, George Grafton. . . . . . .  U.S. of America 
U'REDE, Baron R. A. .  . . .  Finland 
(Yovanovitch, Michel) . . .  Yugoslavia 

. . . . .  Zeballos, Estanislas. . .  Argentine 
ZEPEDA, Maximo . . . .  Xicaragua 
Zolger, Ivan . . . . . . .  Y ugoslavia 
ZORILLA DE SAS MARTIN, Juan . . . .  Uruguay 

Judges As indicated in previous Annual Reports, judges ad hoc 
ad Roc. have sat on the Court in the following contested cases : 

"Wimbledon" l ,  

.k?avrommatis (jurisdiction and merits) 2 ,  

German interests in Polish Upper  Silesia (jurisdiction and 
merits) 3 ,  

Claim for indemnity in connection with the factory at Chorzdw 
(jurisdiction) 4, 

"Lotus" 5 ,  

Readaptation of the Mavrommatis  Jerzrsalem Concessions 6, 

Rights of Minorities in Polish Upper  Silesia (Minori ty  
schools) ', 

Cla im for indemnity with respect to the Chorzdw factory 
(merits) 

Payment  of various Serbian loans issued in France g ,  

Payment in gold of Brazil ian Federal loans contracted in 
France IO, 

Free Zones of Upper  Savoy and the District of G e x l l  (first 
and second phases), 

' See First Annual Report, p. 163. 
,, , ,  , , ,, 169. 
,, Second ,, I V  , ,  99. 

4 ,, Fourth ,, ., , ,. 155. 
, ,  ,, , ,, 166. 
, ,  , , ,, 176. 

' ,, . ,. 191. 
,, ~ i f ; h  :: ,, , ,, 183. 
O ,  , ,  .. , ,, 205. 

l0 ,, ,, ,, , ,, 216. 
,, Sixth ,, ,, , ., 201, and Seventh Annual Report, p. 333. 



Territorial extenl of the jurisdiction of the Oder Commission ', 
and in the following cases for advisory opinion (Art. 71 
[revised] of tlie I.:ules of court) : 

Jurisdiction of the Danzig Cozsrts 2, 

Case of the Gn:co-Bdgarian Communities 3. 

Since June 15th, 1931, the Court has had before it two 
contentious cases and four cases for advisory opinion which 
necessitated the a.ppointment of judges ad hoc. 

Contentious castzs 

(1) The case of the free zones of Upper Savoy and the 
Pays de Gex, th.ird phase (Judgment of June 7th, 1932) 4. 

hl. Eugène Dreyfus, judge ad lzoc for the French Govern- 
ment in the first and second phases of the case, resumed his 
seat on the Bench for this phase ; a biographical note con- 
cerning him will 1~e  found in the Fifth Annual Report, p. 34. 

(2) The case concerning the interpretation of the Statute 
of Memel (prelimiriary objection ; Judgment of June 24th, 1932) 
This case is still before the Court (proceedings on the merits). 

A biographical note concerning M.  Michel Romer'is, who 
was appointed by the Lithuanian Government as judge ad hoc 
to sit in the Court for this case, will be found in the present 
volume, p. 28. 

Advisory cases . 
(1) The case concerning railway traffic between Lithuania 

and Poland, railvvay sector Landwarow-Kaisiadorys (Advisory 
Opinion of October 15th, 1931) 6 .  

A biographical note concerning M. StaSinskas, who was 
appointed as judige ad hoc by the Lithuanian Government 
for this case, wi:ll be found in the Seventh Annual Report, 

P. 47- 
(2) The case concerning access to and anchorage in the port 

of Danzig for Polish war vessels (Advisory Opinion of Decem- 
ber   th, 1931) ', and 

1 See Sixth Annual Report, p. 213. 
2 ,, Fourth ,, ,, Y ,, 213.  
:3 ,, Seventh ,, , ,  , ,, 245. 

,. p. '91. 
,, ,. 207. 

6 , ,, 221. 

, ,, 226. 



(3) The case concerning the treatment of Polish nationals 
and other persons of Polish origin or speech in the territory 
of Danzig (Advisory Opinion of February 4th, 1932) l. 

A biographical note concerning M. Bruns, appointed as 
judge ad hoc for these two cases by the Government of the 
Free City, will be found in the Fourth Annual Report, p. 35. 

(4) The case concerning the interpretation of the Greco- 
Bulgarian Agreement (the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement) of 
December gth, 1927 (Advisory Opinion of March Sth, 1932) 2 .  

A biographical note concerning M. Caloyanni, appointed as 
judge ad hoc by the Greek Government for this case, will 
be found in the First Annual Report, p. 54, and a similar 
note concerning M. Papazoff, judge ad hoc for the Bulgarian 
Government, in the Sixth Annual Report, p. 26. 

In a fifth case for advisory opinion with which the Court 
had to deal, the case of the Customs régime between Austria 
and Germany (Protocol of March ~ g t h ,  1931)~~  the Austrian and 
Czechoslovak Governments submitted to the Court the 
question whether Article 31 of the Statute and Article 71 of 
the Rules applied in this case. But by an Order made on 
July zoth, 1931, the Court decided that there was no ground 
for the appointment of judges ad hoc either by Austria or 
Czechoslovakia 4. 

Finally, the General List contains two contentious cases 
(Nos. 43, 52 and 53) which are not yet ready for hearing and 
which have involved the appointment of judges ad hoc,  namely, 
the cases concerning the legal status of certain parts of Eastern 
Greenland. 

Biographical notes concerning M. Herluf Zahle, appointed 
as judge ad hoc by the Danish Government, and M. Paul 
Benjamin Vogt, appointed by the Norwegian [Government , 
will be found below. 

M. Zahle was born on March rqth, 1673, at Copenhagen. After 
obtaining the degree of doctor of law at Copenhagen University, he 
studied at the Ecole libre des Sciences politiques at Paris. 
- 

l See p. 2 3 2 .  

., ., 238. 
,, ,, 216. 

Cf. Chapter V I  of this volume, p. 2 5 2 .  



In 1900 lie entered the Ministry for Foreign hffairs a t  Copen- 
hagen as  Attaché ; subsequently he was Secretary of Legation in 
Paris in 1904, Firsl Secretary in Stockholm from 1905 to 1908 
and in London in 1908 and 1909. In  1907, M. Zahle acted as 
Secretary of the Dariish delegation to the second Peace Conference. 
In 1909, he became Head of Section a t  the Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs and, from 1910 to 1919, was political Director a t  ttiat 
Ministry. In 1919, he was appointed Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotent~ary a t  Stockholm and since 1924 has been 
accredited to  Berlin. 

Since 1911, M. Zahle has been Chamberlain to H.hI. the King 
of Denmark. In 1911, he was appointed a member of the Committee 
for tlie revision of treaties of commerce over which lie presided in 
1913. He was delegate for his Government a t  the North Sea 
Conference held a t  Copenhagen in February 1915 and a t  the Copen- 
liagen Conferences regarding Telegraphic and Press relations be- 
tween the Scandinavian countries which were tield in 1916, 1917 
and 1918. In  1917. he was President of the International Prison- 
ers of LVar Conference a t  Copenhagen. He was also a member of 
the Danish Committee which prepared the ground for the partici- 
pation of the neutriil States a t  the Peace Conference and of the 
Commission for the reorganization of diplomatic representation in 
Denmark. 

From 1920 to 19253, M. Zahle was first Danish delegate to the 
Assembly of the League of Nations, of wliich he was President in 
1928. He has been a member of several commissions appointed by 
the League of Nations, inter alia, the Commission for Amendments 
to the Covenant, of which he was Rapporteur (1921), the Super- 
visory Commission and the Committee for the allocation of expenses. 
In 7924, he was President of the second Opium Conference. 

Since 1921, he has been a member of the Permanent Court of 
Arbitration a t  The Hague. 

M. Paul Benjamin Vogt was born a t  Kristiansand (Norway) on 
May 16th, 1863. He studied and took his university degrees a t  
the University of Oslo, where he became doctor of law in 1885. 
From 1888 t o  1890 he studied political science at  Berlin. 

In 1900, he begail to  practize as an advocate at  Oslo and, in 
1905, brcame advocate before the Supreme Court. 

From 1903 to 1905, he was a member of the Norwegian Govern- 
ment. In 1905, 11e was Norwegian delegate to  the Conference of 
Karlstad between Norway and Sweden. From 1907 to  1909 he was 
a member of the Commission concerning the rights of the nomad 
1,apps to pasturage for reindeer. 

M. Vogt represented his country as Envoy Extraordinary and 
Minister Plenipotentiary a t  Stockholm from 1906 to 1910 and at 
Brussels from 1922 to 1930. He has been accredited to  London 
since 1910. He vras Norwegian delegate a t  the International 
Conference at  The Hague in 1922 and, in the same year, was a 
member of the arbitral tribunal entrusted with the settlement of 
a dispute between the United States and Norway (Norwegian claims 
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against the United States of America). In 1926, he was Norwegian 
delegate to  the League of Nations. 

Since 1925, M. Vogt has been a member of the Conciliation 
Commission between Denmark and Finland. 

M. Michel Romer'is was born in 1880 in Lithuania, in the dis- 
trict of RokiSkis. He studied a t  the Imperia1 School of Law a t  
Saint-Petersburg which he left in 1901, and from 1902 to 1905, a t  
Cracow and the École libre des Sciences politiques a t  Paris. From 
1905 to  1906, he was editor of a daily paper a t  Vilna, and from 
1908 to  1915, advocate a t  the bar of that city. 

\Then, in 1917, tlie German occupation authorities established 
an autonomous administration of justice in Poland, M. Romer'is 
became a judge and acted in that capacity a t  Lomza until 1920. 
In 1920 and 1921, he served in the same capacity in Lithuania at  
Kovno and then a t  Vilna. From 1921 to 1928, fie was a judge 
of the Supreme Court of Lithuania. 

Since 1922, M.  Romer'is has been Professor of constitutional law 
a t  the Faculty of Law of the University of Vytautas-the-Great a t  
Kovno. In 1926-1927, he was Pro-Rector and in 1927-1928 
Rector of that University. 

From 1928 to 1931, he was Vice-President of tlie Lithuanian 
Council of State. 

YI. Romer'is has published various legal works, in Lithuanian, 
Polish and German, devoted inter alia to the question of repre- 
sentation (Reprezentncija ir Mandatas), administrative tribunals, 
modern constitutions, and the reform of the Lithuanian Constitu- 
tion in 1928. Further, he has published numerous legal articles, 
more particularly in Lithuanian reviews and collections. 

(5 )  SPECIAL CHAMBERS. 

(See First  Annual Report,  p. 55.) 

Chamber for Composition of the Chamber for Labour cases. 
Labour cases. 

Until December y s t ,  1933 : 

Members : 

MM. Altamira, Presidenl, 
Kellogg, 
Urrutia,  
Schücking, 
Wang  Chung-Hui. 

Substitute Members : 

Sir Cecil Hurst .  
M. Negulesco. 
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Composition of the Chamber for Communications Chamber for 
Transit cases. and Transit cases. 

Until December 31st, 1933 : 

3lembers : 

MM. Guerrero, President, 
Baron Rc~lin- Jaequemyns, 
Fromageot, 
Anzilot ti, 
Jonkheer van Eysinga. 

Substitute Members : 

Mr.  Kellogg, 
Count Rostworowski. 

Composition of the Chamber for Summary Procedure. Chamber for 
Sumniarv 
Procedure 

From January 1 s t  to December 31st, 1932 : 

MM. Adatci, President, 
Guerrero, 

Sir Cecil Hurst. 

Substitute &lembers : 

Count Rostworowski, 
M. Anzilotti. 

From June 15th, 1931, to  June 15th, 1932, no case has 
been brought before a Chamber of the Court. 

(See First Annual Report, p. 57.) 

The following tables give the list, as on June 15th, 1932, 
of assessors for labour cases appointed by Members of the 
League of Nations and by the Governing Body of the Inter- 
national Labour Office, and of assessors for transit and corn- 
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munication cases appointed by Members of the League of 
Nations. 

The First Annual Report (pp. 58-78) sets out the qualifica- 
tions of assessors included in the list in June 1925. As 
regards assessors appointed from June 15th, 1925, to June 15th, 
1931, see the lists in the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth 
and Seventh Annual Reports. For changes made since, see 
notes to the following lists. 



A.-LIST OF ASSESSORS FOR LABOUR CASES. 

(CLASSIFICATION BY COUNTRIES.) 

Nominated Assessors for 
Country. Name. by 1 : Re~resenting : Labour cases. 

Union  of 
South Africa. 

GEMMILL, W., 
CRAVIFORD, A., 

Austria. ADLER, Emmanuel, 
MAYIER-MALLENAU, Felix, 
CAMUZZI, Dr. Siegfried 2, 

HEINDL, Hermann 3, 

Belgiztm. JULI N ,  Armand, 
MAHAIM, Ernest, 
DALLEMAGNE, G., 
BONIIAS. Joseph 4, 

Bolivia. - 
- 

GARCIA, E., 
IBANEZ, Juan, 

Brazil. PELI.ES, Godefredo Silva, 
PERESIRA, Manoel Carlos 

Goncalves, 
DUTIIA, Ildefonso, 
R E Z E : R ~ I  Andrade, 

- - 
I.L.O. Employers. 
I.L.O. Workers. 

Govt . 
Govt. 
I.L.O. Employers. 
I.L.O. Workers. 

Govt . 
Govt . 
I.L.O. Employers. 
I.L.O. \tlorkers. 

- 

I.L.O. Employers. 
I.L.O. Workers. 

Govt. 

Govt. 
I.L.O. Employers. 
I.L.O. Workers. 

Bulgaria. NICCILOFF, A., Govt. 
NICOLTCHOFF, V., Govt . 
BOUIXOFF, Ivan D., I.L.O. Employers. 
DAXOFF. Grigor, I.L.O. Workers. 

Canada. - - - 
- - - 

COULTER, W. C. 5 ,  I.L.O. Employers. 
SIMPSON, James 6, I.L.O. \Vorkers. 

Chile. VICUNA, Manuel Rivas, Govt. 

1 Govt. : Government. 
Principal Secretary ot the Employers' Section of the Austrian Central 

Industrial Federation. 
Secretary of the Cliamber of Workers and Employees. 

4 Assistant Secretary of the Trades Union Commission of Belgium. 
First Vice-Presiderit of the Canadian Rlanufacturers Association. 
Vice-President of the Trades and Labour Congress of Canada. 
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Country. 

China. 

Nominated 
Name. by : 

Representing : 

Govt. 
Govt. 

Colombia. RESTREPO, Antonio José, Govt. 
URRUTIA, Dr. Francisco, Govt. 

- - 
- - 

Czecho- 
slovakia. 

FRANCKE, Emil, Govt. 
HOROWSKY, Zdenek, Govt. 
\YL4L~~S,  Henri, I.L.0. 
TAYERLE, Kudolf, I.L.O. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Denmark. BERGSE, J. Fr., Govt. 
HANSEN, J.  A., Govt. 
VESTESEN, H., I.L.O. 
HEDEBOL, Peder, I.L.O. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Estlzonia. 
- - 

LUTHER, Martin, I.L.O. 
ROI, Auguste, I.L.O. 

Employcrs. 
Workers. 

MANNIO, Niilo Anton, Govt. 
HALLSTEN, Gustaf Onni 

Immanuel, Govt. 
PALMGREX, Axel, I.L.O. 
HUTTUNEN, Edvard, I.L.O. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

France. 
- - 

LAVERGNE, A. DE l, I.L.O. 
MILAX, Pierre, I.L.O. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Germany. 
- 

Employers. 
Workers. 

- - 
BRAUWEILER, K. 2 .  I.L.O. 
GRASSMANN, P., I.L.O. 

Gveat Britain. CHAMBERLAIN Sir Arthur 
Neville, Govt. 

MACASSEY, Sir Lynden 
Livingstone, Govt . 

DUNCAN, Sir Andrew Rae. I.L.O. 
THOMAS, The Right Hon 

J. H. 1.L.O. 

Employers. 

Workers. 

l General delegate of the Confederation of French production. 
General Manager of the Federation of Employers' Associations of Germany. 
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Country. 

Greece. 

Hniti. 

CI-IOI:DAS, 
TOTOMIS, RI. D., 
NEGRIS, Constantin l, 
LA~IE:RINOPOULOS, Timo- 

léon, 
DENIGIS, Fernand, 

- 

- 
KKOII, Alexandre, 
PEYER, Cliarles, 
CHOUDHURI, 
LOW, Sir Charles Ernest, 
KM, J. A., 
JOSHI, N. M., 

PER.I.SSI, Tomaso, 
~ ~ I C E L I ,  Giuçeppe, 
BALE:LLA, DI-. Giuvanno, 
CUCINI, Bramante, 
K.~WANISHI, Jitsuzo, 
Y O S I I I ~ A K ~ ,  Shunzo, 
MCTO, Sanji, 
H A ~ I . ~ D . ~ ,  Kunitaro 2, 

SCHL~MANS, V., 
Rozr:, Fr., 

Nominated 
by : 

Govt. 
Govt. 
I.L.O. 

Govt. 
- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

Govt. 
Govt. 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 
Govt. 
Govt. 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 
Govt . 
Govt. 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

Govt. 
Govt. 

- 

SLIZ~IS, François, Govt. 
RAU LINAITIS, François, Govt. 

-- A 

-- - 

IVEBER, Paul 3,  I.L.O. 
BAR:BEL, Barthélémy 4, I.L.O. 

KOOLEN, Dr. D. A. P. N . 5 ,  Govt. 
VOO'YS, J. P. DE, G o v ~ .  
VERKADE, A. E., I.L.O. 
F r n l i i l ~ ~ ,  E., I .L.0.  

Representing : 

Employers. 

\Vorkers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Employcrs. 
Workers. 

Ernployers. 
Workers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Employerç. 
Workers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

President of the Association of Greek ILIanufacturers. 
President of the  Union of Japanese Seamen. 
Legal Adviser to  i.he Cliamber of Commerce of Luxemburg. 
President of the Chamber of Labour of Luxemburg. 
Member of the Council of Çtate, Former Minister of Labour, Commerce 

and Industry. 

3 



34 ASSESSORS FOR LABOUR CASES 

Country. Name. Nom$ted Reprerenting : 

Norway. 

Panama. 

Poland. 

Swa'tzerland. 

Uruguay. 

Yugoslavia. 

BACKER, M. C., 
BERG, Paal, 
ERLANDSEN, Christian 1, 
MADSEN, Alfred 2,  

- 
- 

ZUBIETA, José Antonio, 
ADAMES, Enocti, 
KUMANIECKI, Dr. Casimir 

Ladislas, 
MLYNARSKI, Dr. Felix, 
ZAGLENICZNY, Jan, 
ZULAWSKI, Sigismond, 

JANCOVICI, Dimitrie, 
VOIXESCU, Barvu, 
FICSINESCU, Teodor a, 
GHERMAN, Eftimie 4, 

ORMAECHEA, Rafael Garcia, 
OYUELOS, Ricardo, 
JUNOY RABAT, Francisco, 
CABALLERO, Francisco 

Largo, 
ELMQUIST, Gustaf Hen- 

ning, 
RIBBING, Sigurd, 
HAY, B., 
JOHANSSON, E., 
MERZ, Léo, 
RENAUD, Edgar, 
BUSCH, O. 5 ,  

ROBERT, René 6, 
BERNARDEZ, Manuel, 
BLANCO, Dr. Juan Carlos, 
ALVAREZ-LISTA, 

Dr. Ramon, 
DEBENE, Alejandro, 

- 

- 

YOVANOVITCH, Vasa V., 
URATNIK, Filip, 

Govt . 
Govt . 
I.L.O. 
1 L.O. 

- 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

Govt . 
Govt . 
1.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

Govt . 
Govt . 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 
Govt . 
Govt . 
I.L.O. 

I.L.O. 

Govt. 
Govt. 
I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 
Govt. 
Govt . 
1.L.O. 
I.L.O. 
Govt. 
Govt. 

I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

- 

I.L.O. 
I.L.O. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

- 
Employers. 
Workers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Employers. 

kf'orkers. 

Ernployers. 
\fTorkers. 

Employers. 
\Vorkers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

Employers. 
Workers. 

- -- 

Chief of Section of the National League of Employer~. 
Vice-President of the National League of Workers' Trades Unions. 
Professor a t  the Polytechnic School and General Manager of the Colum- 

bia Petroleum Company. 
Deputy, Secretary-General of the Roumanian Miners' Union. 
Manager of "Établissements Brown, Boveri & Cie". 
Secretary of the Federation of Meta1 Dockers and Clockmakers. 



B.-LIST OF ASSESSORS FOR COMMUNICATIONS 
AND TRANSIT CASES. 

Country. 

-4ustria. 

Brazil. 

Bulgaria. 

Chile. 

Clzina. 

Colombia. 

Czechosloz~akia. 

Denmark. 

Finland. 

France. 

Great Brilain . 

Greece. 

Haiti.  

Hungary. 

SCHEIKL, Gustave 
RINALDIKI, Tliéodorz 

PERRETI, Medeiros Joao 
RIBEIRO, Edgard 

BOCHKOFF, Luhomir 
DINTCHEFF, Urdan 

ALVAREZ, Alejandro 
AI~UNATEGUI , Francisco Lira 

MUELLER, Bohuslav 
FIALA, Ctibor 

SNELLMAN, Karl 
WREDE, Gustav Oskar Asel 

(Baron) 

DENT, Sir Francis 
MANCE, Lieut.-Col. H. O. 

PHOCAS, Démétrius 
VLANGHALI, Alexandre 

TOLNAY, Kornél de 
NEUMANN, Charles 

BARNES, Sir George Stapylton 
Low, Sir Cliarles Ernest 

Assessors for 
Transit cases. 



36 ASSESSORS FOR COMMUNICATIONS AND TRANSIT 

Country. Name. 

Italy. CIAPPI, Anselmo 
MAURO, Francesco 

Japan. IZAWA, Michio 
TAKATORI, Yasutaro 

Latzlza. ALBAT, G. 
PAULUKS, J. 

Lithziania. SI~ZIKAUSKAS, Vanceslas 
SIMOLIUNAS, Jean 

Netherlands. ELIAS, Jonkheer P. 
VAN SLOOTEN Azn., Dr. G.' 

h'orwa y. KUUD, N .  
SMITH, G. 

Poland. TYSZYYSKI, M. Casimir 
~VINIARSKI, Dr. Bohdan 

Roumnnia. PERIETZEANU, Alexandre 
POPESCU, Georges 

Spain. ~IACHI$IBARRESA, Vicente 
PUIG DE LA BELLACASA, Narcise 

Sweden. GRANHOLM, A. M .  
MALM, C. G. O. 

Switzerland. NIQUILLE 
SCHRAFL 

Uruguay. FERNANDEZ Y MEDINA, Benjamin 
GUANI, Dr. Alberto 

' Judge of the Court of Appeal of the Netherlands. 



C.--GIENERAL LIST O F  ASSESSORS. 

Sanie .  

ADAILIES, E. 
XDUOR, M. 
 al^^^^, Em. 
ALBAT, G.  
ALVAREZ, A. 
ALVAREZ-I,ISTA, R. 
A~IUNATEGUI, Fr. 
.ASDERSEN, N. J .  U. 
BACKER, M. ('. 
BALELLA, G. 
BARBEL, B. 
BARXES, G. S. 
BERG, P. 
BERGSE, J. Fr. 
HERKARL)EZ, M.  
BEZERILI, A. 
B ~ . i s c o ,  J. C .  
BOCHKOFF, L. 
BONI)AS, J .  
BU~ROFI-, 1. D. 
BRAUIZ'EILER, K. 
BUSCH, O. 
CABALLERO, F. L. 
('AMUZZI, S. 
CHAMBERL.-~IN, A. N. 
CHOIDAS 
CHOUDHURI 
CIAPPI, A. 
CRAWFORD, A. 
CUCISI, B. 
COUI-TER, \V. C. 
DALLEMAGXE, G. 
DANOFF, Gr. 
D E B ~ E ,  A. 
DENNIS, F. 
DENT, Fr. 
DISTCHEFF, U. 
DUNCAN, A. R. 
DUTRA, 1. 
E L I . ~ ~ ,  P. 
ELMQUIST, G. H. 
ER~~ANDSEN,  Chr. 
FERNANDEZ 

Y MEDINA, B. 
FIALA, C. 

Labour Date  of 
Country. or nomination. 

Transit. 

Panama 
Haiti 
Aus:ria 
Laivia 
Cliile 
Uruguay 
Cliile 
Denmark 
Norway 
Iraly 
Luscn~burg 
India 
Norway 
Denmark 
Uruguay 
Brazil 
IJruguay 
Bulgaria 
Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Gerniany 
Swit zerland 
Spain 
Ausi ria 
Great Britain 
Greece 
Tndia 
Italy 
Soutli Africa 
Italy 
Canada 
Belgium 
Bulgaria 
Uruguay 
Haiti 
Great Britain 
Bulgaria 
Great Britain 
Brazil 
Netherlands 
Sweden 
Norway 

Uruguay 
Czechoslova- 

kia 
Roumania 

Labour 
Transit 
Labour 
Transit 

Labour 
Transit 

Transit 
I<abour 

Transit 
Labour 

Transit 
Labour 

Transit 

Labour 

Transit 
Labour 

Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Jan. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Oct . 
Occ . 
Nov. 
Jan. 
Nov. 
Junc 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
LI pril 
Oct . 
N ov. 
oct . 
Dcc. 
Feb. 
Oct . 
Nov. 
Nov. 
JIarch 
April 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
June 
Dec. 
Nov. 
April 

Nov 

Nov. 
Oct. 

11tl1, 
26th, 
 th, 
23rd, 
1otI1, 
11tl1, 
 IO^ Ii, 
6tli, 

Iotli, 
11tll. 

List in al- 
phabetical 
order of 
assessors for 

1921 Labour and 
1921 Transit cases. 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1922 
1921 
1921 
1931 
1921 
1921 
1922 
1921 
1923 
1921 
1921 
'931 
1921 
1932 
'931 
1921 
1931 
1921 
1922 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1929 
'932 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
1921 
19-23 
1921 
1921 
1932 



38 GENERAL LIST OF ASSESSORS 

Xaiiie. Country. 

FIMMEN, E. Net herlands 
FONT.~SEILLES, E. France 
FRASCKE, E. Czechoslova- 

kia 
GARCIA, E. Bolivia 
GEMMILL, Li7. South Africa 
GHERMAN, E. Iioumania 
GRANHOLM, A. M. Sweden 
GRASÇMANN, P. Gerniany 
G c a r i ~ ,  Al. Uruguay 
HALLSTEN, G. O. 1. Finland 
HAMADA, K. Japan 
HANSEK, J .  A. Deninark 
HAY, B. Sweden 
HEDEBOL Deniilark 
HEINDL, H. Austria 
HOO-CHI-'FSAI Cliina 
HOROWSKY, 2. Czeclic~slova- 

kia 
HUTTUNEN, E. Finland 
IBANEZ, J. Bolivia 
IZALVA, M. Japan 
J.IYCOVICI, Il. Roumania 
JOHASSSOS, E. Sweden 
JOSHI, N. M. Tndia 
JULIN, A. Belgiuin 
JUNOY RABAT, F. Spain 
KAW.~XISHI, J. Japail 
KAY, J.  A. India 
KNOB, A. Hungary 
K O ~ L E N ,  D. A. P. N. Netherlands 
KTT~I.INIECI<I, C. L. Poland 
LAMALLE, V. U. Belgium 
1 2 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s ,  T. Greece 
LAVERGSE, A. de France 

C. F. Denmark 
LIY K.41 China 
Low, Ch,  E. India 
Low, Ch. E. 
LUTHER, M. Est honia 
MACASSEY, L. L. Great Britain 
MACHIMBARRENA, V. Spain 
MADSEN, A. Norway 
MAHAIM, E. Relgium 
MALM, C. G. O. Sweden 
MANCE, H. O. Great Britain 
MANNIO, N. .4. Finland 
MAURO, Fr. Italy 
MAYER-~IALLENAU, Austria 

F. 

Labour 
or 

Transit. 

Labour 
Transit 

Labour 
9 ,  

Transit 
Labour 
Transit 
Labour 

, , 
Transit 
Labour 

'Transit 
Labour 

Transit 

~ a i ; u r  
Transit 
Labour 

Transit 
Labour 
Transit 

Labour 
Transit 
Labour 

Date of 
nomination. 

Nov.  th, 1921 
Nov. 7tl1, 1921 

April 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Oct. 
Jan. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
March 
April 
Jan. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Jan. 
Dec. 

Nov. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Jan. 
April 
Dec. 
N ov. 
Nov. 
April 
.Tan. 
Dec. 
Oct. 
Oct. 
J a ~ i  
Dec. 
Nov. 
April 
Oct. 
Jan. 
Dec. 
March 
Nov. 
Nov. 
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Muro, S. 
NEGRIS, C. 
NEUMAXN, Ch. 
NICOLOFF, A. 
NICOLTCHOFF, V. 
NIQUILLE 
ORMAECHEA, K. G. 
OYUELOS, K. 
PXLMGREN, A. 
PAULUKS, J.  
PELLES, G. S. 
PER~SSI, T. 
P E R E I R ~ ,  M. C. G. 
PERIETZEANU, A. 
PERRETI, M. J. 
PEYER, Cil. 
PH OC.^^, D. 
PIERRARD, A. 
POPESCU, G. 
PUIG DE L.A BEL- 

L4C.IS.i, N. 
KAULIS~I-rrs,  Fr. 
RENAUD, Ed. 
RESTREPO, A. J. 
RIBBING, S. 
RIBEIRO, Ed. 
KINALDINI, Th. 
ROBERT, R. 
ROI, Aug. 
ROZE, Fr. 
KUUD, N. 
SCHEIKL, G. 
SCHRXFI. 
SCHPMANS, V. 
SHU-CHE 
SIBILLE, M. 
SIDZIKAUSKAS, V. 
SIMOLIUNAS, J. 
SIMPSON, J.  
SLIZYS, Fr. 
VAN SLOOTEN Azn, 

G. 
SMITH, G.  
SNELLMAN, K.  

Country. 

Switzerland 
Italy 
France 
Poland 
Czechoslova- 

kia 
Japan 
Greece 
Hungary 
Bulgaria 

Switzerland 
Spain 

Figland 
Latvia 
Brazil 
Italy 
Brazil 
Koumania 
Brazil 
Hungary 
Greece 
Belgium 
Roumania 

Spain 
Lit liuania 
Switzerland 
Colonibia 
Sweden 
Brazil 
Austria 
Switzerland 
Estlionia 
Latvia 
Norway 
Austria 
Switzerland 
Latvia 
China 
France 
Lit liuania 

Canada 
Lit huania 

Netherlands 
Norway 
Finland 

Labour 
or 

Transit. 

Labour 

Transit 
Labour 
?. 1 ransit 
Labour 

Transit 
Labour 

> > 

Transit 
Labour 

Transit 

Labour 
Transit 

Transit 

Labour 

Transit 

~ a b o u r  
Transit 

Transit 

Date of 
nomination. 

L)ec. 8th, 1921 
Oct. zotll, 1928 
Nov.  th, 1921 
Dec. 7th, 1921 

Nov. 
Nov. 
April 
May 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Jan. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Sept. 
Dec. 
Oct. 
Dec. 
Kov. 
Dec. 
Jan. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
Nov. 

Nov. 
J ~ l y  
Dec. 

Nov. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
April 
Jan. 
Aug. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Jan. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Nov. 
July 
July 
April 
J U ~ Y  

15t11, 
 t th, 
9 t h  
4 t h  
znd, 
end, 
6th, 
21st, 
ZISt, 
 t th, 
28t11, 
~ 4 t h ~  
zoth, 
24 th  
24th 
24 th  

April I S ~ ,  1932 
Nov. ~ o t h ,  1921 
Oct. zgth, 1921 
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TCHOU YIX 
THOMAS, J. H. 
TOLSAY, K. de 
TOTOMIS, M. D. 
TYSZYXSKI, M. C. 
URATNIK, F. 
URRUTIA, Fr. 
VERKADE, A. E. 
VESTESEX, H. 
VICUNA, M. R. 
VLANGHALI, Al. 
VOIXESCU, B. 
VOOYS, J. P.  de 
WALDES, H. 

WEBER, P. 
\VISIARSKI, B. 
WREDE, G. O. A. 
YOSHIZAKA, Sh. 
YOVANOVITCH, V. 
ZAGLENICZNY, J. 
ZUBIETA, J. A. 
ZULAWSKI, S. 

Country. 

Japan 
Czechoslova- 

kia 
China 
Great Britain 
Hungary 
Greece 
Poland 
Yugoslavia 
Coloinbia 
Net lier lands 
Denmark 
Chile 
Greece 
Roumania 
Netherlands 
Czechoslova- 

kia 
Luxemburg 
Poland 
Finland 
Japan 
Yugoslavia 
Poland 
Panama 
Poland 

Labour 
or 

Transit. 

Transit 

Labour 

Transit 
Labour 
Transit 
Labo~ir 

Transit 
Labour 

Transit 

Date of 
nomination. 

Nov. 4th) 1921 

Nov. 
nec. 
Nov. 
Jurie 
Fcb. 
Dêc. 
April 

Nov. 
Nov. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Dec. 
Nov. 

Nov. 
Oct . 
Dec. 
Oct. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 
Nov. 

11tl1, 1921 
23rd, 1921 
11t1i, 1921 
15th~ 1929 
17tl1, 1922 
7tl1, 1921 
9tl1, 1932 
- 

 t th, 1921 
 th, 1921 
rorh, 1921 
a y d ,  1921 
~ z t h ,  1921 
23rd, 1921 



TH>: KEG1STRAR.-THE REGISTKY 4 I 

Article 50 of the Statute provides that the ('ourt may a t  
any time entrust any individual, body, bureau, commission 
or other organization that it may select with the task of 
carrying out an enquiry or giving an expert opinion. 

'The Court has orily availed itself of this riglit once, namely, 
in the case conceraing the claini for indemnity in regard to 
the factory at  Chorzow (incrits) '. 

I I .  

(See First Arinual Iieport, p. 79.) 

Present holder c)f the post : 
31. AKE H . ~ ~ ~ ~ I A R S K J O I , D ,  Envoy Extraordinary and Minister 

Plenipotentiary of H . M .  the King of Sweden, Associate of the 
Institute of Interi~ational Law. 

He ~ 3 s  appointed on February 3rd, 1922, and reelected on 
August 16th, 1929; his term of office expires on Decem- 
ber 31st, 1936. 

The Court has appointed as its Deputy-1Cegistrar M. L. J. H. 
JORSTAD, head of division in the Nonvegian Ministry of Foreign 
affairs, who took i ~ p  his duties on February ~ s t ,  1931. 

III .  

THE REGISTRY 

(See First Annual Report, p. 79.) 

The officials of ithe Kegistry (apart from auxiliary officials) 
are as follows : 

See, in the  Fifth Annual Report, tlie -;umniary of Judgment ' I o .  13 of 
September i j t h ,  1928 (p. 183), and of the Ortlers of September 13t11, 1928 
(p. 196), and May 25th, 1929 (p. LOO). 
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Date of 
Name. appointment. 

Deputy- Registrar : 
M. L. J.  H. Jorstad Fcbruary ~ s t ,  1931 

Secretary to the Presidency : 
M. J.  Garnier-Coignet, Marcli ~ s t ,  1922 

Principal Editing Secretary 

Edit ing Secretaries : 
Mr. C .  Hardy June rst, 1922 
Baron T. M. -4. dlHonincthun January ~ s t ,  1925 
Mr. G. de Janasz January rst, 1928 
Mr. H. Wade January ~ s t ,  1931 
Count B. von Stauffenberg (temporary) 

Private Secretaries : 
Miss M. RecaRo March ~ s t ,  1922 
Mme C. Beelaerts van Blokland Mardi rst, 1922 

Establislzment : 
M. D. J .  Bruinsma, August ~ s t ,  1922 

Accountant-Establishment Ofticer, 
Head of Department 

M. F. Beelaerts van Blokland (temporary) 

Printing Depnrtwent : 
M .  M .  J. Tercier, May q t h ,  19-24 

Head of Department 
M. R. Knaap January rst, 1932 

Archiz~es : 
Mlle L. Loeff, January rst, 192 j 

Head of Department 
Miss A. ilielsby January ~ s t ,  1927 
Miss C. Olden January rst, 1929 

Mlle M. T. Loeff 

Doczments Defiartment : 
M. J.  Douma, 

1-Iead of Department 

Shorthand, typewriting and roneo- 
graphing Llepartment : 
Mlle J. Lamberts, 

Head of Department 
Mlle M. Estoup, 

Verbatim Reporter 
Miss A. M. Driscoll 
Miss E .  M. F. Fisher 
Mme F. Lurié 

Messengers : 
M. G. A. van Moort, 

Chief XIessenger 
M. Pronk 
M. J. W. H. Janssen 
M. van der Leeden 

January rst, 1931 

January rst, 1931 

January rst, 1927 

January rst, 1930 
January ~ s t ,  1930 
January ~ s t ,  1931 

March ~ s t ,  1922 

January ~ s t ,  1929 
January ~ s t ,  1930 
January rst, 1929 

Norwegian 

French 

Britisli 
French 
Britisli 

German 

Britisli 
Dutch 

Dutcli 

Dutch 

Swiss 

Dutcli 

Dutch 

British 
Irish Free 

State 
Dutch 

Dutcli 

Belgian 

French 

British 

~ e l i i a n  

Dutch 



(See the "Synopiiis of the Organization of the Keg i s t r~  of organization 
of the the Permanent Court of International Justice", reproduced 

on pp. 64 et sqq., and the Plan reproduced on p. 69 of the 
Seventh Annual Report.) 

I t  was stated in the Seventh Annual Report that  a "New "Administra- 

Committee of Thirteen" had been instructed to examine cer- tive Results." 

tain questions which had been adjourned in the course of 
the previous proceedings, namely : 

(1) the question of the Under-Secretaries-General ; 
(2) the question of the salaries, conditions of engagement, 

etc., of the Secretary-General, the Deputy-Secretary-General, 
the Under-Secretaries-General, the Directors and Treasurer ; 

(3) the question 'of the salaries of Heads of Section and of 
the Secretary-General's Che/ de cabinet, 

and on pages 72 and 73 were reproduced the passages in 
the report of the New Cornmittee of Thirteen relating to  the 
salaries of the Re,gistrar of the Court and of the Deputy- 
Registrar. On receipt of this report, the Supervisory Commis- 
sion, in so far as concerned the Registrar's salary, adopted the 
recommendations of the New Committee of Thirteen and recom- 
mended their adoption to  the Council with which, under Article 32 
of the Court's Statute, it rests t o  fix the salary of the Regis- 
t rar  of the Court. The scale contemplated by the Court which 
had been adopted by the Council subject to the approval 
by the Assembly of the necessary credits 1, consists in a salary 
of 27,000 florins rising to  32,000 florins by  annual increments of 
I,2 jo  florins. 

After considering the work of the New Committee of Thir- 
teen, the Fourth (Cornmittee proposed the adoption by  the 
Assembly of the following resolution : 

"The Assembly, 

Having exainined the report and tlie minutes of the meetings 
of tlie Committee appointed by tlie Assembly at its eleventh ses- 
sion to consider : (1) the retention or elimination, the increase 

l Resolution of RIay zrst ,  1931.-See Seventh Annual Report, p. 73, note. 



or reduction of tlic posts of Under-Secretaries-General, as well as 
the consequences resulting therefrom ; (2) al1 cognate questions 
on the organizatio~i of the Secretariat, the International Labour 
Office and the Registry of tlie Permanent Court of International 
Justice whicli the hsscmbly liad decided to adjourn in 1930 : 

(1) &\dopts the present report ; 
(2) Decides tllai the framework of the liigher ranks of the 

Secretariat sliould be provisionally maintained as it stands ; 
(3) Kequests the Secretary-General to see that al1 new or 

renewed contracts concluded with tlie Deputy-Secretary-General or 
the Under-Secretaries-General : 

( a )  sliould have a maximum duration of three years; 
(b) should contain a clause under which they may be denounced 

within a period of one year from the date on which the 
Secretary-General officially notifies the Council of liis inten- 
tion of resigning, this denunciation only to  take effect as 
from the date on which the new Secretary-General assumes 
his duties or in the year followirg ; 

(4) 1s of opinion that,  in regard to  the appointment or promo- 
tion of officials to one of thc higher posts in the Secretariat, the 
first and foremost consideration must be the knowledge and capa- 
city of tlie candidate, which must be in keeping with the duties 
he will he called upon to fulfi!, account heing taken, liowever, 
in sucli clioice of the different forms of national civilization ; 

(5) .4pproves the conclusions of the present report in regard 
to the salaries and conditions of engagement of the Secretary- 
General, the Deput y-Secretary-General, the Under-Secretaries- 
General, the Regis~rar of the Permanent Court of International 
Justice, tlie Directors, the Treasurer, the Sccretary-General's Chef 
de cabinet, the Chiefs of Section ar,d the Deputy-Registrar of the 
Court." 

The  draft  resolution was accompanied b y  a written report 
and  formed the  subject also of an  oral report. The  written 
report contains the  following passages in regard t o  the  Regis- 
trar's salary : 

"As regards the Registrar vf the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, an important discussion t ook place on the applica- 
tiun of Article 32 of the Statute of the Court, which states 
that the salary of the Registrar shall be decided by the Council 
upon the proposa1 of the Court. Some delegates and the Cliairman 
of the Supervisory Commission, while recognizing with the Com- 
nîittee of Thirteen tliat this provision is not open to objection, 
~naintained, in agreement with the Registrar of the Court, that 
it does not invalidate the sovereign right of the Assembly on 
budgetary matters. This right had, moreover, been recognized 
and respected by the Council, since it consulted the Supervisory 
Cornmission beforehand, and its decision was conditional on the 
approval of the necessary credits by the Assembly. Since the 
application of the new scale from January ~ s t ,  1930, made it 
necessary to include a credit of 7,500 florins in the budget, the 



PENSIOSS FOR OFFICIALS O F  T H E  REGISTRY 45 
Fourth Committee, il1 confirming the above interpretation, referred 
the ques':ion to the Supervisory Commission. At the meeting of the 
Fourth Cornmittee doring which this qiiestion was taken up, 
the Kegisirar of the Cour L spontaneou-;l y renounced the amount 
entered in the supplementary budget for 1937, thus allowing tlie 
credit to hc  cancelled." 

The question of the new scale of salary applicable to the 
Court's Deputy-Registrar, consideration of the snlary of Coun- 
sellorsl and the question of septennial leave for officials of 
the First Division were postponed by the Fourth Committee 
until the follou-ing year. 

As regards the snilaries of officials kvith whom future contracts 
of appointment are concluded, the Fourth Conlmittee says in 
its report on financial questions (the conclusions of which 
were adopted by the Açsembly at  its meeting on Septem- 
ber zgth, 1931) that the Secretary-General accepted a proposal to 
the effect that in the contracts of appointment a clause should 
be inserted to the effect that the salaries may be modifietl 
by a decision of the Assembly. A clause to this effect has 
been inserted in nrw contracts of appointmcnt concluded by 
the Iiegistry of the Court. 

The Seventh Annual Report mentions that the Regulations I'ensions for 
officials of establishing a system of Pensions for the Staff came into tlie liegistry, 

force on January ~ist ,  1931, and summarizes the most impor- 
tant  of these Regulations. 

The Administrative Board provided for by the Regulations 
which is to admini.ster the Pensions Fund, has held several 
sessions since its iristitution. I t  has adopted rules of proce- 

In its report, the  Committee of Thirteen Iiad reconiiiiended tlie creation 
of ciglit special posts as "Counsellors of the Secretariat", to  be conferred, 
under ccrtairi conditions, upon members of sectioiis. The Eleventh A?semlily, 
upon tlie report of its 1:ourtli Committee, adopted tliis proposa1 but adjourn- 
ed "until the following year" the question of special increases of salary 
t o  I)e allocated to t h e x  post-. 

The organization of the  Registry of tlie Court, t o  nhicli the principle-; 
forinulated by the (:oriimittee of 'Thirteen and approved by the Elcveritli 
Assembly have been adapted, pertnits in certain circunistancej the allocation 
of two p03tri of this category, one of which \vas filled bq a decision talcen 
hy the Court on January 23rd, 1931 .  The title assigned to tlie new cntegorl- 
xrras thnt of Principal FIditing Secretary. 

See Sistli Annual Report, pp.  46 et sqq. 
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dure and administrative rules l, with a view to the carrying 
out of the provisions of the Staff Pensions Regulations, in 
conformity with Article 25 of those Regulations. I t  suggested 
to the Assembly the adoption of certain amendments to the 
Staff Pensions Regulations. These amendments, which the 
Assembly adopted by a Resolution dated September ~ g t h ,  
1931, related more particularly to the composition of the 
Administrative Board on which are to be the Treasurer of 
the League of Nations and three members (instead of two) 
elected by the officials subject to the Pensions Regulations. 
The resolution also fixes the League of Nation's contribution 
to the Pensions Fund for 1932, like that for 1931, a t  gq/, of 
the salaries subject to deductions. 

On January zgth, 1932, the Administrative Board adopted 
rules for the election of the representatives of the members 
of the Pensions Fund on the Board. The participation of 
officials of the Registry who are members of the Pensions 
Fund was secured by a provision in paragraph 4 of these 
rules to the effect that the Staff Committee of the Secretariat 
and International Labour Office must consult the Staff of the 
Registry before nominating candidates for three posts as full 
members of the Administrative Board and three as substitute 
members. Furthermore, like other members of the Fund, 
officials of the Registry have the right to nominate other 
candidates. The first elections in accordance with these rules 
took place this year. 

(See Seventh Annual Report, pp. 75-81.) 

(See Third Annual Report, p. 32, and Fourth Annual Report, 
P. 52.) 

For 1932, the Administrative Tribunal of the League of 
Nations is composed as follows : 

1 See League of Nations Document A. 20. 1931.  Annex. 
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Judges : 

M. Montagna (Italian), President, 
M. Froelich (German), Vice-President, 
M. Devèze (Belgian) . 

Deputy- Judges : 

M. Eide (Danisl-i), 
M. de Tomcsanyi (Hungarian), 
M. van Ryckevorsel (Diitch). 

In pursuance of a Resolution of the Assembly, dated Sep- 
tember 26th, 1926, .the Administrative Tribunal of the League 
of Nations was esta.blished to deal with cornplaints from offi- 
cials of the Secretairiat of the League of Nations and of the 
International Labouir Office with regard to the application of 
their contracts. Officials of the Registry of the Permanent 
Court of Internationial Justice-in respect of whose rights the 
Court itself is the competent authority-have no access to 
this Tribunal unless otherwise desired by the Court. 

Nevertheless, under the Regulations instituting a system of 
pensions, which came into force on January ~ s t ,  1931, the 
Administrative Tribunal has jurisdiction to deal with al1 
disputes relative to pensions, in the case not only of officiais 
of the Secretariat aiid of the International Labour Office, but 
also of those of the Registry. 

IV. 

DIPLOhIATIC PRIVlLEGES A N D  IIIMUNITIES OF JCDGES 
AXD OFFICIALS OF THE REGISTRY. 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 103-104, Fourth Annual 
Report, pp. j3-63, and Sixth Annual Report, p. 49.) 

PREMISES. 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 104-119, Second Annual 
Report, pp. 42-43, Fourth Annual Report, pp. 63-70, Fifth 
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Annual Report,  pp.  78-80, Sixth Annual Keport, pp.  50-51, 
a n d  Seventh Annual Keport, pp. 82-83.) 

The Seventh Annual Report mentioned the  provisional plan 
submitted b y  t h e  Carnegie Foundation in April, 1931, for  the  
enlargement of t h e  premises a t  t h e  Court's disposa1 in t h e  Palace. 
A t  i ts  41st session, the  Supervisory Commission did not feel able 
t o  recommend t h e  acceptance of this proposal, and  i t  requested 
t h e  Secretary-General t o  enter  into negotiations on t h e  subject. 
I n  the  course of these negotiations, certain modifications were 
made in the  Carnegie Foundation's provisional plan. 

I n  May 1932, t h e  Supervisory Commission again considered 
the  question and approved the  proposals of the  Foundation 
a s  thus  modified. The  Commission's report l contains the  
following passage on the  subject : 

"At a session which it held in April-May 1931, the Commission 
had before it a proposa1 by the Netlierlands Carnegie Foundation 
concerning the conditions under which the Foundation would be 
prepared to make the necessary arrangements for providing tlie 
Permanent Court of International Justice with additional premises 
in the Peace Palace a t  The Hague. The contemplated develop- 
ment of the premises a t  the disposa1 of tlie Court had been envi- 
saged since 1926 and had become indispensable as a result of 
the increase in the Court's work and in the number of judges 
which had recently occurred. The Comniissioii felt unable to 
recomniend acceptance of the Carnegie Foundation's proposals 
and asked the Secretary-General to enter into negotiations on the 
question. 

The results of these negotiations were placed before the Com- 
mission a i  its present session. After hearing the Kegistrar of the 
Court, and in view of the opinion expressed by the Secretary- 
General of the League to the effect that, having regard to al1 the 
circumstances, the better solution would be to accept the proposals 
of the Carnegie Foundation as modified as a result of the nego- 
tiations, the Commission sanctioned the inclusion in the Court's 
budget of one item intended to ailow of the carrying into effect 
of those proposals and anotlier item calculated to  cover the cost 
of furnijhing the new premises to be placed a t  the disposa1 of 
the Court. Accordingly, the Commission also recommends in 
principle to  the Assembly the adoption of the said proposals. 
I t  has requested the Secretary-General to take the necessary steps 
with a view to the submission to the Assembly of an agreed 
document embodying the precise terms of the proposals and repro- 
ducing the correspondence which has passed on the subject 
between the Secretary-General and the Carnegie Foundation. 

Tlie proposals of the Carnegie Foundatioil have been made 
possible by the offer of the Netherlands Government to  make, to  
-- 

l League of Nations Document A. 5. 1932. X.-Geneva, May znd, 1932. 
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tlie Foundation, subject to  the necessary Parliamentary sanction, 
a loan, without interest, to be repaid over a period of years out 
of annual payments of ~ o , o o o  florins to be made by the League 
to the Foundation. The Supervisory Commission desires to express 
its appreciation of .the assistance thus generously offered by the 
Netherland; Governsnent towards a so!ution of the problem of 
tlie Iiousing of the (Court in the Peace Palace." 

Complying with t h e  request of the  Supervisory Commission, 
t h e  Secretary-Gene:ral, on May 7th,  1932, sent the  following 
letter t o  the  President of the  Carnegie Foundation : 

"Sir, 

In response to  the suggestion which 1 ventured to make t o  you 
on September 3oth, 1929, to  tlie effect that the Carnegie Found- 
atioii miglit see fit to  consider somewhat beforehand what arrange- 
ments could be made with a view to allocating to  tlie Permanent 
Court of Internatiorial Justice, as from January ~ s t ,  1931, addi- 
tioiial premises in .the Peace I'alace, you were good enough t o  
send me certain proposais in your letter of April 23rd, 1931. 

r .  lliese proposais, ~vtiich were intended, in certain circumstances, 
fcjr ~ub~mission to the .4ssembly for its approval, were in the first 
place discussed by the Supervisory Commission. Following up this 
discuision, 1 sent yoil, on August zlst ,  1931, a note in which, in 
coilformity witli the attitude taken up by the Commission, 1 made 
in regard to  the Fi~undation's proposals certain observations and 
suggestions of which 1 venture to  refer to the following : 

(1) The compctent authorities of the League of Nations were 
not in possession of the information necessary to  enable them t o  
appreciate the claim of tlie Academy of International Law to accom- 
niodation in the P;ilace or wliether, if the premises a t  present 
occiipied by it were allocated to  the Court, it would be unable to  
find elsewhere, in tlie Palace itself, the premises needed for its 
work. 

(2)  Tlie question arose whether the League of Nations could 
accept responsibility for tlie cost of a scheme whereby premises 
inore extensive than those transferred to  the Court would be allo- 
cated to rhe Acadeniy or whetlier, in any event, premises or other 
facilities, by way of compensation for any such increüse in the 
accommodation giveil to  the Academy, sliould not be given to - 
tlie Court. 

(3) Lastly, 1 suggzsted tliat, should the Court leave the Peace 
I'alace, tliere sliould be a settlement, if necessary by arbitration, 
between the Foundz-tion and the League of Nations, covering both 
tlie contemplated new erpenditure on reconstruction and that pro- 
vided for in 1928-1929, under which the sum remnining t o  the 
clinrge of the I,eague, a t  the time of the Court's departure, 
sliriuld be reduced by such amount as might be found represent 
tlie increase in the value of the Foundation's property. 

In  a letter of March 29th last, you were good enough to  send 
inc your answer to  these observations and suggestions. 

4 
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1 feel it incumbent on me to allude to  two ideas of a general 
nature on which your answer appears to  be based, namely, that 
the discussions a t  present in progress concerning the granting t o  
the Court of additional premises is the outcome of fresh demands 
made by the latter and that the Court is enjoying hospitality extend- 
ed t o  i t  by the  Carnegie Foundation. 

In regard to  the first of these points, 1 venture to  remind you 
that as long ago as March zoth, 1926, the Court officially informed 
you that i t  needed twenty-five more rooms than it then had ; the 
reconstruction carried out in 1928-1929 only increased by fifteen 
the rooms placed a t  the Court's permanent disposal, so that the 
reconstruction now contemplated would merely approximately 
complete the programme envisaged as early as 1926. 

In  regard to the second point, you will remember that the invi- 
tation to  the Court to establish itself in the Peace Palace-an 
invitation addressed to the League of Nations-was based on an 
interpretation of the will of the late Mr. Carnegie, and that it 
was in consideration of this interpretation, which was placed on 
record by your predecessor in his declaration of November zgth, 
1921, that the League accepted t his invitation which moreover- 
unlike the invitation addressed to the Academy-was extended in 
consideration of payment. 

1 am obliged to  lay stress on these two points because they are 
fundamental to a proper appreciation of the factors which must 
serve as the basis of any new arrangement and more especially 
because a proper view of them precludes the acceptance of the 
Foundation's alternative suggestion, namely, that the arrangement 
might, if necessary, take the form of a lease. 

To return to  the Foundation's main proposal, 1 have duly 
resubmitted i t  to  the Supervisory Commission. The latter has 
not substantially modified the view which it expressed a year 
ago in regard to the proposa1 then before it, a view which is 
stated in the extract from its report reproduced in my letter of 
August zrst, 1931. Nevertheless, i t  has consented to  the inclu- 
sion in the Court's budget for 1933 of a credit intended to  enable 
the Foundation's new proposa1 to  be carried out, provided that 
it is approved by the Assembly. 

I t  follows that the Suprrvisory Commission is prepared t o  
recommend the Assembly, in principle, to  adopt the Foundation's 
proposa1 as set out in your letters of April 23rd, 1931, and 
March zgth, 1932. I t  has adopted this attitude mainly in view of the 
two following circumstances : the settlement of the question of the 
allocation to the Court of additional premises cannot be deferred 
any longer; and the provision to  the effect that the seat of the 
Court is to be established a t  The Hague appears both in the 
original Statute and in the revised Statute of the Court. This 
consent however does not mean that the Commission has accepted 
the various arguments put forward in your note of March 29th 
last or that it considers that it has obtained satisfaction in regard 
to  the points raised by it in May 1931, to  which 1 referred in my 
letter of August eIst, 1931. 
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1 do not howevei- think i t  either useful or desirable a t  the 
present stage to  set out in detail the views of the Commission 
on these points or t o  re-open the discussion. 

In view of the attitude adopted by the Commission with regard 
to  the main question, it appears to  me that it would be sufficient 
-but a t  the same time necessary-to draw up as soon as possible 
a document formula-ting in precise terms the proposa1 contained 
in your letter of April 23rd, 1931, and amended by your letter 
of March zgth, 1932 ; the terms of this document, which would 
have to  be signed or1 behalf of the Foundation and of the League 
of Nations, would ta.ke effect at  once if adopted by the Assembly. 

In  order that the problem of the accommodation of the Court 
may be settled for as long a period as possible by the contem- 
plated arrangement, the Supervisory Commission considers that 
the two following points should be dealt with at  the same time : 

(1) In  order that the refectory-the Commission noted with 
satisfaction the Foundation's offer to include this amongst the 
premises the permanent use of which is reserved to  the Court- 
and the adjacent pi-emises connected therewith may be of real 
use to  the Court, means should be considered for placing tliese 
premises in direct communication with the lift which connects the 
various floors on which are situated the premises allotted to  the Court. 

( 2 )  The relevant claiise of the arrangement in force between 
the Foundation and the League of Nations shall be so interpreted 
as to make it clear that, when the Court asks for the use of 
the rooms of which, under that arrangement, it has joint use, this 
use shall not, as a t  present, be subject in principle, as regards 
i ts  duration, to a reservation respecting the desire of some other 
institutions to  make use of them. 

1 should be obliged if you could send me in due time a draft 
of the document above mentioned, and 1 should be glad if, in 
preparing this document, you would be so good as to  bear in 
mind the two points 1 have indicated to  you. 

No doubt you will agree with me that,  together with this 
document, a copy of the plans and estimates for the new 
construction contemp:lated with a view to  providing the Court with 
new premises in the Peace Palace should also be signed, it being 
understood that, thei-eafter, these plans and estimates could onlp 
be modified by agreement between the signatories. 

Lastly, 1 venture to  draw your kind attention to  the last 
lines of my letter of November 4th, 1 9 3 ~ ~  in which 1 said that 
the requisite preparations should be made so that,  if necessarp, 
i t  would be possible to begin the projected work-in so far as 
the installation of new premises for the Court is concerned- 
immediately after the next session of the Assembly. I t  is in 
fact highly desirable that it should be possible to  place these 
premises a t  the Court's disposa1 by February ~ s t ,  1933. 

You will find enclosed herewith an extract from the report t o  
be submitted to  the ;next Assembly by the Supervisory Commission 
which relates to  the question forming the subiect of this letter." 

On August ~ s t ,  1932, t h e  Secretary-General h a d  no t  yet  
received a n  answer t o  this letter. 
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Library. I t  was stated in the Seventh Annual Report that a credit 
of F1. ~o,ooo was approved by the Eleventh Assembly for 
the use of the Court l with a view to enabling it to  supplement 
the Peace Palace Library by the acquisition, on its own account, 
of works which are authoritative in the various countries and 
relating to the different systems of municipal law and to  the 
theory of law. On pages 8j-87 of the Seventh Annual Report 
was reproduced an agreement concluded between the Secretary- 
General of the League of Nations and the Carnegie Found- 
ation concerning the utilization of the credit and supplement- 
ing the agreement of Febriiary ~ z t h ,  1924. Finally, the 
Seventh Annual Report rnentioned the formation of a Library 
Committee. 

Since its formation, the Committee has held five meetings 
(Feb. z ~ s t ,  May 15th, Sept. 3rd, Nov. 13th, 1931, and March 8th, 
1932). In  accordance with its decisions, the Registrar approached 
members of the Court, as concerns the countries of which 
they are nationals, and other competent perçons, in the case 
of other countries, requesting them to indicate the works 
which are authoritative in their respective countries in the 
fields above mentioned. To this request, the Registrar appended 
a list of the works already in the Peace Palace Library. 
On the basis of the information thus obtained, proposed lists 
of purchases are prepared for consideration by the Committee. 

Replies have been received in respect of the following coun- 
tries : South Africa, Albania, United States of America, Austria, 
Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, China, Colombia, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Danzig, Esthonia, Ethiopia, Fin- 
land, France, Germany, Great Britain, Greece, Hungary, British 
India, Ireland, Italy, Luxemburg, Mexico, the Netherlands, 
Norway, New Zealand, Panama, Poland, Portugal, Salvador, 
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Turkey and Uruguay. 

l The credit had to be rcpeated in 1932 because i t  \vas impos5ible in 
1931 to effect al1 the acquisitions envisaged. (See Budget of the Court, 1932, 
League of Nations Ofllczal Joilvnal,  1931, p. 1977;  5ee also note on Art. 12, 
Ch. V : Library, p. 198j.) 
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The works acquirecl as a result of the decisions of the 

Library Committee have been placed in the Peace Palace 
Library in accordance with the contract in force (see pp. 85-86 
of Seventh Annual Report). 

At its last meeting (March 8th, 1932) the Library Com- 
mittee decided upori the purchase of the most important and 
most complete collections of law reports of certain countries. 
The Registrar adoptcd the method mcntioned above in order 
to obtain the titleç of the best works. 



CHAPTER II. 

THE STATUTE AND RULES OF COURT. 

THE STATUTE 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 121-125.) 

signatories of On June 15th, 1932, fifty-five States or Members of the 
the  Protocol. League of Nations had signed the Protocol of Signature of 

the Statute, dated Geneva, December 16th, 1920, drawn up 
in accordance with the Assembly decision of December 13th, 
1920, and which remains open for signature by the States 
mentioned in the Annex to the Covenant l. The signatory 
States are : 

Union of South Africa, Albania, United States of America, 
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, 
Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica 2,  Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Esthonia, Ethiopia, Finland, 
France, Germany, Great Britain, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, 
Hungary, India, Irish Free State, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liberia, 
Lithuania, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Xicaragua, 

l The States mentioned in the Annex to the Covenant of the League of 
Nations and whicli, on June ~ g t h ,  1932, had not signed the Protocol of 
Signature of tlie Statute, are : Ecuador, the Hedjaz, Honduras and tlie 
Argentine. 

Costa Rica, on December q t h ,  1924, notified the Secretary-General of 
her decision to  withdraw from the League of Nations ; tliis decision was to  
take effect as from January ~ s t ,  1917 ; before tiiat date Costa Rica had not 
ratified the Protocol of Signature of the Statute. Furthermore, Costa Rica is 
not mentioned in the Annex to  the Covenant of the League of Xations. This 
would seem to  lead to tlie conclusion that  the engagement resulting for 
Costa Rica from her signature of the Protocol of December 16th, 1920, has 
lapsed. 
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Nonvay, Panama, Paraguay, Persia, Peru, Poland, Portugal, 
Roumania, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Uru- 
guay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia. 

Al1 the above States have ratified except : Ratifications. 

United States of America, Bolivia, Costa Rica, Dominican 
Republic, Guatemala, Liberia, Nicaragua, Paraguay. 

(Sec Sixth Anniial Report, pp. 56-98, and Seventh Annual Revision of 

Report, pp. 90-104.) the Statute. 

An account was given in the Seventh Annual Report of 
the difficulties which arose in consequence of the fact that  
on September ~ s t : ,  1930, the date fixed for the entry into 
force of the Protocol concerning the revision of the Court's 
Statute, the requiisite conditions had not been fulfilled, and 
on pages 96 et sqq. were reproduced the resolutions adopted 
by the Assembly a t  its Eleventh Session to meet this situa- 
tion. 

At its Twelfth Session, a proposa1 was laid before the 
Assembly by  the Swedish, Dutch, Nonvegian, Japanese, Danish, 
Spanish a n d  Finnish delegations regarding the question of the 
entry into force of the Protocol concerning the revision of 
the Court's Statute. This question was referred to the First 
Committee, which considered i t  and instructed M. Pilotti to  
make an  oral report on its behalf to the Assembly. This 
report (meeting of September 25th, 1931) summarized the 
situation as follows : 

"Although the Pi-otocol of September q t h ,  1929, did not enter 
into force on the date originally contemplated (par. 4), the Assem- 
bly last year accepted the view that it could subsequently come 
into force, if the necessary ratifications were received. 

One of the resolu-tions regarding the Permanent Court which were 
adopted by the Assembly on September 25th, 1930, asked the 
Court to take certain action as regards its sessions and the attend- 
ance of judges 'pending the entry into force of the Protocol'. 
The Court acceded to this request and, at  the beginning of this 
year, made certain slight amendments to its Rules. 

Another of these resolutions invited the States which had not 
yet done so to  ratify the Protocol. In his oral statement to the 
.L\ssembly, the Rapporteur of the First Committee indicated that 
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the  ratifications necessary ~ o u l d  be those of al1 the  States which 
had ratified the  Protocol of Signature of the Court's Statute of 
December 16th, 1920. I t  should be noted, further, that para- 
graph 7 of the Protocol provides : 

'For the purposes of the present Protocol, the Cnited States 
of America shall be in the same position as  a State which 
has ratified the Protocol of Ilecember r6th,  1920.' 

What is the present position with regard to the ratifications? 
Thirty-eight Members of the League have so far ratified both 
Protocols; the ratification of Cuba is, however, subject to  reser- 
vations as stated below. 

The Members of the League and non-Meniber States which have 
ratified the Protocol of 1920 but have not yet ratified that of 1929, 
are the following : Brazil, Chile, Etliiopia, Lithuania, Panama, 
Uruguay and Venezuela. 

I t  should be pointed out that al1 these States have signed the 
Protocol of 1929, with the exception of Ethiopia. 

The following Members of the League have not ratified eitlier 
Protocol, but, with the exception of the Argentine and Honduras, 
they have signed the Protocol of 1929 : Argentine, Bolivia, Colom- 
bia, Dominican Republic, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua, Para- 
guay and Peru. 

The United States of America have signed, but not yet ratified, 
the Protocol of 1920 and that of 1929. 

The Cuban ratification of the Protocol of 1929 was subject 
to  reservations : (a) regarding paragrapli 4 of tlie Protocol relating 
t o  its entry into force on September ~ s t ,  1930, if the States whose 
ratification was necessary, but which had not yet ratified, gave 
their consent ; and (b) regarding thc ncur text of Article 23 of 
the Court's Statute. 

The new text of Article 23 of the Coiirt's Statute deals. as the 
Assembly will remember, with the abolition of tlie 'former sessions 
of the Court-that is to  Say, the Court will sit practically al1 the 
year round, except during tlie annual vacation. 

In the letter forwarding the instrument of ratification to  the 
Secretary-General, the Cuban Government made the following 
declaration : 

'1 have, a t  the same time, the honour to inform you that the 
Cuban Government consider that the Protocol will not affect the 
position of judges already elected, and to  request you to  take notice 
thereof .' 

1 would remind the Assembly that the question referred to  in 
this declaration had already been raised by other States, and that 
it had been agreed that it could only be decided by the Court. 
Consequently, the declaration does not really embody a reservation. 

In  execution of the instructions given to  him by the Council'r; 
Resolution of June 17th, 1927, in regard to  reservations attached 
to  a ratification of a convention and not provided for by the terms 
of the convention, the Secretary-General, by a letter of Janu- 
ary zznd, 1931, invited the other governments concerned to  inform 
him whether they were able to  accept the reservations made by 
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Cuba. He a t  the same time informed them of the declaration 
made by the Cuban Government. In view of the nature of the 
Protocol, and the pi-ovisions of its seventh paragraph, the letter 
was addressed to al1 the Members of the League, Brazil and the 
United States of Ainerica. 

Tlie replies to  this lctter which had been received up to  the 
date of the present report may be sumrnarized as follcws : 

(1) No objection fias been raised to the reservation of para- 
graph 4 of the Protocol. 

(2) Tlie declaratiori of the Cuban Government is regarded as 
referring to a matter which the Assembly last year considered to  
lie within tlie competence of the Court itself. 

(3) As regards the reservation of tlic new tes t  of Article 23 of 
the Court's Statute, the replies wllich have been received at  the 
clale of the preçent :report show that a large number of Rlembers 
of the League of Nations which have ratified ttie Protocol do not 
feel able to  accept the reservation, ancl tliat, accordingly, i ts  main- 
tenance would endanger the coming into force of the Protocol. 

I t  is tlierefore with particular satisfaction tliat the First Com- 
mittee welcomed tht: following statement which was submitted 
to it b y  M. Ferrara, first delegate of Cuba: 

'If, as seems likely from the information which you have, Cuba 
is asked to withdraw its reservation upon the Convention dealing 
with the new Statut<: of the Permanent Court, we request you to  
state that the Gove-rnment, having regard to  the situation which 
?ou anticipate, would be disposed to ask the Senate to  withdraw 
the reservations, and that this attitude does not arise from a change 
of view, but is due to its desire to contribute wholeheartedly 
to the development of the League of Nations and of its organs. 
The Chairman of the Committee of thc Senate on Foreign Affairs, 
who has been consulted, has given a favourable reply.' 

In  this connection, the first delegate of Cuba pointed out that 
al1 that really remained of his Government's reservations, was the 
non-admission of the principle adopted in 1929 with regard to  
the putting into force of the Convention by presiimed ratifications 
on September ~ s t ,  1.930. 

Further, the delegate of Chile informed the Committee that his 
Government had felt that it should await the discussion a t  the 
Assembly of the reservations made by the Government of Cuba 
before pronouncing upon the ratification of the Protocol. He 
added that the Chilian delegation had felt particular satisfaction 
in noting the declara.tion made in tlie name of the Government 
of Cuba, which made i t  possible to hope that the latter Govern- 
ment would withdraw its reservation a t  a very early date, which 
would facilitate the idecision to  be taken by the Government of 
Chile. 

I n  view of these considerations, the First Committee proposes 
that the Assembly slîould adopt the following draft resolution : 

'The Assembly, 

Notes with satisfaction that the Protocol of September 14th. 
1929, concerning the revision of the Statute of the Permanent 
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Court of International Justice, has now obtained almost al1 
the ratifications necessary to bring it into force; 

Notes, however, that the ratification of Cuba is subject 
to a reservation which other States that have ratified the 
Protocol have not felt able to accept ; 

Considers that a reservation can only be made at  the moment 
of the ratification if al1 the other signatory States agree or 
if such a reservation has been provided for in the text of the 
convention ; 

Takes riote that the Cuban Government has, through its 
first delegate, declared that it contemplates the withdrawal of 
the said reservation and expresses its thanks to the Cuban 
Government for the spirit of conciliation which it has shown 
in the matter ; 

Reaffirms the hope which it expressed at its last session 
that the States which have not so far ratified the Protocol 
will proceed to do so as soon as possible ; and 

Instructs the Secretary-General to present to the Assembly, 
for consideration at  its next session, a statement showing the 
ratifications received by the Protocol of September 14th, 1929.' " 

This report and the draft resolution were adopted by  the 
Assembly without discussion. 

Since that  time, Cuba has actually withdrawn her reserva- 
tions by  means of an  instrument dated February 8th, 1932, 
and filed with the Secretariat of the League of Nations on 
March q t h ,  1932. Accordingly, Cuba's ratification is now 
fully effective. Furthermore, on January 6th, 1932, Colombia 
ratified the Protocol of Signature and the Protocol concerning 
the revision of the Court's Statute. Also, on March zgth, 
1932, Peru ratified the Protocol of Signature, without however 
a t  the same time ratifying the Revision Protocol. Lastly, on 
April 15th, 1932, Ethiopia signed the Revision Protocol. 

On June 15th, 1932, the Protocol of Revision of September q t h ,  
1929, had been signed by  the following States : Union 
of South Africa, Albania, United States of America, Australia, 
Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, 
China, Colombia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Dominican 
Republic, Esthonia, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Germany, 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Greece, Guatemala, 
Haiti, Hungary, India, Irish Free State, Italy, Japan, Latvia, 
Liberia, Lithuania, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Persia, Peru, Poland, 
Portugal, Roumania, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, Switzer- 
land, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia. 
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Al1 these States have ratified, except : the United States 
of America, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, Dominican Republic, Ethiopia, 
Guatemala, Lithuamia, Nicaragua, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, 
Uruguay and Venezuela. 

The ratifications of eight of these signatories, namely, 
Brazil, Chile, Ethiopia, Lithuania, Panama, Peru, Uruguay and 
Venezuela, are required for the entry into force of the Protocoll. 

II. 

THE RCLES OF COURT 

(1) Prefiaration of the Rules. 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 126-127.) 

The minutes witli annexes of the meetings of the Prelimin- 
ary Session of the Court devoted to the preparation of the 
Rules of Court (January 30th-March q t h ,  1922) have been 
published in Series D., No. 2, of the Court's Publications. 

(2) Revision of the RuLes. 

(See Third Annual Report, pp. 36-37, Fourth Annual Report, 
pp. 72-78, and Seventh Annual Report, pp. 105-109.) 

The Rules as revised in 1926 are reproduced in Series D., Revision of 
July 1926. No. I. The minutes of meetings relating to the revision of 

the Rules have been published in the form of a First Adden- 
dum to Volume No. 2 of Series D. (Preparation of the Rules) ; 
this addendum also contains notes, observations and sugges- 
tions submitted on the subject by members of the Court. 

Further, Article 71 of the Revised Rules was amended in 
September 1927 ~lextension to advisory procedure of the 

1 The point of view of the Government of the United States as regards 
the putting into force of the  amendments to the Statute of the Court was 
expressed by the  Secretary of State in a letter of June 25th, 1930, to the 
Secretary-General of the League, t o  the following effect : ' ,The Secretary of 
State .... perceives no reason to  object t o  the coming into force, between 
such nations as may have become parties thereto, of the amendments to  the 
Statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice as set out in the 
annex to  the I'rotocol dated September ~ q t h ,  1929, which have not been 
ratified by  the United States." 
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provisions regarding the appointment of judges ad hoc). The 
Fourth Annual Report (pp. 72-78) reproduces the documents 
and extracts from minutes of meetings of the Court relating to 
this amendment. 

Modifications Finally, in deference to the desire expressed by the Assembly 
in January- 

(Resolution of September 25th, 1930) that the Court should 
193' give consideration to the possibility of regulating "the questions 

of the sessions of the Court and the attendance of judges", 
the Court modified the Rules a t  its Twentieth Session 
(January 15th-February z ~ s t ,  1931). 

The text of the Rules of Court, amended during the ses- 
sion of January-February 1931, is reproduced in the second 
edition (1931) of Volume No. I of Series D. of the Court's 
Publications. The minutes of meetings devoted by the Court 
to the amendment of the Rules have been published in the 
form of a Second Addendum to Volume No. 2 of Series D. 

Cornmittees As stated in the Seventh Annual Report, the Court has 
for the exam- 

! nation of considered it desirable to undertake a methodical examination 
the Rules of the Rules with a view to their general revision and, with 
with a view 
to revision. this object, has determined the subjects to be examined and 

decided to form four committees and a CO-ordinating committee 
which will propose to the Court such modifications as they 
consider desirable ; but the committees have not proceeded 
far with their work whilst still waiting to know whether the 
revised Statute is to come into force. 



CHAPTER III. 

THE COURT'S JU RISDICTION. 

JURISDICTION IN CONTESTED CASES. 

(1) Jurisdiction ratione materice. 

According to the first paragraph of Article 36 of the Statute, 
the jurisdiction of the Court comprises al1 cases which the 
Parties refer to it and al1 matters specially provided for in 
treaties and conventions in force. 

As regards cases which the Parties submit to the Court by 
special agreement, the document instituting proceedings is 
that giving notice of the compromis setting out the terms of 
the agreement. In order tliat a case may be validly brought 
before the Court, notice of the spccial agreement must be 
given by al1 the Parties, unless it is expressly laid down in one 
of the clauses of the special agreement that the Court may 
take cognizance of the case upon notice being given by one 
Party only '. 

' I t  shoultl be  riicntii?ncd here t h a t  on  several occasions t h e  Court lias 
recognized, in conncctiori with cases brought before i t  by unilateral applica- 
t ion,  t h a t  i t  rnight dcrive ;iiriscliction from a n  agreement concludecl betmeen 
t h e  Parties during ttie proceedingi, sinçe acceptance of t h e  Court's jurisdic- 
l ion was not ,  untler th<: Statute,  subordinatecl t o  t h e  observance of certain 
forms, sucli as, for inxtance, t h e  previous conclusion of a special agreement 
(Judgnient  No. 1 2 ) .  Again, i i i  Jugtlnient Ko. 4 (Interpretat ion of Judgment  
S o .  3 ) .  the  Court s ta ted  tliat i t  had jurisdiction a s  t h e  result of t h e  agree- 
iiient of the  Parties, so t h a t  there \vas no need to  consitler whether t h e  
requisite jurisdiction coiild be based exclusively on  t h e  unilateral request 
acldres-ed t o  it. Siniilarly, in t h e  case of t h e  RIavrommat i~  Jerusalem 
Concessions (Judgment No, 5 ) .  t h e  Coiirt regarded itself a s  deriving juris- 
diction t o  deal  with certain questions, no t  from Article 26 of t h e  Palestine 
Natidate, bu t  from a n  agreement between t h e  I'arties resulting froiii t h e  
written proceedings. Fiilally, tlie sanie principle \vas applied b y  t h e  Court 



The table hereafter gives the list of cases which have been 
submitted to the Court by  special agreement ; the Parties to the 
case a s  well as  the date of the special agreement are also 
indicated in the table. 

CASES SUBlllITTED B'T7 SPECIAL AGREEMENT. 

No. in Date of 
General Name of the case. Parties. special 

List. agreement. 

II Interpretation of para- Bulgaria and Greece March 18th, 
graph 4 of the Annex 1924 
f ollowing Article 179 of 
the Treaty of Neuilly l 

24 Case of the S/S Lotus France and Turkey Oct. ~ z t h ,  
1926 

32 Free zones of Upper France and Switzer- Oct. 3oth, 
Savoy and the District land 1924 
of Gex 

33 Brazilian Federal loans Brazil and France Aug. ~ 7 t h ~  
issued in France 1927 

34 Serbian loans issued in France and Yugo- April ~ g t h ,  
France slavia 1928 

36 Territorial jurisdiction of Great Britain and Oct. 3oth, 
the International Corn- Northern Ireland, 1928 
mission of the River Czechoslovakia, 
Oder Denmark, France, 

Germany and Swe- 
den, and Poland 

46 Territorial waters be- Italy and Turkey May 3oth, 
tween Castellorizo and 1929 
Anatolia. 

in the case concerning rights of minorities in Polish Upper Silesia (Judgment 
Ko. 12) (where the Court stated that the consent of a State to the submission 
of a dispute to it might not only result from an express declaration, but 
might also be inferred from acts conclusively establishing it) .  See also 
Chapter VI of this volume, under Statute, Article 36, p. 255. 

l See First Annual Report, p. 180. 
,, Fourth ,, ,, , ,, 166. 
,, Sixth ,, ,, , ,, zor, for a summary of the order made by 

the Court on August ~ g t h ,  1929; Seventh Annual Report, p. 233, for a 
summary of the order of December 6th, 1930 ; and the present volume, p. 191, 
for a summary of the Judgment of June 7th, 1932. 

* See Fifth Annual Report, p. 216. 
, >  #, ,, , ,, 205. 
,, Sixth ,, ,, , ., 213. 
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-4s regards treatiiss and conventions in force, there is a Jurisdiction 
under treaties special publication of the Court entitled Collection of T e x t s  and ,,n,,,- 

governing the jurisdiction of the Couvt, which enumerates them tiens. 

and, in the case of instruments for the pacific settlement of 
disputes, reproduces the complete text, and in the case of 
other instruments, extracts from the relevant portions. This 
publication, of whicll the fourth edition, brought up to date 
and completed, appeared a t  the beginning of the present 
year l, is based entirely on officia1 information of two different 
kinds : officia1 publications issued either by the League of 
Nations or its orgariizations, or by the various governments ; 
direct communications from the same sources. 

In order to make the fourth edition of the Collection of 
T e x t s  as complete and correct as possible, the Registrar, on 
October 5th, 1931, wrote to the governments of States entitled 
to appear before the Court. He appended to his letter a 
list of the instrurrients to be included in the Collection, 
requesting the govc:rnments if necessary to  complete this 
list. As a result of this communication, the governments 
of the States enumerated below sent to the Registry, either 
additional informatio:n which was duly noted, or a statement 
to the effect that, !;O far as the particular government was 
concerned, the list of instruments for inclusion in the new 
Collection was complete : 

Union of South Afi-ica, Albania, Argentine, Austria, Belgium, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, China, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Danzig, 
Denmark, Egypt, Esthonia, Finland, France, Germany, Great 
Britain, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, India, Italy, Latvia, 
Lithuania, Luxemburg, Mexico, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Nor- 
way, Poland, Portugal, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Turkey and Uruguay. 

Moreover, it shoulcl be observed that on March q t h ,  1927, 
the Registrar of the Court asked al1 governments entitled to 
appear before the Court regularly to transmit to the Registry 
the text of new agreements concluded by them and containing 
clauses relating to the Court's jurisdiction. On June 5th, 
1928, a reminder was sent to those governments which had 

The first edition of this publication appeared on hiay ~ j t h ,  1923 (Series D.,  
Ko. 3) .  The second edition is dated June, 1924 (Series D., No. 4) ,  
and the third, December I j th ,  1926 (Series D., No. 5). The fourth edition 
is dated January 31st, 1932 (Series D., No. 6). 



not yet replied on that  date. On June 15th, 1932, the fol- 
lowing States had accepted the suggestion made : 

Spain, Netherlands, Monaco, Austria, Germany, Russia, 
Norway, Italy, Turkey, Great Britain, Switzerland, Finland, 
Mexico, Estlionia, China, Belgium, Peru, United States of 
America, Siam, Sweden, Xew Zealand, Czechoslovakia, Hun- 
gary, Latvia, India, Denmark, Poland (for Poland and for 
the Free City of Danzig), Egypt, France, Panama, Chile, 
Ecuador, Brazil, Venezuela, Colombia, Union of South Africa, 
Lithuania, Luxemburg. 

The instruments which had corne to the knowledge of the 
Registry on June 15th, 1932, may be divided into several 
categories ' : 

(For the list, see Third Annual Keport, p. 40.) 

B.-Clauses concervzing the protection of Blinorities. 

(For the list, see Shird Annual Keport, pp. 40-42.) 

C.-:Ilandates for various colonies and territories entrzlsted to 
certain ri.lentbers of the League of Nations under Article 22 

of the Coveizaitt. 

(For the list, see Third Annual Report, pp. 42-43.) 

D.- General Internaf ional Agreenzents. 

The general international agreements which had corne to the 
knowledge of the Iiegistry on June ~ j t h ,  1931, are indicated 
in the Third Annual Report (pp. 44-46), the Fourth Annual 
Report (p. 81), the Fifth Annual Keport (p. 98), the Sixth 
Annual Report (p. 104) and the Seventh Annual Keport (p. 114). 
As on June r j t h ,  1932, the following are to be added : 

Protocol conferring on the Permanent Court of International 
Justice jurisdiction to interpret the Hague Conventions 
of private international law, signed a t  The Hague on 
hlarch 27th, 1931. 

- 

' See pages 71-110 of this voliinie for a Iist in chronological order of these 
instriitnents. 



Convention for limiiting the manufacture and regulating the 
distribution of narcotic dmgs, concluded a t  Geneva on 
July 13th, 1931. 

Article 423 of the Treaty of Versailles and the corresponding 
articles of the other peace treaties give the Court jurisdiction 
to deal, amongst other things, with any question or difficulty 
relating to the interpretation of conventions concluded, after 
coming into force of the treaties and in pursuance of the 
Part entitled "Labour", by the Members of the International 
Labour Organization. At the Fifteenth Labour Conference 
(Geneva, 1931) l, the following convention was adopted : 

Convention limiting hours of work in coal mines. 

E.-Po1iti~:al 7'reaties (of alliance, commerce, 
:&avigation) and others. 

The list of agreements of this nature which had come to 
the knowledge of the Registry 'on June 15th, 1931, is given 
in the Fourth Annual Report (pp. 81-85), the Fifth Annual 
lieport (pp. 99-~oo), the Sixth Annual Report (pp. 105-106) and 
the Seventh Annual Report (pp. 114-115). AS on June 15th, 
1932, the following are to be added, which, together with 
those contained in the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and Seventh 
Annual Reports, afEect forty-two Powers : 

Convention regarding conditions of residence and commerce 
between Albania and Switzer1and.-Rome, June ~ o t h ,  

1929. 

Comm.ercia1 Conven.tion between Cuba and France.-Paris, 
November 6th, 1929. 

Agreement regarding the final discharge of the ifinancial obli- 
gations of Austria.-The Hague, January zoth, 1930. 

Agreement regarding the settlement of Bulgarian reparations. 
-The Hague, January aoth, 1930. 

1 See Shird Annual Report (pp. 45-46), Fourth Annual Report (p. 81), 
1;ifth Annual Report (p. 99), Sixth Annual Report (p. 104) and Seventh 
Annual Report (p. "4)) for the conventions adopted a t  the  iirst fourteen 
1,abour Conferences. 
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Convention respecting the Bank for International Settlements 
between Belgium, France, Germany, Great Britain, Italy, 
Japan and Switzer1and.-The Hague, January zoth, 1930. 

Convention of commerce and navigation between Greece and 
Po1and.-Warsaw, April ~ o t h ,  1930. 

Treaty of commerce between the Netherlands and Switzer- 
land.-The Hague, May 26th, 1930. 

Commercial Convention between Greece and Hungary.-Athens, 
June 3rd, 1930. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Denmark and 
Lithuania.-Kovno, June z ~ s t ,  1930. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Czechoslovakia 
and Koumania.-Strbské Pleso, June 27th, 1930. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Great Britain 
and Roumania.-London, August 6th, 1930. 

Treaty of friendship and commerce between Siam and Switzer- 
land.-Tokio, May 28th, 1931. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Albania and 
Great Britain.-Tirana, July 31st, 1931. 

ProtocoI concerning Germany and respecting the suspension 
of certain intergovernmental debts.-London, August  th, 

1931. 

Convention of commerce and navigation between Greece and 
Koumania.-Bucharest, August  th, 1931. 

Convention concerning conditions of residence and business 
between Greece and Roumania.-Bucharest, August  t th, 

1931. 

Convention concerning the establishment in Switzerland of the 
Agrarian Fund between France, Great Britain, Hungary, 
Italy and Switzer1and.-Berne, August z ~ s t ,  1931. 

Convention concerning the establishment in Switzerland of the 
Special Fund between Czechoslovakia, France, Great 
Britain, Italy, Roumania, Yugoslovia and Switzer1and.- 
Berne, August ZIst, 1931. 



Convention concerriing conditions of residence and business, 
commerce and navigation between Austria and Roumania. 
-Vienna, Augilst zznd, 1931. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Denmark and 
the Netherlanc1s.-Copenhagen, October 31st, 1931. 

Treaty of commerce between Bolivia and Denmark.-La Paz, 
November gth, 1931. 

F.-Various Instruments and Conventions concerning transit, 
navigable wal'erways and communications generally. 

A list of the various instruments and conventions concern- 
ing transit, navigable waterways and communications in 
general, which had. come to the knowledge of the Registry 
on June q t h ,  1931, is given in the Third Annual Report 
(pp. 49-50), the Fourth Annual Report (p. 85), the Fifth 
Annual Report (p. IOO), the Sixth Annual Report (p. 106) 
and the Seventh Annual Report (p. 115). 

To this list, the following instruments are to be appended 
as on June 15th, 1932 : 

Decision respecting the execution of Articles 363 and 364 of 
the Treaty of Versailles (free areas in the Port of Ham- 
burg).-Hamburg, November and, 1929. 

Convention respecting the exploitation of commercial air routes 
between France and Po1and.-Warsaw, August znd, 1930. 

Convention respectirig air transport services between Great 
Britain and Greece.-Athens, April 17th, 1931. 

Ç.-Treaties of arbitration and conciliation. 

In the Fourth Annual Report (pp. 85-89), the Fifth Annual 
Report (pp. 100-IOI:), the Sixth Annual Report (pp. 106-107) 
and the Seventh Annual Report (pp. 116-II~), a complete 
list of instruments of this nature, which had come to the 
knowledge of the ICegistry on June 15th, 1931, is given. 

As on June 15th., 1932, the following are to be added 
which, together with those enumerated in the Fourth, Fifth, 
Sixth and Seventh A.nnual Reports, affect thirty-seven Powers : 



Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Belgium and Switzer1and.-Hrussels, February 5th, 

1927. 

Treaty of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Belgium and Luxemburg.-Brussels, October 17th, 

'927- 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between France and 
Luxemburg.-Paris, October zoth, 1927. 

Convention for arbitration between France and 'k'ugoslavia. 
-Paris, November  t th, 1927. 

Pact of non-agression and arbitration between Greece and 
Roumania.-Geneva, March z ~ s t ,  1928. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Luxemburg and Spain.-Luxemburg, June 21st, 
1928. 

Treaty of friendship, conciliation and jiidicial settlement 
between Greece and 1taly.-Rome, September 23rd, 1928. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Belgium and Po1and.-Brussels, October 25th, 
1928. 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Luxemburg 
and Po1and.-Luxemburg, October 29th, 1928. 

Treaty of neutrality, conciliation, judicial settlement and arbi- 
tration between Bulgaria and Turkey.-Ankara, March Gth, 

1929. 

Treaty of friendship, conciliation and judicial settlement be- 
tween Greece and Yugos1avia.-Belgrade, March 27th, 1929. 

Treaty of arbitration and conciliation between Germany and 
Turkey.-Anltara, May 16th, 1929. 

Convention of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Belgium and Greece.-Athens, June ~ j t h ,  1929. 

Treaty of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Luxernblirg and Portugal.-Luxemburg, August 15th, 

1929. 



'Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Iceland and Spain.-Copenhagen, August 26th, 

1929- 

Treaty of arbitration and conciliation between Germany and 
Luxemburg.-Geneva, September  t th, 1929. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Bulgai-ia and Po1and.-ll'arsaw, December 31st, 

1929. 

Convention of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Luxemburg and Roumania.-Luxemburg, Janu- 
ary zznd, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Greece and Spain.-Athens, January 23rd, 1930. 

Treaty of friendshsip, conciliation and arbitration between 
France and Turkey.-Paris, February 3rd, 1930. 

Treaty of friendship, conciliation and judicial settlement 
between Austria and 1taly.-Rome, February Gth, 1930. 

Treaty of arbitration between Denmark and Latvia.-Riga, 
February 28th, 1930. 

Convention of judicial settlement, arbitration and conciliation 
between Czechojlovakia and Lithuania.-Prague, March 8th, 
1930. 

Convention of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Belgium and Yugoslavia.-Belgrade, March zgth, 
1930. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between Spain and Turkey.-Ankara, April z8th, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Greece and 
Hungary.-Athens, May 5th, 1930. 

Treaty of friendship, conciliation, arbitration and judicial 
settlement between Austria and Greece.-Vienna, June 26th, 
1930. 

Convention respecting the procedure for the settlement of 
disputes between Denmark and 1celand.-Tingvellir, 
June 27th, 19:;o. 



Convention for the pacific settlement of disputes between 
Finland and 1celand.-Tingvellir, June 27th, 1930. 

Convention for the pacific settlement of disputes between 
Iceland and Nonvay.-Tingvellir, June 27th, 1930. 

Convention for the pacific settlement of disputes between 
Iceland and Sweden.-Tingvellir, June 27th, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Hungary and 
Latvia.-Riga, August 13th, 1930. 

Convention for conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Belgium and Lithuania.-Geneva, September 24th, 

1930. 

'Treaty of friendship, neutrality, conciliation and arbitration 
between Greece and Turkey.-Ankara, October 3oth, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Latvia and 
Lithuania.-Kovno, November 24th, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Austria and 
Hungary.-Vienna, January 26th, 1931. 

Treaty of judicial settlement, arbitration and conciliation 
between the Netherlands and Yugos1avia.-The Hague, 
March  th, 1931. 

Convention for judicial settlement, arbitration and conciliation 
between Czechoslovakia and Turkey.-Ankara, March 17th, 
1931. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration 
between the Netherlands and Spain.-The Hague, March 3oth, 

1931. 

Convention for conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Belgium and Turkey.-Ankara, April 18th, 1931. 

Treaty of conciliation and judicial settlement between Italy 
and Latvia.-Riga, April z8th, 1931. 

Treaty of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Bulgaria and Norway.-Sofia, November 26th, 1931. 

Treaty of conciliation, arbitration and judicial settlement 
between Luxemburg and Norway.-Geneva, Eebruary mth,  

1932. 



TABLE: 1 IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER 
O F  INSTRUN[ENTS IN FORCE, OR SIGNED ONLY, 

GOVERNIIYG THE COURT'S JURISDICTION 2. 

1919. Place of Title of 
signature. the act. 

June 28 Versailles Covenant of the (Members of the 
L. N.  L. N.) 

June 28 Versailles 'Treaty of Peace Allied and Assoc. 220 533 
Powers and Germany 

June 28 Versailles 'Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied and 221 538 
"Minorities") Assoc. Powers and 

Poland 

Sept. IO Saint-Ger- 'Treaty of Peace Allied and Assoc. 222 539 
main-en- Powers and Austria 
Laye 

Sept. IO Saint-Ger- 'Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied and 223 542 
main-en- "'Minorities") Assoc. Powers and 
Laye Yugoslavia 

Sept. IO Saint-Ger- Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied and 224 543 
main-en- "Minorities") Assoc. Powers and 
Laye Czechoslovakia 

Sept. IO Paris Conv. for the (Collective Treaty) 162 484 
control of the 
trade in arms and 
ammunition 

' This table contains instruments which had come to the knowledge of the 
Registry on June 15th. 1932. In it  are also included instruments conferring on 
the Court or its President some extrajudicial duty (appointment of a third arbitrator, 
of the president of a conciliation commission, etc.). 

2 The complete text of instruments for the pacific settlement of disputes and 
the relevant provisions of other instruments affecting the jurisdiction of the Court 
\\-iiich had come to the knowledge of the Registry before June ~ g t h ,  1932. 
are reproduced either in the Collection of Tex t s  governing the jurisdiction of  the 
Court, fourth edition, or in: Chapter X of the present volume (first addendum t0 
the fourth edition of the Collection). The two last columns of the present iist 
indicate the serial number of each instrument and the volume in which i t  is contained. 

Unless a contrary indication is given, the numbers and pages are those of 
the volume Series D., No. 6 : Collection of Tex t s  governinx the jurisdiction of the Court 
(fourth edition). The abbreviation E. 8 means : Eighth Annual  Report of the Court 
(lune ~ j t h ,  1931-June 15tfi, 1g32), i.e. the present volume. 



1919 Pluce 01 Title of Contvacting 
(cont.) . signature. the act. Pavties. 

Sept. IO Saint-Ger- Conv. relating to  U.S. of America, 
main-en- the liquor traffic Belgium, British 
Laye in Africa Empire, France, 

Italy, Japan, Por- 
tugal 

Sept. IO Saint-Ger- Coriv. revising U.S. of America, 
main-en- the General Act Belgium, British 
Laye of Berlin of Feb. Empire, France, 

26th, 1885, and Italy, Japan, Por- 
the General Act tugal 
and the Declara- 
tion of Brussels of 
July nnd, 1890 

Oct. 13 Paris Conv. for the (Collective Treaty) 
regulation of air 
navigation 

Nov. 27 Neuilly-sur- Treaty of Peace Allied and Assoc. 
Seine Powers and Bulgaria 

Nov. 28 IVashington Conv. limiting (Collective Treaty) 
the hours of work 
in industrial 
undertakings to 
eight in the day 
and forty-eight in 
the week 

Nov. 28 Washington Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
unemployment 

Sov .  28 Washington Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
night work of 
women 

Nov. 28 Washington Conv. fixing the (Collective Treaty) 
minimum age for 
admission of 
children to in- 
dustrial employ- 
ment 

Xov. 28 Washington Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
the night work 
of young persons 
employed in 
industry 



1919 Place of 

(cont .) . signature. 

Nov. 29 Washington 

Dec. g Paris 

1920. 
Narch 26 Stockholm 

June 4 Trianon 

July g Genoa 

July g Genoa 

July IO Genoa 

.\ug. 10 Sèvres 

Aug. 10 Sèvre.; 

Nov. 9 Paris 

Dec. 13 Geneva 

Title O{ Contracting 
the nct. Parties. 

Conv. concerriing (Collective Treaty) 
employment of 
womcn beforc 
and after child- 
birth 

Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied and 
"3Iii1orities") Assoc. Powers and 

Roumania 

Conv. concerriiiig Chile and Sweden 
the establishment 
of a permanent 
conciliation com- 
mission 

Treaty of Peace Allied and Assoc. 
Powers and Hungary 

Conv. fixing the (Collective Treaty) 
miiiimum age for 
admission of chil- 
dren to  employ- 
ment a t  sea 

Conv. concerninç (C,ollective Treaty) 
unemployrnent 
indemnity in case 
of loss or found- 
ering of the ship 

Conv. for (Collective Treaty) 
establishing facil- 
ities for findiiig 
employment for 
seamen 

Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied and 
"Jlinorities") Assoc. Powers and 

Greece 

Treaty (so-called Princ. Allied Powers 
"1Iinorities") and Armenia 

C.onvention Poland and Danzig 

Kesolution of the - 
Assembly of the 
L. S. approving 
the Statute of 
the Permanent 
Court of Inter- 
national Justice 

V> 

Nos. z 



1920 Place of 
(cont.) . signature. 

Dec. 16 Geneva 

Dec. 16 Geneva 

Dec. 17 Geneva 

Dec. 17 Geneva 

Dec. 17 Geneva 

Dec. 17 Geneva 

Dec. 17 Geneva 

1921. 
April 20 Barcelona 

Title of 
the act. 

Contvactzng 
Parties. 

V1 

Nos. 
2 

Protocol of (Collective Treaty) 3 18 
Signature of 
the Permanent 
Court of Inter- 
national Justice 

Statute of the 
Permanent Court 
of International 
Justice 

Mandate for Conferred on His 231 550 
German South- Britannic Majesty to 
West Africa be exercised in His 

name by the Govt. of 
the Union of South 
Africa 

Mandate for Conferred on His 232 551 
German Samoa Britannic Majesty to 

be exercised in His 
name by the Govt. of 
the Dominion of New 
Zealand 

Mandate for Conferred on His 233 551 
Nauru Britannic Majesty 

Mandate for the Conferred on His 234 5.51 
former German Britannic Majesty to  
possessions in the be exercised in His 
Pacific Ocean name by the Govt. of 
situated the Commonwealth of 
south of the Australia 
equator other 
than German 
Samoa and 
Nauru 

Mandate for the Conferred on H.M. the 235 552 
former German Emperor of Japan 
possessions in the 
Pacific Ocean 
situated north of 
the equator 

Conv. and Sta- (Collective Treaty) 175 491 
tute on freedom 
of transit 
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1921 Place of  
(cont.) . signature. 

April 20 Barcelona 

May 17 Geneva 

June 24 Geneva 

July 23 Paris 

July 27 Copenhagen 

Oct. 2 Geneva 

Oct. 29 Helsingfors 

Nov. II Geneva 

Tille o f  Contracting '3 

Nos. 2 
the act. Parties. G 

Conv. and Sta- (Collective Treaty) 176 493 
tute on the ré- 
gime of navigable 
waterways of in- 
ternational con- 
irern 

:Resolution of -- 
the Council of 
ithe L. N. (con- 
ditions under 
which the Court 
is open to States 
other than Mem- 
Ilers of the L. N.) 

,4greement in re- Finland and Sweden 236 552 
gard to  the Aa- 
land Islands 

Oonv. on the Austria, Belgium, 237 553 
Statute of the Great Britain, Bul- 
llanube garia, Czechoslovakia, 

France, Germany, 
Greece, Hungary, 
Italy, Roumania, 
Yugoslavia 

Conv. on air Denmark and Norway 238 553 
navigation 

Ileclaration made Albania 239 554 
before the Coun- 
cil of the L. N. 
in regard to the 
protection of 
rninorities in Al- 
bania 

'Treaty of com- Esthonia and Fin- 240 55j 
rnerce and navi- land 
gation 

Conv. concern- (Collective Treaty) 177 494 
ing the compul- 
sory medical exa- 
rnination of chil- 
dren and young 
persons employed 
at sea 



1921 Place of 

(cont.) . signature. 

Nov. II Geneva 

Nov. 12 Geneva 

Nov. 12 Geneva 

Nov. 16 Geneva 

Nov. 17 Geneva 

Nov. 19 Geneva 

Nov. 23 Portorose 

Dec. 16 Prague 

1922. 
Feb. 22 Dresden 

Title of Contracting 
the act. Parties. 

Conv. fixing the (Collective Treaty) 
minimum age 
for the admis- 
sion of young 
persons to em- 
ployment as 
trimmers or 
stokers 

Conv. concerning (Collective Treat y) 
workmen's com- 
pensation in 
agriculture 

Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
the rights of 
association and 
combination of 
agricultural 
workers 

Conv. relating (Collective Treaty) 
to  the age at  
which children 
are to  be admitted 
to agriciilt ural 
work 

Conv. concerning (Co!lective Treaty) 
the application 
of the weekly 
rest in indus- 
trial undertakings 

Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
the use of white 
lead in painting 

Agreement for Austria, Czechoslo- 
the regulation of vakia, Hungary, 
international rail- Italy, Poland, Rou- 
way traffic mania, Yugoslavia 

Political Agree- Austria and Czecho- 
ment slovakia 

Conv. instituting Belgium, Czechoslo- 
the Statute of vakia, France, Ger- 
navigation of the many, Great Britain, 
Elbe Italy 

O 
Nos. 2 

178 495 



1922 Place o f  
(cont.) . signatztre. 

Title o f  Contracting 
m 

Nos. 
the act. Parties. Ç4" 

March 17 Warsaw Political Agree- Esthonia, Finland, 244 557 
ment Latvia, Poland 

May 12 Geneva Declaration be- Lithuania 245 558 
fore the Çouncil 
of tlie L. N. 
coricerning the 
protection of 
minoritics in 
Litlliiania 

15 Geneva Conv. witli re- Gcrmany and Poland 246 559 
ference to Upper 
Silesia 

Commercial Con- Poland and 247 561 
vention Switzerland 

June 

J uly 

26 Warsaw 

20 London Mandate for Conferred on H.M. 248 562 
East Africa the King of the 

oians Bel,' 

July 

July 

July 

J uly 

July 

J U ~ Y  

J U ~ Y  

o c t  . 

20 London 

20 London 

20 London 

20 London 

20 London 

24 London 

24 London 

4 Geneva 

Mandate for 
East Africa 

Conferred on His 
Britannic Majesty 

Mandate for the 
Cameroons 

Conferred on His 
Britannic Majesty 

Conferred on the 
French Republic 

Mandate for the 
Cameroons 

Mandate for 
Togoland 

Conferred on His 
Britannic Majesty 

Mandate for 
Togoland 

Conferred on the 
French Republic 

Mandate for 
Palestine 

Conferred on His 
Britannic Majesty 

Mandate for Sy- 
ria and Lebanon 

Conferred on the 
French Republic 

Protocol No. II 
relating to the 
restoration of 
Austria 

Austria, British Em- 
pire, Czechoslovakia, 
France, Italy 

Oct . 4 Geneva Protocol No. III 
(Declaration) re- 
lating to the 
restoration of 
Austria 

Austria 



1922 Place of 
(cont.) . signature. 

Oct. 7 Prague 

Title of Contracting Nos. 
the act. Pavties. 

Commercial Trea- Czechoslovakia and 363 
tY Latvia 

Oct. IO Bagdad Treaty of alliance Great Britain and 258 
Iraq 

Oct. 19 Tallinn Commercial Trea- Estlionia and Hun- 364 
t Y gary 

Conv. relating Denmark and Sweden 259 
to air naviga- 
tion 

Nov. 7 Stockholm 

1923. 

Jan. 20 The Hague Commercial Con- Czechoslovakia and 260 
vention The Netherlands 

Feb. 28 Montevideo General compul- Uruguay and 12 
sory Arbitration Venezuela 
Treaty 

April 10 Budapest 

May 26 Stockholm 

-Agreement relat- Austria and Hungary 13 
ing to  arbitration 

Conv. relating Norway and Sweden 261 
to air naviga- 
tion 

June 23 Washington ilgreement for British Empire and 14 
the renewal of the U.S. of America 
Arbitration Con- 
vention 

July 7 Geneva Declaratioil to  Latvia 
the Council of 
the L. N. concern- 
ing minorities 

July 24 Lausanne Treaty of Peace British Empire, 263 
France, Greece, Italy, 
Japan, Roumania, 
Turkey 

July 24 Lausanne Declaration re- Turkey 360 
lating t o  the ad- 
ministration of 
justice 
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1923 Place of  Title of Contracting Y1 

Nos. 2 
(cont .) . signature. the act. Parties. & 

July 24 Lausanne Conv. relating British Empire, 365 638 
to the compen- France, Greece, Italy 
sation payable 
by Greece to Al- 
lied nationals 

Aug. 23 Washington Agreement for Japan and the U.S. 15 86 
the renewal of of America 
Arbitration Conv. 

Sept. 12 Geneva Conv. for the (Collective Treaty) 184 498 
suppression of 
the circulation of 
and traffic in ob- 
scene publica- 
tions 

Sept. 17 Geneva Resolution of 
the Council of 
the L. N. relat- 
ing to the pro- 
tection of minor- 
ities in Esthonia 

Nov. I Tallinn Treaty of defen- Esthonia and Latvia 265 571 
sive alliance 

Nov. I Tallinn Preliminary Trea- Esthonia and Latvia 366 639 
ty  for Econornic 
and Customs 
Union 

Nov. 3 Geneva International (Collective Treaty) 185 500 
Conv. for the 
simplification of 
customs formal- 
ities 

Nov. 19 Riga Treaty of com- Hungary arid Latvia 367 640 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Dec. 9 Geneva Conv. and Sta- (Collective Treaty) 186 502 
tute on the in- 
ternational ré- 
gime of railways 

Dec. g Geneva Conv. and Sta- (Collective Treaty) 187 504 
tute on the in- 
ternational ré- 
gime of mari- 
time ports 



80 INSTRUMENTS GOVERSISG T H E  COCRT'S JURISDICTION 

1923 Place of 

(cont .) . signatztre. 

Dec. 9 Geneva 

Dec. 9 Geneva 

Dec. 18 Paris 

1924. 
Jan. 25 Paris 

March 14 Geneva 

April 14 Bucharest 

April 28 Oslo 

May 8 Paris 

May 30 Vl'arsaw 

Title o j  Contvucting 
the nct. Parties. 

Conv. relating (Collective Treaty) 
to  the trans- 
mission in tran- 
sit of electric 
power 

Conv. relating (Collective Treaty) 
to  the develop- 
ment of hydrau- 
lic power 

Conv. regarding British Empire, 
the organization France, Spain 
of the Statute 
of tlie Tangier 
Zone 

Treaty of alliance Czeclioslovakia and 
and friendsliip France 

Protocol No. I I  Hungary 
relating to the 
financial recon- 
struction of Hun- 
P r Y  

Conv. concerning Hungary and Rou- 
the Hydraulic mania 
System of tlie 
Coterminous Ter- 
ritories and the 
dissolution of t he  
Floods Protec- 
tion Associaiions, 
divided by rlie 
frontier 

Conv. relating Finland and Norway 
to the fronticr 
between Finmark 
and Petsamo 

Conv. relating British Empire, 
to  tlie transfer France, Italy, Japan, 
of tlie Memel Lithuania 
Territory 

Treaty of corn- The Netherlands and 
merce and navi- Poland 
gation 



1924 Place of Title of 
(cont.) . signature. the act. 

Jiine 2 Stockholm 'Treaty of conci- 
liation 

June 6 Copenhagen 'Treaty of conci- 
liation 

June I O  Kovno Exchange of no- 
tes constituting 
a. provisional ar- 
rangement with 
regard to com- 
rnerce and navi- 
gation 

June 18 Budapest Treaty of conci- 
liation and arbi- 
t rat ion 

June 23 Rio de Ja- Treaty concern- 
neiro iiig the judicial 

settlement of dis- 
putes 

June 27 Stockholm Conv. concern- 
ing the estab- 
lishment of a 
conciliation com- 
mission 

June 27 Stockholm Idem 

June 27 Stockholm Idem 

June 27 Stockholm Idem 

June 27 Stockholm Idem 

June 27 Stockholm Idem 

July 2 Riga Treaty of com- 
m.erce 

July 9 Copenhagen Conv. concern- 
irig Eastern 
Greenland 

July 22 Tallinn Provisional Com- 
mercial Treaty 

Aug. g Riga Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Co?ztracling 
Parties. 

Sweden and 368 640 
Switzerland 

Denmark and 369 641 
Switzerland 

Lithuania and The 273 j76 
Netherlands 

Hungary and 16 86 
Switzerland 

Brazil and 17 90 
Switzerland 

Finland and Sweden 370 642 

Denmark and Sweden 371 642 

Denmark and Norway 372 643 

Denmark and Finland 373 643 

Finland and Nonvay 374 643 

Norway and Sweden 375 644 

Latvia and The 274 576 
Netherlands 

Denmark and Nonvay 275 577 

Esthonia and The 276 577 
Net herlands 

Austria and Latvia 376 644 



1924 Place of  
(cont .) . signature. 

Aug. 14 Oslo 

Aug. 21 Washington 

Aug. 30 London 

Aug. 30 London 

Aug. 30 London 

Sept. 20 Rome 

Sept. 27 Geneva 

Oct. 2 Geneva 

Oct. II Vienna 

Kov. 3 Riga 

Title of Contracting 
Y> 

Nos. 2 
the act. Parties. 4 

I d e m .  Latvia and Norway 377 644 

Conv. respect- The Netherlands and 277 578 
ing the regu- the U.S. of America 
lation of tlie 
liquor traffic 

Agreement relat- Allied Govts. and 378 645 
ing to  the Ar- German Govt. 
rangement of 
A U ~ U S ~  gth, 1924, 
between the 
German Govt. 
and the Repara- 
tion Commission 

Agreement for Allied Govts. and 278 579 
the execution of German Govt. 
the Experts Plan 
of April gth, 1924 

Idem Allied Govts. 279 580 

Treaty of conci- Italy and 18 91 
liation and judi- Switzerland 
cial settlement 

Decision of the British Empire 280 gS3 
Council of the 
L. N. relating to  
the application 
to  Iraq of the 
principles of Art. 
22 of the Cov- 
enant (British 
Mandate for 
Iraq) 

Resolutions relat- 
ing to  the pacific 
settlement of 
international 
disputes adopt- 
ed by the 5th 
Assembly of the 
L. N. 

Treaty of conci- Austria and 19 95 
liation Swit zerland 

Treaty of com- Denmark and Latvia 281 582 
merce and navi- 
gation 



1924 Place of Title of 

(cont .) . signature. the act. 

Nov. g London Agreement for 
the renewal of 
Arbitration Con- 
vent ion 

Dec. 2 London Treaty of com- 
nierce and navi- 

ation 

Dec. 4 Berlin Commercial Con- 
vention 

Dec. g The Hague Treaty of com- 
merce 

Dec. 26 Tokio Treaty of judi- 
cial settlement 

1925. 
Jan. 17 Helsingfors Conciliation and 

Arbitration Con- 
vention 

Feb. 14 Oslo Conv. concern- 
ing the inter- 
national legal 
régime of the 
waters of the 
Pasvik (Patsj oki) 
and of the Ja-  
kobselv (Vuore- 
majoki) 

Feb. 14 Oslo Conv. concern- 
in,g the float- 
ing of timber 
on. the Pasvik 
(P'atsjoki) 

Feb. 14 Paris Treaty of friend- 
ship, commerce 
and navigation 

Feb. 19 Geneva Conv. concern- 
in{; opium 

March 7 Berne Treaty of conci- 
liaiion and arbi- 
tration 

March 28 Riga Conciliation Con- 
vention 

Contracting 
Parties. 

G 
Nos. tm F4 

Great Rritain and 20 97 
Sweden 

Germany and Great 282 583 
Britain 

Latvia and 
Switzerland 

379 648 

Hungary and The 283 583 
Netherlands 

Japan and 21 99 
Swit zerland 

Esthonia, Finland, 22 100 
Latvia, Poland 

Finland and Norway 284 584 

Finland and Norway 285 584 

France and Siam 286 585 

(Collective Treaty) 190 509 

Poland and Switzer- 23 106 
land 

Latvia and Sweden 380 648 



1925 Place of 
(cont.). signatzire. 

April 6 Paris 

April 17 Warsaw 

April 23 Warsaw 

May 13 London 

May 29 Tallinn 

June 5 Geneva 

June 8 Geneva 

June 8 The Hague 

June IO Geneva 

June IO Geneva 

June II Kovno 

Title of Contvacting 
Nos. 

ille art .  Part ies .  

Treaty of conci- France and 24 
liatioii and of Switzerland 
corn piilsory ar- 
bitration 

Exchange of no- Greece and Poland 287 
tes corîstituting 
a provisional 
cominercial Conv. 

Treaty of conci- Czechoslovakia and 25 
liation and ar- Poland 
bitration 

Agreement for Great Britain and 26 
the renewal of Norway 
Arbitration Conv. 

Conv. of con- Esthonia and Sweden 381 
ciliation 

Conv. concern- (Collective Treaty) 191 
ing equality of 
treatment for 
national and for- 
eign workers 
as regards work- 
men's compen- 
sation for acci- 
dents 

Conv. relating (Collective Treaty) 192 
to night work 
in  bakeries 

Treaty of friend- Siam and The 288 
ship, commerce NetherIands 
and navigation 

Conv. concern- (Collective Treaty) 193 
ing workmen's 
compensation for 
accidents 

Conv. concern- (Collective Treaty) 194 
ing workmen's 
compensation 
for occupation- 
al  diseases 

Treaty of con- Lithuania and Sweden 382 
ciliation 



u; 
Nos. $ 

. a, 

1925 
(cont .) . 

Place of Ti t lc  O/ 
signatztre. the act. 

Coutvacting 
Parties. 

June 17 Geneva Conv. concern- 
i.ng the super- 
vision of the in- 
ternational trade 
in arms and 
ammunition and 
iinplements of 
vrar 

(Collective Treaty) 

Brussels Treaty of com- 
merce and na- 
vigation 

The Economic Union 
of Belgium and 
Luxemburg and 
Latvia 

July 12 London Agreement for 
the renewal of 
A.rbitration 
Conv. 

Great Britain and 
The Netherlands 

London Treaty of com- 
merce and na- 
vigation 

Great Britain and 
Siam 

Paris Treaty of judi- 
ci al settlement 

Brazil and Liberia 

Madrid Treaty of frieiid- 
s l ip ,  commerce 
and navigation 

Siam and Spain 

Paris F'rontier Delimi- 
tation Treaty 

France and Germany Aug. 14 

 AU^. 14 Lisbon Treaty of friend- 
ship, commerce 
aind navigation 

Portugal and Siam 

Oslo 'ïreaty of conci- 
liation 

Norway and 
Switzerland 

Denmark and Siam 

Aug. 21 

Sept. I Copenhagen Treaty of friend- 
shi p, commerce 
and navigation 

Sept. 21 Geneva Treaty of conci- 
1i.ation and ju- 
di cial settlemerit 

Greece and 
Switzerland 

Berne Commercial Conv. Esthonia and 
Swit zerland 

Belgium and Ger- 
many 

Locarno Arbitration Conv. 



v; 
Nos. 40 a: 
32 133 

1925 Place of 
(cont .) . signature. 

Ti t le  O /  Contracting 
the act. Parties. 

Oct. 16 Locarno Arbitration Conv. France and Germany 

Oct. 16 Locarno Arbitration Trea- Germany and Poland 
t Y 

Arbitration Trea- Czechoslovakia and 
t y  Germany 

Oct. 16 Locarno 

Nov. 3 Stockholm Treaty of con- Poland and Sweden 
ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

Kov. 25 Oslo Conv. for the Norway and Sweden 
pacific settle- 
ment of disputes 

Nov. 25 London 

Nov. 26 Berlin 

Arbitration Conv. Great Britain and 
Siam 

Protocol attached 
to Cristoms and Germany and The 
Credit Treaty Netherlands 

Dec. 7 Prague Agreement re- Austria and Czecho- 
garding the exe- slovakia 
cution of Arti- 
cles 266 (last 
paragraph) and 
273 of the Trea- 
t y  of Saint-Ger- 
main 

Dec. 12 The Hague 

Dec. 19 Stockholm 

Treaty of con- Switzerland and The 
ciliation Netherlands 

Treaty of friend- Siam and Sweden 
ship, commerce 
and navigation 

1926. 

Jan. 2 Prague Treaty of con- Czechoslovakia and 
ciliation and ar- Sweden 
bitration 

Jan. 14 Stockholm Conv. for the Denmark and Sweden 
pacific settle- 
ment of dis- 
putes 

Jan. 15 Copenhagen Idem Denmark and Norway 41 152 



1926 Place of Tit le  of Contracting .;, 
Nos.  5 

(cont .) . signature. the act. Parties. 4 

Jan. 29 Helsingfors Idem Finland and Sweden 42 153 

Jan. 30 Helsingfors Idem Denmark and Finland 43 154 

Feb. 2 Jerusalem Agreement to Great Lebanon and 295 591 
facilitate neigh- Palestine, and Syria 
bourly relations 

Feb. 3 Berne Treaty of conci- Roumania and 44 155 
liation, of judi- Switzerland 
cial settlement 
and of compul- 
sory arbitration 

Feb. 3 Helsingfors Conv. for the Finland and Nonvay 45 159 
pacific settlement 
of disputes 

Feb. IO Monrovia Arhitration Conv. U.S. of America and 46 161 
Liberia 

Rfarch 4 Havana Conv. for pre- US.  of America and 296 592 
vention of smug- Cuba 
gling of intoxic- 
iiting liquors 

March 5 Vienna 'Treaty of con- Austria and 47 162 
ciliation and ar- Czeclioslovakia 
bitration 

April 16 Vienna Idem Austria and Poland 48 165 

April 20 Madrid Idem Spain and Switzerland 49 170 

April 23 Copenhagen Idem Denmark and Poland 50 173 

April 30 Rrussels Idem Belgium and Sweden 51 178 

May 4 Prague Conv. concerning Czechoslovakia and 386 652 
the execution of Italy 
life insurance and 
life annuity con- 
tracts 

May 9 Rome Treaty of friend- Italy and Siam 297 593 
ship, commerce 
and navigation 

Rlay 12 Athens Commercial Conv. Greece and The 298 593 
Netherlands 



1926 Place o f  
(cont.). signature. 

May 20 The Hague 

May 28 Stockholm 

May 30 Angora 

June 2 Berlin 

June 4 London 

June 4 London 

June 5 Geneva 

June IO Paris 

June 19 Paris 

June 23 Geneva 

June 24 Geneva 

Title of Contracting 
the act. Parties. 

Treaty of arbi- Germany and The 
tration and con- Netherlands 
ciliation 

Treaty of concilia- Austria and Sweden 
tion and arbitra- 
tion 

Conv. of friend- France and Turkey 
sliip and neigh- 
bourly relations 

Treaty of arbi- Denmark and 
tration and con- Germany 
ciliation 

Conv. renewing, Denmark and Great 
the Arbitration Britain 
Conv. of October 
25th, 1905 

Conv. renewing, Great Britain and 
as far as Iceland Iceland 
is concerned, the 
Anglo-Danish 
Arbitration Conv. 
of October 25th, 
1905 

Conv. for the (Collective Treaty) 
simplification of 
the inspection of 
emigrants on board 
ship 

Conv. for the France and 
pacific settle- Roumania 
ment of disputes 

Agreement regard- Great Britain and 
ing the sanitarv The Netherlands 
control over Mecca 
Pilgrims at Kama- 
ran Island 

Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
the repatriation 
of seamen 

Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 
seamen's articles 
of agreement 

V> U 

Nos.  14" 



U; 

Nos. 
c4" 

1926 Place o f  
(cont .) . signatt~re. 

June 28 Riga 

Title of Contracting 
the act. Parties. 

Treaty concern- Germany and Latvia 
ing the establisli- 
ment of economic 
relations 

July 5 Paris 

July 16 London 

Treat y of arbi ira- Denrnark and France 
tion 

Treaty of corn- Great Britain and 
merce and navi- Greece 
gat ion 

Jiily 16 Oslo Treaty of friend- Norway and Siam 
ship, commerce 
and navigation 

July 23 London Treaty of corn- Great Britain and 
merce and navi- Hungary 
gat ion 

July 2 4  Belgrade 

Aug. 7 Madrid 

Treaty of corn- Hungary and 
merce Yugoslavia 

Trcaty of fricnd- Italy and Spain 
ship, conciliation 
.and arbitration 

Conv. regulating France and 
the relations with Switzerland 
regard to  certain 
clauses of the legal 
régime of the 
future Kembs 
.Derivation 

Sept. 7 Port-au- 
Prince 

Sept. IO Athens 

Sept. 18 Geneva 

Conv. of corn- Haiti and The 
merce Net herlands 

Commercial Conv. Greece and Sweden 

'rreaty of concilia- Poland and 
i.io:i atid arbitra- Yugoslavia 
rion 

Sept. 2j Geneva Conv. regarding (Collective Treaty) 
slavery 

'rreaty of corn- Esthonia and the 
rnerce and naviga- Economic Union of 
1:ion Belgium and Luxem- 

burg 

Sept. 28 Brussels 



1926 Place o f  
(cont .) . signature. 

Oct. 13 Athens 

Nov. 29 Athens 

Nov. 30 Prague 

Dec. II Kovno 

Dec. 18 Tallinn 

Dec. 29 Rome 

Dec. 29 Lisbon 

1927. 

Jan. 4 London 

Feb. 5 Brussels 

Feb. 5 Riga 

Feb. g Oslo 

Feb. 15 Vienna 

Feb. 24 Rome 

Title of Contracting 
Y> 

Nos. $ 
the act. Parties. a, 

Idem Albania and Greece 391 655 

Provisional Com- Greece and Switzer- 392 656 
mercial Conv. land 

Arbitration Treaty Czechoslovakia and 61 200 
Denmark 

Treaty of conci- Denmark and 62 205 
liation and arbi- Lithuania 
tration 

Treaty of conci- Denmark and 393 657 
liation Esthonia 

Treaty of conci- Germany and Italy 63 206 
liation and arbi- 
tration 

Exchange of notes Portugal and Sweden 64 210 
concerning the 
abrogation of the 
Arbitration Conv. 
of Sovember 15th, 
1913 

Agreement renew- Great Britain and 65 212 
ing the Arbitra- Portugal 
tion Conv. 

Treaty of conci- Belgium and 66 213 
liation, j udicial Switzerland 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Treaty carrying Esthonia and Latvia 394 657 
into effect the 
Customs Union 

Conv. of com- Chile and Norway 306 597 
merce and navi- 
gativn 

Treaty relating to Austria and Czecho- 307 598 
air navigation slovakia 

Treaty of conci- Chile and Italy 67 218 
liation and judi- 
cial settlement 



1927 Place of Title of Contracting 5 
Nos. 2 (cont .) . signature. the act. Parties. n, 

Feb. 25 Riga Conv. of com- Greece and Latvia 395 658 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Riarch 3 Brussels Treaty of conci- Belgium and Denmark 68 219 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

hlarch 4 Stockholm Treaty of conci- Belgium and Finland 69 221 
liation and arbi- 
tration 

March 24 Brussels Conv. concern- Belgium and The 308 598 
ing the applica- Netherlands 
tion of mari- 
time health 
regulations 

April 5 Rome Treaty of friend- Hungary and Italy 70 221 
ship, concilia- 
tion and arbi- 
tration 

May 12 Guatemala Treaty of com- Guatemala and The 309 599 
merce Netherlands 

May 12 London Treaty of com- Great Britain and 310 599 
merce and navi- Yugoslavia 
gation 

May 20 Berlin Conv. regarding Germany and Italy 311 600 
air navigation 

May 21 The Hague Treaty of conci- The Netherlands and 71 225 
liation Sweden 

June 16 Geneva Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 200 517 
sickness insur- 
ance for work- 
ers in industry 
and commerce 
and domestic 
servants 

June 16 Geneva Conv. concerning (Collective Treaty) 201 518 
sickness insurance 
for agricultural 
workers 

June 20  Tallinn 'Treaty of com- Czechoslovakia and 396 658 
inerce Esthonia 



1927 Place o f  
(cont .) . signature. 

June 29 Berlin 

June 29 Athens 

July g Brussels 

July 12 Geneva 

July 19 Brussels 

Aug. II Lisbon 

Aug. 15 Santander 

Aug. 17 Paris 

Aug. 20 Berne 

Sept. 13 London 

Sept. 17 Rome 

Titlc O/ Co?ztvacting u; 
Nos. 2 

the act. Parties. a, 

Conv. concern- Germany and Great 312 600 
ing air iiaviga- Britain 
tion 

Conv. of com- Greece and Norway 313 601 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Treaty of con- Belgiumand Portugal 72 226 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitrati on 

International (Collective Treaty) 202 518 
Conv. establisli- 
ing an Interna- 
ti onal Relief 
Union 

Treaty of conci- Belgium and Spain 73 232 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Conv. to regu- Portugal and Spain 314 601 
late the hydro- 
electric develop- 
ment of the in- 
ternational sec- 
tion of the river 
Douro 

General Conv. Italy and Spain 315 602 
concerning air 
navigation 

Commercial France and Germany 316 603 
Agreement 

Treaty of conci- Colombia and 74 238 
liation, judicial Switzerland 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Treaty of con- Colombia and Sweden 75 242 
ciliation 

Treaty of con- Italy and Lithuania 76 245 
ciliation and ju- 
dicial settlement 



w 

Nos. 
2 

1927 P l a c e o f  Title of Contracting 
( C O ~ Z ~  .) . signatttre. the  acf .  Parties. 

Oct. 17 Brussels Treaty of con- Belgium and 
ciliation, arbitra- Luxemburg 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Oct. 20 Paris Treaty of conci- 
liation and arbi- 
tratioil 

France and 
Luxemburg 

KOV. 2 Athens Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Greece and Yugo- 
slavia 

Nov. 8 Geneva Conv. for the 
abolition of Im- 
port and Export 
Prohibitions and 
Restrictions 

(Collective Treaty) 

Nov. II Paris 

Nov. 16 Berne 

Conv. for Arbi- 
tration 

France and Yugo- 
slavia 

Finland and 
Switzerland 

Treaty of conci- 
liation and judi- 
cial settlement 

Dec. 22 Rome Agreement con- 
cerning the exe- 
cution of Arti- 
cles 266 (last 
paragraph) ancl 
273 of the 
Treaty of Saint- 
Gerniain 

Austria and Italy 

1928. 
Jan. 2 Madrid Conv. of com- 

merce and navi- 
gation 

Denmark and Spain 

Jan. 18 Lisbon Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Portugal and Spain 

Jan. 29 Berlin Treat y of arbi- 
tration and con- 
ciliation 

Germany and 
Lithuania 

France and Sweden hIarch 3 Paris Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 



1928 Place of Title of Contracting 2 
Nos. $ 

(cont .) . signature. the act. Parties. 4 

March IO Geneva Treaty of arbi- 
tration and con- 
ciliation 

March 14 Copenhagen Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

March 21 Geneva Pact of non-ag- 
ression and 
arbitration 

March 22 Madrid General Conv. 
for air naviga- 
tion 

April 5 Washington Treaty of arbi- 
tration and conci- 
liation 

April 6 Vienna Treaty of com- 
merce 

April 7 Bangkok Treaty of friend- 
ship, commerce 
and navigation 

April 26 Madrid Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

May II Rome Treaty regarding 
air navigation 

May 16 Paris Commercial 
Agreement 

May 30 Rome Treaty of neu- 
trality, concilia- 
tion and judicial 
settlement 

May 31 Helsinki Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

June g Geneva Treaty of con- 
ciliation 

France and The 83 268 
Netherlands 

Denmark and Spain 84 273 

Greece and Roumania 85 275 

France and Spain 318 604 

Denmark and Haiti 86 280 

Austria and Denmark 319 604 

Germany and Siam 320 605 

Spain and Sweden 87 282 

Austria and Italy 321 605 

Austria and France 322 606 

Italy and Turkey 88 286 

Finland and Spain 89 290 

Finland and The 90 292 
Netherlands 



INSTRUMENTS GOVERSING THE COURT'S JURISDICTION 

% 
Nos. 2 

a, 

1928 
(cont .) . 

Place of 
signature. 

Vienna 

Title of 
the act. 

Contracting 
Parties. 

June II Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Austria and Spain 

June 16 Geneva Conv. concerning 
the creation of 
minimilm wage- 
fixing rnachinery 

(Collective Treaty) 

June 21 Luxemburg Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Luxemburg and 
Spain 

July 2 

July II 

Paris 

Geneva 

Commercial Conv. Czeclioçlovakia and 
France 

(Collective Treaty) International 
Agreement relat- 
ing to  the ex- 
portation of 
hides and skins 
International 
Agreement relat- 
ing to  the ex- 
portation of 
bones 
Treaty of con- 
ciliation and ju- 
dicial settlement 

July II Geneva (Collective Treaty) 

Helsinki 

Berlin 

Berne 

Finland and Italy Aug. 21 

Aug. 22 

Aug. 29 

Denmark and Greece Conv. of com- 
inerce and navi- 
gation 
Protocol amend- 
ing the Treaty 
of arbitration 
and conciliation 
of Dec. 3rd, 1921 

Germany and 
Switzerland 

Sept. I 

Sept. II 

Pretoria 

Pretoria 

'Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Union of South Africa 
and Germany 

Conv. regulat- 
ing the intro- 
tluction of native 
labour from Mo- 
zambique into 
the Province of 
the Transvaal, 
etc. 

Union of South Africa 
and Portugal 



1928 Place o f  Title O/ Contracting 

(cont.) . signature. the act. Parties. 

Sept. 23 Rome Treaty of friend- Greece and Italy 
ship, concilia- 
tion aiicl judi- 
cial settlement 

Sept. 26 Geneva General Act for (Collective Treaty) 
conciliation, ju- 
dicial settlement 
and arbitration 

Oct. 17 Berne Treaty of con- Portugal and 
ciliation, judi- Switzerland 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Oct. 25 Brussels Treaty of con- Belgium and Poland 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Oct. 27 The Hague Treaty of judi- The Netherlands and 
cial settlement Siam 
and conciliation 

Oct. 29 Luxemburg Treaty of con- Luxemburg and 
ciliatiori and Poland 
arbitration 

Oct. 30 Berlin Treaty of com- Germany and 
merce and navi- Lithuania 
gation 

Nov. 7 Prague Conv. regarding Czechoslovakia and 
the settlement Irugoslavia 
of reciprocal 
claims and debts 
contracted before 
Feb. 26th, 1919, 
in  former Aus- 
tro-Hungarian 
crowns, between 
Serb-Croat-Slo- 
vene and Cze- 
choslovak cred- 
itors or debtors 

Yov. 8 Budapest Conv. of com- Hungary and Sweden 
merce and navi- 
gation 



INSTRUMENTS GOVE:RNIXG THE COURT'S JURISDICTION 97 

1928 Place of Title of Contracting G 
(cont.) . signntttve. the act. 

h'os. :Q 

Parties. E4" 
Nov. IO Berlin Conv. for the Germany and 401 662 

purpose of ter- Koumania 
ininating the 
existing fiiian- 
cial disputes 

Nov. 14 Prague Coiiv. relating Czechoslovakia and 402 662 
to  tlie settle- Hungary 
ment of ques- 
tions arisirig 
out of the deli- 
mitatioii of tlie 
frontier 

Nov. 16 Prague Treaty of coii- Czechoslovakia and ~ o o  319 
ciliation, judi- Spain 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Nov. 30 Warsaw Treaty of con- Hungary and Poland I ~ I  320 
ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

Dec. 3 Helsinki Protocol amend- Finland and Germany 102 323 
ing the Trcaty 
of arbitration 
and conciliation 
of bllarch 14tli, 
1925 

Dec. 3 Madrid Treaty of con- Poland and Spain 103 326 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Dec. 7 Tallinn Treaty of com- Esthonia and Germany 403 663 
merce and navi- 
,qation 

Dec. g Ankara Treaty of con- Switzerland and 104 330 
ciliation, judi- Turkey 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Dec. II Warsaw 'Treaty of com- Austria and Esthonia 404 664 
merce 

Dec. 12 Prague Treaty regard- Austria and 405 665 
ing settlement Czecl~oslovakia 
of legal ques- 
tions conilected 
-with the fron- 
tier described 
in  Art. 27. para. 
6 ,  of the Treaty 
of Saint-Ger- 
:main 



Place of 
signature. 

Title of 
the act. 

Contracting 
Parties. 

Y; 

Nos. 2 
1928 

(cont .) . 
Budapest Treaty of con- 

ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

Finland and Hungary IO5 334 Dec. 12 

Dec. 27 Madrid Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Norway and Spain 106 335 

Hungary and Turkey 107 339 Budapest Treaty of 
neutrality, con- 
ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

Germany and Persia 406 666 

Bulgaria and Turkey 108 341 

Feb. 17 

Jlarch 6 

Teheran 

Ankara 

Treaty of friend- 
ship 

Treaty of neu- 
trality, concilia- 
tion, judicial set- 
tlement and ar- 
bitration 

Convention of 
commerce, navi- 
gation and 
establishment 

France and Greece 327 610 Athens 

March 15 

Marc11 27 

Paris 

Belgrade 

Commercial 
Convention 

Esthonia and France 328 610 

Treaty of friend- 
ship, concilia- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Greece and Yugo- 109 346 
slavia 

The Hague 

Geneva 

Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Austria and The 329 611 
Netlierlands 

(Collective Treaty) 207 j23 April 20 International 
Conv. for the 
suppression of 
counterfeiting 
currency 

hpril 23 Prague Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Belgium and Czecho- IIO 354 
slovakia 



1929 Place of 
(cont .) . signature. 

April 25 Berlin 

Title of 
the act. 

Contracting 
Parties. 

4 
Nos. 5 

a, 

Protocol modi- 
fyirig the Arbi- 
tration Conv. 
of Aug. 29th, 
1924 

Germany and Sweden III 362 

April 29 Tallinn 

May 16 Ankara 

May 16 Budapest 

May 21 Belgrade 

Conv. of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Esthonia and 
Hungary 

407 667 

Germany andTurkey 112 365 Treaty of arbi- 
tration and cori- 
ciliation 

Conv. of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Hungary and 408 667 
Lithuania 

General Act of 
conciliation, ar- 
bitration and ju- 
dicial settlement 

Czechoslovakia, Rou- 113 369 
mania and Yugoslavia 

May 23 Teheran 

May 27 Teheran 

May 30 La Paz 

June 8 Prague 

Treaty of friend- 
ship 

Belgium and Persia 409 668 

Treaty of friend- 
ship 

Persia and Sweden 410 670 

Treaty of com- 
merce 

Bolivia and The 330 611 
Net herlands 

Pact of friend- 
ship, concilia- 
tion, arbitration 
and judicial 
settlement 

Czechoslovakia and 114 373 
Greece 

June IO Xadrid Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Hungary and Spain II  j 375 

June IO Rome Conv. regardjng 
conditions of 
residence and 
commerce 

Albania and 331 612 
Switzerland 

Italy and Norway 116 378 June 17 Oslo Conv. of con- 
ciliation, judicial 
settlement and 
.îrbitration 



1929 Place o f  Ti t le  of 
(cont .) . signature. the act. 

June 21 Geneva Conv. concerning 
the marking of 
the weight on 
heavy packages 
transported by 
vessels 

June 21 Geneva Conv. concerning 
the protection 
against acci- 
dents of workers 
employed in 
loading or un- 
loading ships 

June 25 Atheils Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

July 8 Berne Commercial 
Conv. 

July 9 Tallinn Conv. for judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

July 22 Budapest Treaty of conci- 
liation and arbi- 
tration 

Aug. 15 Luxemburg Treaty of con- 
ciliation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Aug. 26 Copenhagen Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Aug. 26 Berne Treaty of com- 
merce 

Sept. g Geneva Conv. for the 
peaceful settle- 
ment of al1 
international dis- 
putes 

Contracting 
Parties. 

$ 
Nos .  

;1" 
(Collective Treaty) 208 524 

(Collective Treaty) 209 524 

Belgium and Greece 117 383 

France and 411 671 
Switzerland 

Czechoslovakia and 118 385 
Esthonia 

Bulgaria and Hungary 119 387 

Luxemburg and 120 389 
Portugal 

Iceland and Spain 121 389 

SwitzerIand and 412 672 
Belgo-Luxemburg 
Economic Union 

Czechoslovakia and 122 392 
Norway 



INSTRUMENTS GOVERNING T H E  COURT'S JURISDICTION 

U; 

Nos. n: 
1929 Place of 

(cont .) . signature. 

Sept. II Geneva 

Title of 
the act. 

Contracting 
Parties. 

Treaty of arbi- 
tration and con- 
ciliation 

Germany and 
Luxemburg 

Sept. 14 Geneva Protocol relating 
to  the revision 
of the Statute of 
the Court 

(Collective Treaty) 

Sept. 14 Geneva 

Sept. 14 Geneva 

Amendments to 
the Statute of 
the Court 

Protocol relating 
to  the accession 
of tlie U.S. of 
America to  the 
Protocol of 
Signature of the 
Statute of the 
Court 

(Collective Treaty) 

Sept. 14 Geneva Treaty of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

Czechoslovakia and 
The Netherlands 

Sept. 16 Geneva Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Luxemburg and 
Swi tzerland 

Sept. 17 Geneva Treaty of jiitli- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

Luxemburg and The 
Net herlands 

Sept. 18 Geneva Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Czeclloslovakia and 
Luxemburg 

Sept. 20 Geneva Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Czechoslovakia and 
Switzerland 

Oct. 2 Prague Conv. of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

Czechoslovakia and 
Finland 



1929 
(cont .) . 

Nov. 2 

Nov. 6 

Nov. 27 

Dec. g 

Dec. 18 

Dec. 27 

Dec. 31 

1930. 

Jan. 14 

Place of 
signature. 

Hamburg 

Paris 

Tallinn 

Oslo 

Geneva 

Vienna 

Warsaw 

The Hague 

Title of Contracting 
.; 

Nos. QE 

the act. Pavties. $ 
Decision re- Czechoslovakia and 332 612 
specting the exe- Germany 
cution of Art. 
363-364 of the 
Treaty of Ver- 
sailles, and an- 
nexes E. 8 
Commercial Cuba and France 424 480 
Conv. 
Treaty of con- Esthonia and Hungary 130 409 
ciliation and ar- 
bitration 
Treaty of con- Nonvay and Poland 131 410 
ciliation, arbi- 
tration and judi- 
cial settlement 
Protocol of ne- France, Germany and 333 613 
gotiations (re- Switzerland 
gularization of 
the Rhine be- 
tween strasburgl 
Kehl and Istein) 
Agreement con- Austria and Greece 334 614 
cerning the pay- 
ment of claims 
of Greek nation- 
als in respect 
of damages 
suffered during 
the period of 
Greek neutrality 
Treaty of conci- Bulgaria and Poland 132 414 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Agreement re- Canada and Germany 413 673 
garding the re- 
lease of property, 
rights and in- 
terests of Ger- 
man nationals 
subject to the 
charge created 
in pursuance of 
the Treaty of 
Versailes 



INSTRUMENTS GOVERNING T H E  COURT'S JURISDICTION IO3 

1930 Place of Title of Contracting Y1 

Nos. % 
( C O T Z ~  .) . sigfzatztre. the act. Pavties. z 

Jan. 18 The Hague Conv. for the Austria and Belgium 414 674 
final settlement 
of questions aris- 
ing out of Sec- 
tions I I I  and IV 
of Part X of 
the Treaty of 
Saint-Germain 

Jan. 20 The Hague Agreement South Africa, 335 614 
Australia, Belgium, 
Canada, Czechoslova- 
kia, France, Germany, 
Great Britain, Greece, 
India, Italy, Japan, 
New Zealand, Poland, 
Portugal, Roumania, 
Yugoslavia 

Jan. zo The Hague Ileclaration (An- Germany 
nex I to Agree- 
ment of Janu- 
ary zoth, 1930) 

Jan. 20 The Hague Agreement re- S ~ u t h  Africa, 337 617 
garding the final Australia, Austria, 
discharge of the Belgium, Canada, 
financial obliga- Czechoslovakia, 
tions of Aiistria France, Great Britain, 

Greece, India, Italy, 
Japan, New Zealand, 
Poland, Portugal, 
Koumania and 
Yuqoslavia 

Jan. zo The Hague Agreement re- South Africa, 338 618 
garding the Australia, Austria, 
settlement of Belgium, Canada, 
Bulgarian repar- Czechoslovakia, 
ations France, Great Britain, 

Greece, India, Italy, 
Japan, New Zea- 
land, Poland, Por- 
tugal, Roumania and 
Yugoslavia 

Jan. 20 The Hague Conv. respect- Belgium, France, 339 619 
ing Bank for Germany, Great 
International Brit ain, Italy, Japan 
Settlements and Switzerland 



IO4 INSTRUMENTS GOVERNING T H E  

1930 
(cont .) . 

Jan. 22 

Jan. 22 

Jan. 23 

Feb. 3 

Feb. 6 

Feb. 13 
Feb. 18 

Feb. 28 

March 8 

Place of 
signature. 

Luxemburg 

The Hague 

Athens 

Paris 

Rome 

Cape Town 
Lourenço 

Marques 

Riga 

Prague 

Title of 
the act. 

Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitration 
and judicial 
set t lement 

Treaty of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Treaty of friend- 
ship, concilia- 
tion and arbi- 
tration 

Treaty of friend- 
ship, concilia- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Commercial 
Agreement 
between the 
High Commis- 
sioner for South 
Africa and the 
Governor-Gen- 
eral of Mo- 
zambique regu- 
lating the com- 
mercial relations 
between Swazi- 
land, etc., and 
hlozambique 

Treaty of arbi- 
tration 

Conv. of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

March 12 Teheran Treaty of friend- 
ship 

v; Contracting 
Nos.  $ 

Parties. 4 

Luxemburg and 133 417 
Roumania 

The Netherlands and 134 419 
Roumania 

Greece and Spain 135 420 

France and Turkey 136 421 

Austria and Italy 137 424 

Great Britain and 415 674 
Portugal 

Denmark and Latvia 138 428 

Czechoslovakia and 139 430 
Lithuania 

The Netherlands and 416 675 
Pers'a 



INSTRUMENTS GOVERNIKG THE COURT'S JURISDICTION 105 

1930 Place o f  Title O! Contvncting 
'i 

the act. Pavties. 
Nos. % 

(cont .) . signatzsve. E4" 
March 25 Belgrade Conv. of conci- Belgium and Yugo- 140 430 

liation, judicial slavia 
settlement and 
arbi tration 

April IO Warsaw Conv. of com- Greece and Poland 340 619 
merce and navi- 
,gation 

April 12 The Hague Treaty of judi- The Netherlands and 141 432 
cial settlement, Poland 
arbitration and 
iconciliation 

April 1 2  The Hague Conv. on cer- (Collective Treaty) 210 525 
tain questions 
relating to  the 
conflict of na- 
tionality laws 

April 12 The Hague Protocol relat- (Collective Treaty) 211 526 
ing to  military 
obligations in 
certain cases of 
double nation- 
ality 

April 12 The Hague :Protoc01 relat- (Collective Treaty) 212 527 
ing to  a certain 
case of state- 
lessness 

April 12 The Hague Special Pro- (Collective Treaty) 213 527 
t oc01 concerning 
statelessness 

April 28 Paris 

April 28 Paris 

April 28 Paris 

Agreement Soutli Africa, Austra- 417 677 
(No. 1) lia, Belgium, Canada, 

Czechoslovakia, 
France. Great Britain, 
Greece, Hungary, 
India. Italy, Japan, 
Kew Zealand, Poland, 
Portugal, Roumania, 
Yugoslavia 

Agreement 
(No. II) 

Idem 

Agreement Idem 
(No. III) 



Contracting 
Parties. 

<I: Ei 

Nos. 
R" 

1930 Place o j  Title O/ 

(cont.) . signature. the act. 

France, Czechoslo- 418 678 
vakia, Great Britain, 
Italy, Roumania, 
Yugoslavia 

April 28 Paris Agreement 
(No. IV) 

Hungary and Rou- 343 622 
mania 

April 28 Paris Agreement 

April 28 Ankara Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Spain and Turkey 142 435 

April 28 Paris Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

Finland and France 143 437 

Athens Treaty of con- 
ciliation and 
arbitration 

Greece and Hungary 144 442 

The Netherlands 344 622 
and Switzerland 

May 26 

May 28 

The Hague 

Belgrade 

Treaty of com- 
merce 

The Netherlands 345 623 
and Yugoslavia 

Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

June 3 

June 21  

Athens 

Kovno 

Commercial 
Conv. 

Greece and Hungary 346 623 

Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gati on 

Denmark and 347 623 
Lithuania 

June 26 Vienna Treaty of friend- 
ship, concilia- 
tion, arbitra- 
tion and judicial 
settlement 

Austria and Greece 145 442 

June 27 Tingvellir Conv. respecting 
the procedure 
for the settle- 
ment of dis- 
putes 

Denmark and, Iceland 146 444 

June 27 Tingvellir Conv. for the 
pacific settle- 
ment of dis- 
putes 

Finland and Iceland 147 446 



a 
Nos.  2 

n, 

1930 
(cont .) . 

Place of 
signature. 

Title of 
the act. 

Contracting 
Parties. 

Tingvellir June 27 Iceland and Norway 

June 27 Tingvellir Idem Iceland and Sweden 

Strbské 
Pleso 

Treaty of com- 
rrierce and navi- 
gation 

Czechoslovakia and 
Roumania 

June 27 

Conv. concern- 
ing the regu- 
lation of hours 
of work in 
commerce and 
offices 

(Collective Treat y) June 28 Geneva 

Conv. concerning 
fcirced or com- 
pulsory labour 

(Collective Treat y) June 28 Geneva 

Lisbon Treaty of con- 
ciliation, judi- 
cial settlement 
and arbitration 

Norway and Portugal July 26 

Warsaw Conv. regarding 
operation of 
commercial air- 
ways 

France and Poland Aug. 2 

Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Great Britain and 
Roumania 

Aug. 6 London 

Riga 

Geneva 

Tieaty of con- 
ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

Hungary and Latvia  AU^. 13 

Sept. 24 Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Belgium and 
Lithuania 

Conv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

Austria and Norway Oct. 1 Oslo 

Treaty of friend- 
ship, neutralit y, 
conciliation and 
arbitration 

Greece and Turkey Ankara 



1930 Place of Title of 

(cont .) . signature. the act. 

Nov. 24 Kovno Treaty of conci- 
liation and arbi- 
tration 

Dec. 8 Belgrade Conv. concern- 
ing the appli- 
cation and exe- 
cution of cer- 
tain provisions 
of the General 
Agreement of 
The Hague of 
Jan. zoth, 1930, 
between Austria 
and the Credi- 
tor States 

1931. 
Jan. 26 Vienna Treaty of con- 

ciliation and ar- 
bitration 

March II The Hague Treaty of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

March 17 Ankara Conv. of judi- 
cial settlement, 
arbitration and 
conciliation 

March 27 The Hague Protocol confer- 
ring on the 
Permanent Court 
of International 
Justice jurisdic- 
tion to inter- 
pret the Hague 
Conventions of 
private inter- 
national law 

IrIarch 30 The Hague Treaty of conci- 
liation, judicial 
settlement and 
arbitration 

April II Tallinn Conv. of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Contracting 
Nos. 

Parties. 

Latvia and Lithuania 155 

Austria and Yugo- 419 
slavia 

Austria and Hungary 156 

Netherlands and 1.57 
Yugoslavia 

Czechoslovakia and 158 
Turkey 

Austria, Belgium, 216 
Denmark, The Nether- 
lands, Spain and 
Yugoslavia 

Netherlands and Spain 159 

Esthonia and Finland 420 



1931 Place of 
(cont.) . signatt~re. 

Title of 
the nct. 

Contvacting 
Parties. 

4 
Nos. $ 

a, 

April 17 Athens C:onv. respecting 
air transport 
services 

Great Rritain and 350 625 
Greece 

April 18 Ankara Clonv. of conci- 
liation, arbitra- 
tron and judi- 
cial settlement 

Belgium and Turkey 160 475 

April 28 Riga Treaty of conci- 
liation and judi- 
cial settlement 

Italy and Latvia 161 475 

May 21 Geiieva Conv. estab- 
lishing an inter- 
national agricul- 
tilral mortgage 
credit Company 

(Collective Treaty) 217 530 

May 28 Tokio 

June 18 Geneva 

Treaty of friend- 
ship and com- 
rrierce 

Siam and Switzerland 3 51 626 

Conv. limiting 
the hours of 
work in coal 
mines 

(Collective Treaty) 218 531 

July 13 Geneva Conv. for limit- 
ing the manu- 
facture and 
regulating the 
distribution of 
narcotic drugs 

(Collective Treaty) 219 532 

July 31 Tirana 

Aug. II London 

Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Albania and Great 352 626 
Britain 

South Africa, 353 627 
Australia, Belgium, 
Canada, Czechoslo- 
vakia, Germany, Great 
Britai~i, Greece, India, 
Italy, Japan, New 
Zealand, Poland, Por- 
tugal and Roumania 

E. 8 
Greece and Roumania 426 481 

Protocol con- 
cerning Germany 
arid respecting 
the suspension 
of certain inter- 
gcivernmental 
debts 

Aug. II Bucharest Conv. of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 
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1931 Place of Title of 
(cont .) . signature. the act. 

;\ug. II Bucharest Conv. concern- 
ing conditions 
of residence and 
business 

-4ug. 21 Berne Conv. concern- 
ing the estab- 
lishment in 
Switzerland of 
the agrarian 
fund 

Aug. 21 Berne Conv. concern- 
ing the estab- 
lishment in 
Switzerland of 
the special fund 

.ug. 22 Vienna Conv. concern- 
ing conditions 
of residence and 
busiiless, com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Oct. 3 ~Ioscow Treaty of friend- 
ship 

Oct. 31 Copenhagen Treaty of com- 
merce and navi- 
gation 

Nov. g La Paz Treaty of com- 
merce 

NOV. 26 Sofia Treaty of con- 
ciliation, arbitra- 
tion and judi- 
cial settlement 

1932. 
Feb. 12 Geneva Idem 

Contracting 
Parties. 

v; 
Nos. bn li' 

E. 8 
Greece and Roumania 427 481 

France, Great Britain, 354 627 
Hungary, Italy, 
Swit zerland 

Czechoslovakia, 355 628 
France, Great Britain, 
Italy, Roumania, 
Switzerland, Yugo- 
slavia 

Austria and Rou- 356 628 
mania 

E. 8 
Esthonia and Persia 428 484 

Denmark and The 357 629 
Netherlands 

Bolivia and Denmark 3 58 629 

E. 8 
Bulgaria and Norway 422 466 

E. 8 
Luxemburg and 423 473 
Norway 
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* * * 
I n  addition to  the cases submitted by the Parties and 

matters specially provided for in the treaties and conven- 
tions mentioried above, the Coiirt's jurisdiction exterids t o  
other disputes, under the following instruments: 

The Optional Clause annexed to  the Statute of the Court; 
The Resolution adopted by  the Council on May 17th, 1922 ; 
The General Act of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbi- 

tral settlement, adopted on September z6th, 1928, by the 
Assembly of the League of Nations a t  its Ninth Session. 

These instrumerits are open for the adhesion of a consider- 
able nuniber of States. Each of them creates in respect of 
every State adhering to  i t  relations between tha t  State and 
al1 the other States which have already adhered or may 
subsequently adhere to  i t  l. 

The first of these instruments, namely the "Optional Clause", Compulsor~ 
jurisdiction 

forms the subject of paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 36 of the under the 

Statute, which run as follows : 

"The Members of the League of Nations and States men- 
tioned in the Annex to the Covenant may, either when signing 
or ratifying the Protocol to wliicli the present Statute is 
adjoined, or at a later moment, declai-e that they recognize 
as compulsory ipso facto and without special agreement, in 
relation to any other Member or State accepting the same 
obligation, the jui-isdiction of the Court in al1 or any of the 
classes of legal disputes concerning : 

(a) the intei-pretation of a treaty ; 
(b) any question of international law ; 
(c)  the existence of any fact wliich, if established, 

would constitute a breach of an international obligation ; 
(d)  the nature or extent of the reparation to be made 

for the breacli of an international obligation. 
The declaration referred to above may be made uncon- 

ditionally or on condition of reciprocity on the part of 
several or certain hlernbers or States, or for a certain time." 

The special protocol, annexed to the Statute and by means 
of which the declaration in question is made, is known as 
the "Optional Clause". This protocol is as  follows : 

l In  the fourth edition of the Collection of Texts governing the jurisdiction 
of the Court, the  Optional Clause annexed to the Court's Statute and the  
General Act of 1928 are grouped under the heading "Collective instruments 
for the pacific settlement of disputes". The Council Resolution of May 17th, 
1922, is entered under the heading "Constitutional texts determining the 
jurisdiction of the Court '. 

Optional 
Clause. 
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"The undersigned, being duly autliorized thereto, further 
declare, on behalf of their Government, that. from this date, 
they accept as compulsory i p so  incto and without special 
convention, tlie jurisdiction of the Coiirt in conforniity with 
.Article 36, paragrapli r ,  of the Statute of the Court, under the 
following conditions :" 

Below the Optional Clause is affixed the declaration in 
which the governments enumerate the coriditions under which 
they recognize the Court's jurisdiction as compulsory. 

The table included in Chapter X of the present Report 
(p. 441) indicates the narnes of the: forty-eight States which 
have signed the Optional Clause (or have renewed their adher- 
ence thereto), and indicates the conditions of their accept- 
ance (or renewed adherence). The date on which declarations 
were affixed is entered on the table in those cases where it is 
known from documentary evidence. The text of declarations 
made hefore January 31st, 1932, is reproduced in the Collection 
of Texts  governing the jurisdiction of the Court (fourth ed.). 
The only declaration made since-a declaration by Ethiopia 
renewing its acceptance of the Clause-is reproduced on p. 440 
of the present volume. 

The position, resulting £rom the information afforded by the 
table above mentioned, is as follows : 

1.  
A. States having signed the Optional Clause: 

Union of South Africa, Alhania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, C'bina, Colombia, Costa Rica l, 
Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Donlinican Republic, Esthonia, Ethio- 
pia, Finland, France, Germany, Great Britain, Greece, Guate- 
mala, Haiti, Hungary, India, Irish Free State, Italy, 1-atvia, 
Liberia, Lithuania, Luxembiirg, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Persia, Peru, Poland, Portugal, 
Roumania, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, 
Uruguay, Yugoslavia. 
- -  

l Costa Iiica, on December q t h ,  1924,  informed the Secretary-General of 
her decision t o  withdraw from the League of Nations, this decision taking 
effect as from January ~ s t ,  1927. Before t ha t  date, Costa Rica had not 
ratified the  Protocol of Signature of the Statute : moreover, Costa Rica is 
not  mentioned in the  Annex t o  the  Covenant of the  League of Nations. 
This would seem t o  lead to  the conclusion tha t  the engagement resulting for 
Costa Rica from her signature of the Protocol above mentioned and, conse- 
quently, also tha t  resulting from her signature of the  Optional Clause, have 
lapsed. 



(:OMPULSORY J URISDICTION II3 

II. 

B. Of these, tlze following have signed, subject to ratification, 
nnd lzace ratifieli : 

L7nion of South Africa, Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Great Britain, Hungary, 
India, Irish Free State, Italy, Latvia, New Zealand, Peru, 
Roumania, Siam, Switzerland, Yugoslavia. 

C. States having signed subject to ratification but not ratijïed: 

Czechoslovakia, Ilominican Republic, Guatemala, Liberia, 
Persia, Poland. 

D. States ilazling signed witlzout condition as to ratification l : 

Brazil, Bulgaria, China, Colombia, Costa Rica 2, Esthonia, 
Ethiopia, Finland 3, Greece, Haiti, Lithuania, Luxemburg, 
Netherlands, Xizaragua, Koruay3, Panama, Portugal, Salvador, 
Spain, Sweden, Uruguay. 

E.  States Izaz!ing signed mithout condition as to ratification but 
not ratified the  rotoco col of Signature of the Statute : 

Costa Rica 2 ,  Nicaragua. 

F. States in the case of ml~ich  the period for wlzich Clause 
accepted has expired : 

Cliina (date of expiration : May 13th, 1927). 

III. 

G. .States ut present bound by thc Clause : 

Union of South Africa, Albania, Australia, Austria, BeIgium, 
Brazil 5 Bulgaria, Canada, Colombia, Denmark, Esthonia, 
- 

Certain of tliese States have ratified their declarations, although this 
was not required according to the Optional Clause. 

Sec note on previous page. 
This State has signed the Optional Clause subject t o  ratification, but 

has renewed its acceptance without this reservation. 
Brazil's undertaking was given, subject, inter alia, t o  the acceptance of 

co~npulsory jurisdiction by two a t  least of the Powers permanently represented 
on the Council of the League of Nations. I t  is t o  be noted that  Germany 
has been bound by i t  since February zgth, 1928, and Great Rritain since 
February 5th,  1 ~ x 0 .  

8 



I I 4  COMPULSORY JURISDICTION 

Ethiopia, Finland, France, Germany, Great Britain, Greece, 
Haiti, Hungary, India, Irish Free State, Italy, Latvia, Lithua- 
nia, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, 
Peru, Portugal, Roumania, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerla~id, Uruguay, Yugorlavia. 

The foregoing data are summarized in the synoptic table 
on the following page. 



I STATES M'HICH HAVE SIGNED THE OPTIONAL CLAUSE (48) I 
- - - -  - 

without any condition as to ratification or other suspensive conditions 

but which have not and wliich have ratified 
but in the case of 

ratified the I'rotocol of the Protocol of Sign- 
which the period of 

Signature of the Court's ature of the Court's 
engagement has expired. , I 

Statute. i Statute. 
-- 

China Costa Rica Bulgaria 1 -. hicaragua i Colombia 
i Esthonia 

Ethiopia 1 Greece 1 Haiti 
Lithuania 1 Luxemburg 
Netherlands 
Panama 

I Portugal 
Salvador 

i 1  pain 
Su-eden 

1 Uruguay 
l 

1 

States not bound by t l ~ c  Clause. 1 STATES BOUND B3 

subject t o  ratification or other suspensive 
conditions 

- 
Union of South Africa Czechoslovakia 
Albania 1 Dominican Republic 
Australia Guatemala 
Austria 1 Liberia 
Belgium Persia 
Brazil 1 Poland 
Canada 
Denmark I 
Finland 
France 
Germany l 

Great Britain 
Hungary 

i 
India 1 
Irish Free State 1 
Italy 
Latvia 

l 
l 

New Zealand I 
Norway 
Peru 
Roumania 
Siam 
Switzerland 
Yugoslavia 

and in the case of which 
tlie condition or con- 

ditions are fulfilled. 

States not bound 
THE (39)' 1 bv the Clause. 

and in the case of which 
the condition or condi- 
tions were not fulfilled 
on June igth,  1932. 
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Resolution The secorid of the three instruments above mentioned is 
adOpted by the Resolution adopted by the Council on May 17th, 1922. 
the Council 
of the LeagueThe text of this resolution was reproduced in the First 

Nations ~ n n u a l  Report, on pp. 142-143. 
May 17th. 
1922. On Kovember 18th, 1931, the Turkish Government made 

a particular declaration under the terms of this resolution. 
Turkey, being neither a lfember of the League nor mentioned 
in the Annex to the Covenant, the Turkish Government, 
through its Chargé d'affaires a t  The Hague, accepted the 
jurisdiction of the Court for the dispute which had arisen 
between it and the Ttalian Government in connection with 
the delimitation of the territorial waters between the island 
of Castellorizo and the coasts of hnatolia and which fornled 
the subject of the Special Agreement signed by the delegates of 
the two Governments on May 3oth, 1929, Under Article III 
of the Special Agreement, the Turkish Government had under- 
taken to niake this declaration. Turkey had made a similar 
declaration in the I-otus case (see Fifth Annual Report, 
pp. 138-139). 

* * * 

General  AC^ The third of these instruments is the General Act of con- 
of 1928. ciliation, judicial settlement and arbitration adopted by 

the Assembly of the League of Nations on September 26th, 
1928, at its Kinth Session. This Act provides for the pacific 
settlement of disputes which may arise between the States 
adhering thereto. 

The fourth edition of the Collection of Texts governing the 
jur isdic t ion of the  Couv t  reproduces the text of this instrument 
under No. II. 

On June 15th, 1932, the States whose narnes are given below 
had adhered to the General Act l: 

1 According to  Article 38 of the Act, contracting Parties may adhere : 
"A. Either to  al1 the provisions of the Act (Chapters 1, II, III and 

IV) ; 
B. Or t o  those provisions only which relate to conciliation and judi- 

cial settlernent (Chapters 1 and II), together with the general provisions 
dealing with these procediires {Chapter IV) ; 

C. Or to  those provisions only which relate to  conciliation (Cliapter 1). 
together with the  general provisions concerning that  procedure (Chapter IV)." 
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Aus tralia (A! 
Relgium (~4) 
Canadü (A) 
Denmark (4 
Esthonia (A) 
Finland (A) 
France (~4) 
Great Brita,in (A) 
Greece (4 
India (A) 
Irish Free State (A) 
I taly (A) 
I,uxemburg (A) 
Nethcrlands (B) 
Kew Zealand (A) 
Korway (4 
Peru (A) 
Spain (A) 
Sweden (B) 

May zIst,  1931. 
May 18th, 1929. 
Jilly I S ~ ,  1931. 
April rqth, 1930. 
September 3rd, 1931. 
Septeniber 6th, 1930. 
May zrst,  I ~ ; I .  
May 21st, 1931. 
September q t l i ,  1931. 
May z ~ s t ,  1931. 
September r6th, 193' 
September 7th, r(~31. 
September 15th, 1930. 
August 8th, 1930. 
May z ~ s t ,  1931. 
June  th, 1930 l. 
Kovember z ~ s t ,  1931. 
September ~ G t h ,  1930. 
May ~ j t l i ,  1929. 

The following table gives a list of the cases submitted to  Casessubinit- 

the Court by  rneans of a iinilateral application (or a unilateral ~ ~ ~ e ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ i -  

request for an interpretation). The number in the general cation. 

list, the Parties t o  the case and the date of the application 
instituting proceedings are also indicated. 

Date of application 
Number in general list, Name of the case. Parties to the case. instituting 

proceedings. 

j S/S IYimbledon Great Britain, Jan. 16th, 1923 
France, Italy, 
Japan !Germany 

IO Mavrommat is Pa- GreeceiGreat RIay 12th, 1924 
lestine concessions Britain 

14 Interpretation of Bulgaria :Greece Nov. 27th, 1924 
Judgrnent No. 3 
(Treaty of Neuilly) 

' Norway had acceded to Chapters 1, II and IV on June  th, 1929, and 
had extended its accession to include Chapter III  on June ~ r t h ,  1930. 
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Date of application 
Number in Name of the case. Parties to  the case. general list. instituting 

proceedings. 

18 German interests in GermanyiPoland May 15th, 1925 
Polish Upper Silesia 

18 bis German interests in GermanylPoland Aug. 25th, 1925 
Polish Upper Silesia 

22 Denunciation of the BelgiumiChina Nov. 25th, 1926 
Sino-Belgian Treat y 
of November znd, 
1865 

25 The Factory at  GermanylPoland Feb. 8th, 1927 
Chorzow (claim for 
indemnity) 

27 Readaptation of the GreeceiGreat May 28th, 1927 
Mavrommatis Jeru- Britain 
salem concessions 

30 Interpretation of Germany ~Poland Oct. 17th, 1927 
Judgments Nos. 7 
and 8 (Factory at  
Chorzow) 

31 Rights of Minor- GermanyiPoland Jan. znd, 1928 
ities in Upper Silesia 
(Minorit y schools) 

43 Eastern Greenland DenmarkINorway July n t h ,  1931 

47 Interpretation of Great Britain, April  th, 1932 
the Statute of France, Italy, 
Memel Japan /Lithuania 

49 Prince of Pless GermanyiPoland May 18th, 1932 

51 Appealagainsttwo Czechoslovakia/ July 7th,1932 
judgments delivered Hungary 
on December mst ,  
1931, by the Hun- 
garo-Czechoslovak 
Mixed Arbitral Tri- 
bunal 

52 South-Eastern Ter- Norway/Denmark July 18th, 1932 
ritory of Greenland' 

53 South-Eastern DenmarkiNorway July rgth, 1932 
Greenland l 

l Cases Nos. 5 2  and 53 have been joined by an Order of the Court deli- 
vered on August znd, 1932. 
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Xumber in Date of application 
general list, Kame of' the case. Parties to the case. instituting 

proceedings. 

5.1 Appeal against a Czechoslovakia~ July zoth, 1932 
judgment delivered Hiingary 
on April 13th, 1932, 
by the Hungaro- 
Czechoslovak Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal 

In the first of these cases, that of the S/S Wimbledon, 
the application was based on Article 386 of the Treaty of 
Yersailles. In the cases concerning the Mavronimatis conces- 
sions, proceedings were instituted under Article 26 of the 
Mandate for Palestine, and in those concerning German interests 
in Polish Upper Silesia and the Chorzow Factory, under 
Article 23 of the Geneva Convention concerning Upper Silesia. 
The applica.tion submitting the case concerning certain rights 
of minorities in Upper Silesia and the latest application filed, 
namely, that concerning the Prince of Pless Administration, 
both rely oli Article 72 of the last-mentioned Convention. 
Tlie application in the case concerning the interpretation of 
the Statute of Memel is based on Article 17 of the Convention 
concer~iing Memel, signed a t  Paris on August 8th, 1924. 
Four applications have been filed under the ternis of the 
optional clause of the Court's Statute : that submittirig to 
the Court the case concerning the denunciation by China 
of the Sino-Belgiari Treaty, the application iri the Eastern 
Greenland case and the two applications concerning South- 
Eastern Greenland. The two applications concerning judg- 
ments rendered by the Hungaro-Czechoslovali Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal rely on Article X of Agreement No. II of Paris, 
of April 28th, 1930, for the settlement of questions relating 
to the agrarian reforms and to the nzixed arbitral tribunals. 
Lastly, in the case of the interpretation of Judgment No. 3 
and in that of the interpretation of Judgments Nos. 7 and 8, 
a request for an interpretation was made hased on Article 60 
of the Court's Statiite. 
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Jurisdiction (See Sixth Annual Report, p. 147, and Seventh Annual Report, 
as a Court 
o f ~ p p e a l .  P. 1 ~ 3 . 1  

The First Committee of the Twelfth Assembly of the 
League of Nations had before it the report made by the 
Committee of Jurists whom the Council had instructed, 
in view of a proposa1 of the Finnish Governnient, to 
examine the question of the most appropriate procedure to 
be followed by States desiring to enable the Permanent 
Court of International Justice to assume in a general 
manner, as between them, the functions of a tribunal of 
appeal from international arbitral tribunals in al1 cases 
when it is contended that the arbitral tribunal viras \vithout 
jurisdiction or exceeded its jurisdiction. The Committee of 
Jurists, which added to the two grourids for a claim of nullity 
envisaged by the Finnish proposal a third, namely, a funda- 
mental fault in the procedure, proposed various means of 
attaining the desired object. The First Committee instriicted 
a sub-committee to examine the question. This sub-commit- 
tee prepared a draft recommendation. for submission to the 
Assembly, and a draft protocol under which States adhering 
to it would recognize the Permanent Court of International 
Justice as possessing compulsory jurisdiction to decide disputes 
as to the validity of awards given by an arbitral tribunal. 

In this connection, the sub-committee considered certain 
general questions raised by the Finnish proposal. With regard 
to the causes which might render an arbitral award invalid, 
it held that their determination was practically impossible 
and must proceed from successive judicial decisions. \\'ith 
regard to the obligations resulting from the acceptance of 
Article 36 of the Court's Statute, the sub-cornmittee made 
the following observations: 

"Although the sub-committee has the impression that Article 36 
of the Court's Statute would, at least to a large extent, permit 
of attaining the object aimed at by the Finnish delegation, it has 
been obliged to recognize that opinion was not unanimous on the 
question and that some doubt existed. It might be proposed to 
ask an advisory opinion from the Permanent Court of International 
Justice on this general question ; but the sub-committee did not 
think that it was for it to discuss the pxsibility or desirability of 
such a course, and it felt that, in the meanwhile, while recogniz- 
ing the value of the possibilities offered by Article 36, it was 
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desirable to take precautions to meet the eveiituality that Article 36 
might not furnish a complete remedy for the danger of a dispute 
as to the validity of an arbitral award remaining without solu- 
tion." 

LYheri the First Committee considered the report of the 
sub-commi t tee, somewhat important differences of opinion 
became apparent ; whereupon the First Cornmittee arrived a t  
the conclusion that the question was not yet ripe for settle- 
ment and that further preliminary stndy was necessary. I t  
accordingly proposed to the Assembly that  the questiori sliould 
be adjourned for consideration by a subseqiient Xssembly. 
The .4ssenibly decid12d accordingly on September z j th ,  193' 

(See Fifth Annual Report, p. 1-39, and Seventh L4nnual interim 

Report, p. 163.) measures of 
protection. 

(See Fif th Annual Report, p. 140, and  Seveilth Annual Power to  
determine Report, p. 164.) its own 

junsdiction. The following table contains a list of the cases in which 
a preliniinary objection to the Court's jurisdictiori has been 
raised and which accordingly have given rise to special 
proceedings under Article 38 of the Kules. The number in 
the general list, the Parties t o  the case and the date of the 
filing of the document raising the preliminary objection are 
also indicated. 

Number in Date of 

general list. Name of the case. Parties to  the case. preliminary 
objection. 

12 Mavrommatis Pal- Greece/Great Jiine 3rc1, 1924 
estine Concessions Britain 

19 German interests Germany/Poland June 18th, 1925 
in Poliah Upper 
Silesia 

z 6 C!aim for iridemn- Germany/Poland April 8th,  1927 
ity in respect of 
the Factory at 
C horz6w 



Interpretation 
of judgments. 

Date of 
Number in  

Name of the case. Parties to  the case. preliminary general list. objection. 

28 Readaptation of GreecejGreat Aug. 9th. 1927 
the Rlavrommatis Britain 
Jerusalem Conces- 
sions 

50 Interpretation of France, Great Rlav 26tli, 1932 
the Statute of Britain, Italy, 
Memel Japan/Lit huania 

Since June 15th, 1931, the Court has rendered a judgment 
on a preliminary objection (Judgment of June q t h ,  1932) l. 
I t  has further passed upon questions of jurisdiction in several 
advisory opinions, and in particular in its Judgment of 
June 7th, 1932 l, terminating the case of the free zones. 

(See Fifth Annual Report, p. 140.) 

(2) Ju~isdict ion ratione personæ. 

Only States or Members of the League of Nations can be 
Parties in cases before the Court2. The Statute makes a 
distinction between States, according to whether they are, on 
the one hand, Members of the League of Nations or men- 

Members of 
the I.eague tioned in the Annex to the Covenant, or, on the other hand, 
of Nations. outside the League of Nations 3. 

A.-The Rlembers of the League of Kations are, on 
June 15th, 1932 * : 

Union of South Africa, Albania, Argentine Republic, Australia, 
Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, British Empire, Bulgaria, Canada, 
Chile, China, Colonibia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Domi- 

1 See p. 191 of this volume for a summary of the Judgment of June 7th. 
1932, and p. 207 for a summary of the Judgment of June q t h ,  1932. 

Article 34 of Statute. 
*, 35 ,, 9 ,  . 

4 Communication from the Secretary-General of the  League of Nations.- 
On July 18th, 1932. Turkey became a Member of the League of Nations. 
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nican Republic, Esthonia, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Germany, 
Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Irish Free 
State, Italy, Japail, Latvia, Liberia, Lithuania, Luxemburg, 
Jfexico, Ne therlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway , Panama, 
Paraguay, Peru, Persia, Poland, Portugal, Roumania, Salvador, 
Siam, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia. 

B.--The States rnentioned in the Annex to the Covenant States 
mentioned in which do not belong to the League of Nations are : the Annex to 

the Covenant. 

Brazil l, Ecuador, Hedjaz, United States of America. 

To the above-mentioned States, the Court is open as of 
right, and they have the right to sign the Protocol of 
December 16th, 1920, to which the Statute of the Court is 
attached. 

(See Second Annual Report, pp. 84-87; Third Annual The United 

Report, pp. 92-97; Fourth Annual Report, pp. 124-127; America. Of 

Flfth Annual Report, pp. 142-150 ; Sixth Annual Report, 
pp. 149-170, and Seventh Annual Report, pp. 165-179.) 

In the Seventh Annual Report, an account was given of 
the transmission to the Senate by the President of the United 
States of the Protocols of Signature and of Revision of the 
Court's Statute and also of the Protocol concerning the 
adherence of thé Uriited States ; a "memorandum for hearing" 
on this question, submitted in January 1931 by Mr. Elihu 
Root to the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate, 
was also reproduced in that report. 

The Committee postponed further consideration of the ques- 
tion until the session of Congress in Deceniber 1931. I t  was 
not, however, until March 2nd, 1932, that the Committee 
resumed its consideration of the Protocol. I t  decided to hear 
RIr. Stimson, the Secretary of State, on the subject. Being 
unable to appear before the Committee by reason of illness, 

Brazil, on June 14th 1926, stated that  she intended to  withdraw from 
the League of Kations ; her mithdrawal became effective on June rgth, 1928 
(.Art. I of the Covenar,t). 
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Mr. Stimson, on lLIarch zznd, 1932, wrote a letter t o  t h e  
Chairman of t h e  Committee, Senator Rorah, in which he  
summarized his opinion. This letter l was as  follows : 

"March 2211d, 1932. 

1 only received last night, on rny return from an absence, 
your letter asking me to discuss to-morrow before the 170reign 
Relations Committee the Root protocol to the World Court. AS 
1 am rather used up witli a heavy cold, 1 shall send you a brief 
vésumé of my views in this letter ancl ask your indulgence to post- 
pone your hearing of me, if any furtlier hearing is desired, until 
1 have recovered. 

So far as this protocol is concerned, 1 can add nothing to the 
clear exposition of its history antl meaning which its author, 
Mr. Root, gave to  your committee a year ago. 1 concur witli him 
that the protocol fully accepts the five reservatic~ns of the Senate 
Resolution of 1926, and thereby impases the jurisdictional restric- 
tion upon the World Court as to advisory opinions which \Iras 
sought by the fifth reservation of the Senate. 

That fiftli reservation, on its face, was dircctly addressed to 
the Court ; not to the Council or the Assembly wliich request 
opinions, but to tlie Court wliich renders tlicm. Its language \vas 
'that the Court shall not render any ad\;isory opinions escept' 
upon the terms laid down in the reservation. \\Then by the con- 
sent of the various nations emboclied in the Koot protocol it 
becamc a part of tlie Statute creating the Court, it constituted a 
statutory restriction of jurisdiction. 

Tliat this protocol contained sucii an acceptance is shown by 
its language and even more clearly by the liistory of that language 
as it was evolved in the meetings of the Committee of Jurists. 
The pertinent language of Mr. Iioot's original draft as proposed 
by him was as follows : 

'The Court shall not, witliout the consent of the United 
States, render an advisory opinion touching any dispute to 
which the United States is a party. 

The Court shall not, without the consent of the United 
States, render an advisory opinion touclling any dispute to 
which the United States is not a party but in which it 
claims an interest or touching any question other than a 
dispute in which the United States claims an interest. 

The manner in whicli it shall be made known whether 
the United States claims an interest and gives or with- 
llolds its consent shall be as follows :' 

Senate, 72d Congress, 1st Session, Report No. 7j8,  p. 59. 
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Tlien follow certain paragraphs providing for an interchange of 
views between the IJnited States and the Council or Assembly 
of the League of Nxtions designed to furnish the procedure by 
whicli the attitude of the Enited States towards any proposed 
question shall be ascertained and by which it shall be ascertained 
wlletlier after such ai1 exchange the question will still be insisted 
upon by the Council and opposed by the United States. Tliey 
relate solely to diplomatic procedure between the United States 
and the Council or the Assembly of the League of Nations. They 
do nc~t relate to tlie jurisdiction of the Court after the question is 
preseiited to that tribimal. They provide for negotiations by which 
the parties involvcd may, if  they desire, settle out of court the 
question whether any advisory opinion shall be requested. . 

In the meeting of the committee of jurists Mr. Root's draft 
was condensed and niodified but without irnpairing its acceptance 
of the fifth reservation. Both Mr. Koot and Sir Cecil Hurst, 
who took part in the modification, stated before the committee 
of jurists that the new draft, which became the final draft in the 
protocol, fulfilled exactly the same purpose as the old and did not 
in any way change its sul~stance. (See minutes of tlie committee 
of jurists l, pp. 13 and 14.) In his testimony before your commit- 
tee last winter, hIr. Koot pointed oiit in detail how this final draft 
accepted the fifth reservation. (S. Ex. Doc. No. 1, 72d Congr., 
1st sess., p. 58.) 

Tlie essential language of this final protocol is as follows : 

'Article I. The states signatories of the said protocol 
accept the specia.1 conditions attaclied by the United States 
in the five reservations mentioned above to its adherence to 
the said protocol upon the terms and conditions set out in 
tlia following articles ....' 

'Article j. Witll a view to insuring that the Court shall 
not, without the consent of the United States, entertain any 
request for an ;idvisory opinion touching any dispute or 
question in which the United States has or claims an interest, 
tlie secretary general of the League of Nations', etc. 

Here follows in slightly altered form and details, without change 
in substance, the same procedural provisions for negotiations he- 
tween the United States and the Council or Assembly of the 
League of Nations to ascertain whether the proposed request for 
an advisory opinion is objected to and shall be pressed. Nowhere, 
either in Nr. Root's draft or in the final draft, is there any term 
or condition affecting the absolute prohibition upon the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court to entertain such an advisory opinion on such 
a subject. The entire procedure provided for relates to the prelim- 

l League of Nations Document C. 166. M. 66. 1929. V. 
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inary exchange of views between the United States and the 
Council or the Assembly of the League of Nations ; none of i t  
to  the subsequent procedure in court. The restriction upon the 
jurisdiction of the Court provided in the reservation and accepted 
in articles I and 5 of the protocol remains untouched. 

Mr. Root in his hearing before your committee luminously 
explained the purpose and utility of these preliminary negotiations 
and how greatly they tended to insure thût a question objected 
to  by the United States, if ever suggested, would not be finally 
presented to the Court. 1 wish now only to point out that a t  no 
point do they affect the prohibition upon the Court's jurisdiction 
which 1 am now discuçsing, but they relate solely to a preliminary 
diplomatic negotiation for settlement out of court. 

If these preliminary negotiations result in no agreement as to  
the proposed question ; if the Council persists with the question 
and the United States persists with its objection to the question, 
what is the result ? Manifestly the next step is the same step as 
would be taken in a similar situation by any suitor before aily 
court-the point of lack of jurisdiction will be suggested to the 
Court itself, and the Court itself will be shown that under its 
limited jurisdiction it can not proceed further with the question. 
This result inherently follows from the nature of the fifth Senate 
reservation itself and the fact that by that reservation itself 
there has been imposed upon the Court a jurisdictional limitation 
which the Court is bound to recognize. 

The other recourse which the protocol gives to the United States, 
namely, of withdrawing from the Court is a recourse flowing out 
of the fact that this is an international court and the suitors are 
sovereign States not subject to a supersovereignty as in the case 
of domestic tribunals under municipal law. International tribu- 
nals in the final instance depend upon the strength of public opinion 
and the good will of the nations which support them. The machin- 
ery which they provide is machinery which can satisfactorily 
operate only in an atmosphere of frankness and good will. \IJhen 
that ceases ; when a situation is arrived a t  where there is danger 
that feelings of obstinacy and il1 will may be developed, i t  is 
better that the machinery shall be dissolved; and the protocol 
provides in article 8 for that event. 

I t  seems to  me that such an analysis makes clear that the much 
discussed fifth reservation of the Senate is accepted in its entirety 
by the pending protocol. But if there is the slightest doubt in 
the minds of the committee as to this, the interpretative reso- 
lution which 1 understand has been suggested by Senator Reed, 
would make sure beyond peradventure that no other interpreta- 
tion could in the future prevail. By Senator Reed's resolution, i t  
could be put beyond the possibility of further question that the 
interpretation which has been given us by Mr. Root shall be the 
authoritative interpretation of the future. 

Apparently some confusion of thought has been engendered by 
failing to  recognize that the Senate reservation itself does not seek 
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to impose a veto upon the request for an advisory opinion but 
solely upon the entertainment of such a request by the Court. From 
its language it is perfectly clear that it does not. We sought no 
veto upon the Council or the Assembly in making such a request. 
I t  would have been a rather singular pqsition for the United States 
to ask for such a veto of the action of an organization of which 
we are not a member. What we did ask for was a limitation 
upon the action of the Court in entertaining such a request, and 
that we obtained. 

As a matter of fact, however, the signatories of their own 
volition in this protocol actually did give us a certain amount 
of control over the making of the request. They provided that our 
objection to a request should be given in the Council or the Assem- 
bly 'the same force and effect as attaches to a vote against asking 
for the opinion given by a member of the League of Nations'. 
As it is still undetermined whether a resolution in the Council 
making a request for an advisory opinion must be passed unani- 
mously or by majority vote, i t  is still undetermined whether 
this right thus given iis amounts to a complete veto or not. But 
in al1 events we are placed upon absolute equality with the 
nations who are memters of the Council or the Assembly of the 
League of Nations. As pointed out by Mr. Root, this was done not 
on Our request but as 'a gesture of good-will' by the signatories 
who have enacted the protocol. 

To sum up, the protection which is given us by this protoc01 
as to advisory opinions is a special protection given upon our 
request and given to rio other nation. The fifty-odd other nations 
who are members of the World Court have joined that institution 
without requesting or apparently feeling the need of such a pre- 
caution, although nearly al1 of them are weaker and smaller than 
we and thus presumptively more in need of such protection against 
being overreached by their fellow members. It is a protection 
which goes to the very jurisdiction of the C.oiirt, and if  we join, 
can not be annulled or amended without oiir consent, and i t  is 
supplernented by other provisions in the protocol which are elabor- 
ately designed to gite us an effective voice in the discussions 
which take place before a request for an advisory opinion is decid- 
ed upon, and which will thus enable us to make our influence 
felt even before the portals of the Court are entered. 

So much for the discussion of the protocol upon which you 
have asked my views. May 1 refer to certain other considerations 
which, in my opinion, go far to remove the original objections 
which the Senate had to the Statute of the MTorld Court and which 
even without the protocol which 1 have discussed make adherence 
on the part of the United States unquestionably safe. When the 
subject was first discus.jed there was evidently fear in tliis country 
lest the use of advisory opinions might be so handled as to turn 
the World Court into a private adviser of the Council or the 
Assembly of the League of Nations, and that under this procedure 
the nations of the world might find themselves suddenly faced by 
decisions which had been rendered in private and in the discussion 
of which al1 parties int.erested had not been heard. Such a situa- 
tion is no longer possible. The IO years during which the Court 
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has been in existence and the amendments to its charter whicli 
have been made in the protocol of revision have removed such 
a situation beyond the realm of possibility. By the Rules adopted 
by the Court itself and the protocol of revision. which has frozen 
these rules into statute law, procedure in respect to advisory opin- 
ions has been assimilated entirely to the procedure which governs 
the regular procedure of al1 courts in the liearing of litigated cases. 

Not only must advisory opinions be rendered in public after due 
notice to all States arid after public hearing or opportunity for 
hearing to every State concerned, but under the rule adopted by 
the Court in the Eastern Carelia case the Court will not entertain 
a proposition for an advisory opinion in any dispute unless the 
parties to that dispute submit i t  to the jurisdiction of the Court. 
This rule has now been embodied in a Statute of the Court by the 
protocol of revision, and in itself and without reference to the 
protocol which we have discussed it protects the United States 
against an advisory opinion in any matter in which a dispute to  
which the United States is a party is involved. In other words, 
the M'orld Court as now constituted can not take up either for 
forma1 litigation or for advisory opinions any matter involving a 
dispute to  which we are a party unless we voluntarily join in the 
submission of that controversy to the Court. 

The further 1 have examined this question of advisory opinions 
and the longer 1 have reflected upon these protocols the more 
clear 1 am that not only have the conditions originally imposed by 
the Senate reservations been fully met, but that additional machin- 
ery has been provided for preliminary negotiations which greatly 
enhances the efficacy of the reservations themselves. By the 
ready willingness of our fellow signatories to these statutes our 
utmost precautions have been more than met. Our views as to 
the necessity and proprieties of judicial procedure have been 
adoptcd and we are offered the opportunity by adherence to 
throw the great influence of this country into a development of 
this Court along the lines which have made American judicial 
procedure cherislied and famous. 

By joining we incur absolutely no liabilities (except the insignifi- 
cant liability to pay our sliare of the Court's expenses), while on 
the contrary we gain a power to exercise Our influence not only in 
the choice of the judges of the Court but in its methods of proce- 
dure as well, wliich we do not now have. Never before was the 
world in greater need of the orderly development of international 
rules of conduct by the wise method of judicial decision, which we 
Americans are so well acquainted with in the development of the 
common law of tliis country. We have delayed long in availing 
ourselves of that opportunity. 1 sincerely hope tliat we will now 
assume the privileges and the responsibility of taking a part in 
that growtli in the future. 

(Signed) HENRY L. S T I ~ I S O ~ . "  

I n  May 1932, t h e  Foreign Relations Cornmittee of the  
Senate considered the  question of t h e  ratification of the  Pro- 
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tocols concerning the Court. I t  decided t o  recommend t h e  
Senate t o  ra t i fy  them with certain reservations. T h e  Com- 
mittee's report l, drawn u p  by Senators Walsh (Montana) a n d  
Fess, is dated June ~ s t ,  1932 ; it reproduces the  resolution 
t h e  adoption of which t h e  Committee recommends t o  the  
Senate, a n d  then proceeds t o  give t h e  history of tlie question 
of adherence and  the  reasons operating in favour of t h e  
ratification of the  Protocols by the  United States. The  
report is a s  follou-s , 

"Under instructions from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
the undersigned submit to  the Senate three documents, copies of 
which are hereto attached, marked, respectively, 'Exhibits A, B, 
and C', concerning the Permanent Court of International Justice, 
transmitted by the President of the United States on December IO, 
1930, and regularlv referred to said committee, with resolutions 
in relation to the same, as follows : 

'Whereas the President, under date of December IO, 1930, 
transmitted to the Senate a communication, accompanied by a 
letter from the Secretary of State dated November 18, 1929, 
asking the favorable advice and consent of the Senate to  adher- 
ence by the United States to the protocol of date December 16, 
1920, of signature of the statute for the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice, the protocol of revision of the statute of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice of date September 14, 
1929, and the protocol of accession of the United States of America 
to the protocol of signature of the statute of the Permanent Court 
of International Justic? of date September 14, 1929, al1 of whicli 
are set out in the said inessage of the President dated December 10, 
1930 : Therefore be it 

Resolved (tuo-thirds of the Senators present concurring), That 
the Senate advisc and consent to the adherence by the United 
States to the said three protocols, the one of date December 16, 
1920, and the other two each of date September 14, 1929 
(without accepting or agreeing to the optional clause for com- 
pulsory jurisdiction) , with the clear understanding of the United 
States that the Permanent Court of International Justice shall 
not, without the consent of the United States, entertain any request 
for an advisory opinion touching any dispute or question in which 
the United States has or claims an interest. 

The signature of the United States to the said protocol shall 
not be affixed iintil tlie powers signatory to such protocol shall 
have indicated, througl-I an exchange of notes, their acceptance of 
the foregoing reservations and understandings as a part and a 
condition of adherence by the United States to the said protocol. 

Resolved further, as a part of this act of ratification, that the 
United States approve the protocol and statiite hereinabove men- 
tioned, with the understanding that recourse to the Permanent 

1 Senate, 72d Congress, 1st  Session, Report Ko. 758. 
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Court of International Justice for the settlement of differences 
between the United States and any other State or States can be 
had only by agreement thereto through general or special treaties 
concluded between the parties in dispute ; and 

Resolved further, That adherence to the said protocol and statute 
hereby approved shall not be so construed as to require the United 
States to  depart from its traditional policy of not intruding upon, 
interfering with, or entangling itself jn the political questions of 
policy or interna1 administration of any foreign State ; nor shall 
adherence to the said protocol and statute be construed to imply 
a relinquishment by the United States of its traditional attitude 
toward purely American questions.' 

The document first above referred to is the statute or consti- 
tution under which the Court was organized, being, in substance, 
a treaty among the signatories upon whicli the tribunal is foundcd ; 
the second makes effective some modifications of that statute 
shown by experience to be desirable; and the third, a protocol 
or treaty tendered by the signatories to the first two instruments 
to the United States lookirig to its joining as one of the nations 
supporting the Court. 

The resolution above recited is not an unequivocal acceptance 
of the protocol of accession, in that it provides that the signature of 
the United States shall not be attached thereto until through 
an exchange of notes the powers now upholding the Court signify 
their acceptance of the reservations and understandings in the 
resolution set out. To that part of the resolution, aclopted on the 
motion of Senator Moses, the authors of this report find them- 
selves unable to assent. 

Tt would seem quite unnecescary a t  this time to expatiate on the 
wisdom of joining with the other 48 nations by which the Court 
is sustained. I t s  purpose is the resolution of controversies capable 
of determination by the application of legal principles ; that is t o  
Say, disputes justiciable in cha~acter,  by judges presumably learncd 
in the law and constituting a permanent court. Such controvcr- 
sies must be, according to  the Statute, concerning : 

(a) The interpretation of a treaty ; 
(b) Any question of international law ; 
(c) The existence of any fact m-hich, if established, would con- 

stitute a breach of an international obligation ; 
(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to ,be made for the  

breach of an international obligation. 
I t  will be noted that not al1 disputes between nations can be 

submitted to the Court, but only those of the class mentioned, 
and it may be remarked in passing that though such disputes 
may often contribiite to rancor and il1 will between nations they 
are not of the class likely to culminate in war. I t  is the hope, 
however, of those who for many years have looked to  the estab- 
lishment of such an institution that mankind, finding a mcans 
through the court for the adjustment of such disputes as may be 
heard by it will, in time, be disposcd to adopt other e q ~ a l l y  
efficient, peaceful means for the settlement of international differ- 
ences not cognizable by a court, thiis averting the tragedy of war. 
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The delegation frorn the United States to The Haguc Conference 

of 1907, urider explicit directions from Our State Department, 
labored vainly to selsure the establishment of a permanent inter- 
national court, the rieed of which was then generally recognized, 
but the project failed by reason of inability to agree upon a 
method of selecting the jiidges satisfactory to the large and small 
nations alike. 

By the Covenant of the League of Nations, in the formulation 
of which President Wilson had a leading part, it was charged with 
the duty of setting on foot a movement for the institution of 
such a tribunal as  a result of which the Permanent Court of 
International Justice came into being and began functioning 
IO years ago, the statute having been drafted by a committec of 
jurists appointed by the Council of the League, of which Hon. Elihu 
Root was a member. 

Tt may be well to remark here that the Council of the League 
consists of representatives of Great Britain, France, Germany, 
Italy, and Japan and of nine of the other 50 members of the 
1-eague, the States so entitled to representation other than those 
specifically named being designated annually by tk,e Assembly in 
which each member -is represented. 

The opportiinity was afforded to  our Government to join in the 
protocol giving force to the Statute co (lrafted, and on Febru- 
ary 24, 1923, I'residerit Harding, by a message tsansmitted to the 
Senate, asked its advicc and consent to adlierence by the United 
States to  the  protocol, with certain reservations suggested by the 
then Secretary of State, the Hon. Charles Evans Hughes, later a 
judge of the Court and now Chief Justice of the Unitcd States, 
who warmly commerided ratification. President Coolidge in his 
annual message of date December 3,  1924, urged such action and 
again more elaborate1.y in his mescage of the following yrar. 

Finally the Senate was urged, in the message of President 
Hoover, of date De'rember IO, 1930, to consent to adherence, 
his request being accompanied by a letter from the present Secre- 
tary of State, Hon. Henry L. Stimson, in support of the policy 
of adherence. 

So it may be said that our association with the other powers 
by which the Court i.5 maintained has had the approval of three 
Presidents and three Secretaries of State, al1 who have had the 
conduct of Our foreigr~ affairs since the Court came into existence. 
Adherence, upon terms hereafter to  be considered, was approved by 
the Senate on Januarjr 27, 1926, by a vote of 76 to 17. 

The House of Representatives, by forma1 resolution adopted 
March 3, 1925, went on record in favor of our Government's 
joining in the support of the Court. 

I t  may, accordingly, be assumed that the people of the Nation 
by a decided majority a t  least, are committed to the policy of 
uniting with the signalories to the protocol by virtue of which the 
Court exists, leaving only as debatable the conditions of association. 

As a part of the resolution of ratification the Senate, when the 
matter was last before it, attached five reservations, four of which 
were proposed by Mr. Secretary Hughes, the fifth originating with 
the Senate itself. The resolution then adopted is as follows : 
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[See Second Annual Report,  $p.  84-85.] 

The two concluding paragraplis need not be commented on fur- 
ther than to remark that the first supplementary resolution con- 
templates action by the Senate, and not by the Executive alone 
for the submission by the United States to the Court of any con- 
troversy, and the second is a declaration of policy in Congress 
used in The Hague treaty of 1907. 

That the resolution of ratification might become effective the 
assent to the reservations on the part of the then signatories to 
the Court protocol was essential. On its terms being communicated 
to  them officially, the League of Nations, at  the instance of some 
of them, appointed another committee of jurists to consider the 
same and recommend what action should be taken. Our Govern- 
ment was requested to participate in the work of the committee, 
but i t  ignored the invitation. The committee found no particular 
fault with any of the American reservations except the fifth, con- 
cerning which some explanation may be helpful. 

The Court, under its statute, may hear any controversy which 
the nations concerned may agree either generally or specifically 
to submit to it, and i t  may also, on request of either branch of 
the League, render an advisory opinion on any question of inter- 
national law on whicli its views are so solicited. I t  was argued by 
the opponents of American adherence that the authority thus to 
respond to questions addressed to it by the League detracted from 
its character as a Court and made it, in effect, a department of 
justice of the League ; that opinions might be solicited of and 
rendered by it in secret and without hearing sonle or al1 nations that 
might be interested. Nothing in the history of the Court afforded 
a basis for such fear ; indeed, itç rules, subject, however, to change, 
forbade anything of the kind, but to meet the argument Reser- 
vation V provided, first- 

'That the Court sliall not render any advisory opinion 
except publicly after due notice to al1 States adhering to 
the Court and to al1 interested States and after public heafing 
or opportunity for hearing given to any State concerned ; 

The Court had held, in what is known as the Eastern Carelia 
case, that it would not answer a request for an advisory opinion on 
a question involved in a controversy between two nations except 
by  their consent, the basic idea of the Statute being that the 
Court would adjudicate disputes only upon submission by the 
parties to it. I t  was argued, however, that the Court might at  
any time reverse its ruling in the Eastern Carelia case. Accordingly 
Reservation V provided in the second place, 

'.... nor shall it, without the consent of the United States, 
entertain any request for an advisory opinion touching any 
dispute or question in which the United States has or claims 
an interest'. 

Another consideration, perhaps the leading one, inducing the 
adoption of the concluding clause of Reservation V, should be 
mentioned. 
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Under the Covenant of the League governing its operations unanim- 
ity is required for a decision on al1 questions (following the general 
rule in international a.ssemblies) except in respect to procedure, as 
to which a majority is sufficient. 

When Reservation V was adopted the view was accepted in 
the Senate that unanimity in the Council or the Assembly, as 
the case might be, is required for the subriiission to the Court of 
a request for an advisory opinion. In the hard-fouglit contest 
over adherence result-ing in the adoption by the Senate in 1926 
of the resolutic)n of adherence, no one supported a contrary opin- 
ion. I f ,  then, unanirnity is required (and the question lias never 
been determined), ea'zh nation represented on tlie Council may 
exercise a veto on any such recluest and without assigning any 
reason for its position. Tlie main purpose of tlie clause under con- 
sideration was to put the United States on a footing of substan- 
tial equality with the nations represented on the Council in that 
regard, at  least as to ariy dispute or question in whicli the United 
States has or may claim an interest. 

To return to the conference of the jurists considering the reser- 
vations of the United States. Tlie first part of Reservation V 
being in conformity v~ i th  the rules of the Court, since crystallized 
in irs statute, as will hereafter be shown, ericountered no criticism, 
but with reference to the second part it was observed tliat, should 
it eventually be determincd that the vote of a majority of the 
Council or iissenibly would suffice to carry a resolution to request 
of the Court an advisory opinion, the United States witli an 
absolute right of veto would occupy a favoretl position. It  was 
propused as a solution that the same force be given to an objec- 
tion by the United States as an adverse vote in the branch of 
tlie League being moved to make the request. Another ground 
of objection presenteti was that no provision was made by wliich 
the objection of the lJnited States could be signjfied until after the 
Council, for instance, :nad decided to submit the request, indeed until 
the request was actually before the Court, a condition which it was 
thought might seriously embarrass tlie body seeking the Court's opinion. 

The ciiscussion resulted in the drafting and evcntual submission 
on September 23, 1926, to the United States of a protocol by 
acceding to which the United States should become ari associatc 
in the organization supporting the Court. The executivc depart- 
ment neither inclorseil the protocol nor dit1 it ask the advice con- 
cernirig or the consr:nt of the Senate to tlie approval thereof. 
However, under date of Febr i l a r~  19, 1929, 3lr. Secretary Kellogg 
addressed an identic letter to the signatories to the Court protocol 
indicating his hope and belief that by further consultation some 
arrangement mutuall:); agreeable miglit be effected. Acting upon 
this advance the Lea.gue appointed another committee of jurists, 
including >Ir. Elihu lioot, further to  consider tlie matters in issue. 
Tt worked out a protocol that has corne to be known as the 
Root formula or the Root-Hurst formula, because it is largely 
the joint production of S'ir. Root and Sir Cecil Hurst, long coiinsel 
to the British Foreign Office, a member of the Committee of 
jurists mentioned and now a judge of the Permanent Court of Tnter- 
national Justice. Tt is as follows : 
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[See S i x t h  Annual Report,  +p. 1j5-158.1 

Hefore proceeding to discuss the essential differences, 'suc11 as 
they are, between the terms on which the Senate proposed by 
its resolution of 1926 to adhere to  the Court protocol and the 
terms on which the signatories propose by the protocol last above 
set forth the United States shall be associated with them, atten- 
tion should be given to some important nlodifications in the 
Statute of the Court, in relation to advisory opinions, which change 
materially the situation as it was in 1926. As changed tlie chapter 
dealing witli advisory opinions now reads as follows : 

[See Sixth Annual Report, fip. 70-71.1 

I t  will be noted (1) that the request must be in kvriting, plainly 
stating the question upon which an opinion is required ; (2) that 
notice must b: sent al1 States entitled to appear before the 
Court (the United States being one such) ; (3) tliat any State may 
be heard ; (4) that the opinion must be delivered in open court ; 
and (5) finally that the court must be guided by provisions of 
the Statute applicable to contentious cases so far as they are 
appropriate. These provisions, making unchangcable the rules by 
which the Court had before the revision of the Statute been 
guided, effectually dispose of the contention that the Court might 
in camern, as it is expressed, that is, without public hearing and 
without publicity, render opinions in response to private requests 
from the League or one of its branches. It  will be noticed, like- 
wise, that they render wholly unnecessary the first part of Senate 
Reservation V, that is, they accomplish the same purpose. 

The concluding paragraph, Article 68, is of special significance. 
The Court will not hear a contentious case except upon the con- 
sent of the parties to it, signified specially or generally. Each 
signatory to  the treaty is at  liberty to agree to subrnit al1 contro- 
versies it may have withiri the cognizance of the Court to its arbi- 
trament, thus assenting generally, or it may sign reserving the 
riglit to submit or not to submit, as it chooses in each individuai 
case. 

By the resolution of adherence reported from the committee, 
the Cnited States declines to  agree generally but reserves freedom 
of action as to each separate controversy as it arises. The point 
is that no nation may be required, without its consent, to come 
before the Court, and it will not adjudicate a controversy between 
nations, one of which has not agreed to the Court's entertaining 
the dispute. Article 68 makes that rule applicable to requests for 
advisory opinions, that is to Say, that if the question in reference 
to whicli the advisory opinion of the Court is requested is involved 
in a dispute between two nations, the request will not be enter- 
tained or the opinion given, except if the parties to the contro- 
versy join in the request or assent to the action solicited. This 
provision had for its prime purpose to establish inflexibly the rule 
announced by the Court in the Eastern Carelia case. A contro- 
versy having arisen between Finland and Russia which had defied 
diplomatic adjustment by reason of a difference between tlie parties 
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as  to the proper construction of a treaty between them, Finland 
procured the Council of the League to request of the Court its 
opinion on the legal question thus in differerice. But the Court 
held that to comply would be to take cognizance, in part a t  least, 
of the dispute, though Russia had neither generally nor specifically 
invoked its jurisdiction and to do so would, therefore, violate the 
basic idea underlying the Statute of the Court, namely, that it 
would hear controversies only on voluntary submission by the 
parties thereto. 

Article 68 was drafted and recommended by a committee of 
jurists, proposing a riumber of amendments to the Court Statute, 
at the instance of Hon. Salmon O. Levinsori, of Chicago, generallj- 
regarded as the fathm of the outlawry of war idea, set forth in 
the so-called 'Borah resolution' offered in the Senate February 13, 
1922, and that eventually found expression in the Kellogg-Briand 
pact, hIr. Levinson's purpose being thus to make permanent the 
ruling in the Eastern Carelia case. I t  may be said in this connec- 
tion that though hlr. Levinson in 1926 opposed adherence by the 
Cnited States, he is now, largely by reason of the changes in 
tlie Court Statute referred to. enthusiastically in favor of that 
policy. 

Tt is interesting to recall that the resolution last mentioned, 
introduced by the senior Senator from Idaho, contained the following 
paragraph : 

,Kesolved, .... That a judicial sr~bstitute for war should be created 
(or, if existing in part, adapted and adjusted) in the form or 
nature of an international court, modeled on our Federal Supreme 
Court in its jurisdiction over controvcrsies between Our sovereign 
States, such court to possess affirmative jurisdiction to hear and 
decide al1 purely iriternational controversies, as defined by the 
code, or arising under treaties, and to Iiave the same power for 
the enforcement of its decrees as Our Federal Supreme Court, 
namely, the respect of al1 enlightened nations for judgments resting 
upon open and fair investigations and impartial decisions and the 
compelling power of enlightened public opinion.' 

Accordingly, the half of the last half of Reservation V, that is 
to Say, that part which relates to a 'dispute' to which the United 
States has or claim:; an interest is provided for, leaving nothing 
within the realm of controversy so far as the protocol before the 
Senate for adherence is concerned, except a 'question' not rising 
to  the dignity of a 'dispute', in respect to which the United 
States has or claim:; an interest ; in other words, if the Council 
or the Assembly sliould submit to the Court a request for an 
advisory opinion on a question not an element in any 'dispute' 
or controversy in which the United States is involved, our right 
to  interpose a veto is to be determined by the provisions of the 
protocol. Such difference of opinion as arises as to our rights under 
the protocol is confined to  that one narrow item. 

I t  is not easy for the ordinary mind to grasp the difference 
between a 'dispute' and a 'question' as used in Article 14 of 
the Covenant of the League of Nations, incorporated by reference, 
as  it is held, in the Statute of the Court, as follows: 
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'The Court may also give an advisory opinion upon any 
dispute or question rcferred to it by the Council or by the 
.4ssembly.' 

Two opinions rendered by the Court may serve the purpose 
of clarification. Advisory Opinion No. 2 was yromulgated in response 
to the following inquiry from the Couricil, namely, 'Does the com- 
petence of the international labour orgaiiization [an institution of 
the League, created by the Covenant] extend to tlie international 
regulation of the conditions of labor of persons employed in agri- 
culture ? '  The Court answered that it does. Here was no dis- 
pute between nations, but the question called for a construction 
of the Covenant-a treaty. 

Advisory Opinion No. 4 was ratlically tliffercnt. A somewliat 
lieated controversy subsistcd bctween France antl Gieat Britain 
as to whether British subjects in Tunis and llorocco could, by 
decree of the French Government, be macle French ci t i~ens and 
subject therefor to military service in bchalf of the local govern- 
ment. Involved in this d i s ~ u t e  \vas tlic question of whether the 
right to legislatc upon nationûlity was, uiider tlie circumstances, 
a purely domestic matter. .At th(, reqiiest of botli countries tlirougli 
the Council tlie opinioii of the Court was asked and it answered 
that in view of certain treaties between the two countries affecting 
the question, it was not a piirely domestic matter. That trouble- 
some question having been diçposed of, the two coiifitries reached 
an agreement in respect to the matter in difference. Obviously 
the inquiry was one calling for an opinioii on a 'dispute' and not 
a mere 'question'. So the opinion sought in tlie Easterii Carelia 
case was held by the Court to be upon a 'dispute'. 

Having in mind tlie relatixely iiisignificant part of the field 
covered by Reservation V, still open to contention, another change 
in the situation before the Senate in 1926 is to be considered. At 
that time it was believed by al1 taking part in the debate in the 
Senate, as stated, that unanimity in the Coi,ncil or the Asçembly 
was required for the submission of a request for an advisory opin- 
ion ; a t  least that view was advanced by the frierids of adherence 
who proposed Reservation V ancl no one of the talentcd and able 
lawyers among those who stubbornly opposed adlierence contro- 
verted that view, although it was iiitimated that possibly the 
contention might be made that a majority vote would sufficc. 
The States members of the Council then having, as it was believ- 
ed, in their power to prevent the subniission of a question, the 
reservation contemplated that  the United States should be on a 
footing of equality with the sanlc right to exercise a veto. I t  
enjoys equality under the revised protocol of adherence. If the 
unanimity rule prevails, it has a veto ; if the majority rule, its 
objection to submission counts as though it were voting on sub- 
mission. Tt can arrest submission of a dispute to which it is a 
party. I ts objection goes to defeat a majority vote on the sub- 
mission of a 'question' if thc majority rule obtains. I t  may 
be said in passing that not only was the view that unanimity is 
essential accepted without dissent in the debate of 1926, but in 
an addres by Dr. Edwin M. Borcliard, professor of international 
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law a t  Yale University, a determined opponent of adherence, 
before the American Conference on Institutions for the Establish- 
ment of International Justice, as late as May 4, 1932, having 
the benefit of the extended discussion of the question since 1926, 
took the position that no other construction is permissible. 

But i f  that position is not sound, if the inajority rulc should 
eventually be upheld, the United States runs no more risk of 
having an embarrassing 'question' put up to the Court for an 
advisory opinion thari any other of the 48 signatories to the Court 
protocol. So far as can be !earned no one of them is possessed 
of any appreliension over the matter. Why should the United 
States alone feel coricern ? 

By Article I of th.e protocol of accessioii before the Senate, the 
signatories to the protocol upon whicli tlie Court rests, accept the 
five reservations macle by the Senatc in 1926 as a condition of 
adherencc, 'upon the terms and conditions set out in the following 
articles of the protocol'. Article 2 specifically accords to the Cnited 
States, as provided in the 1924 reservations, the right to participate 
in the election of the judges of the Court, and Article 3, in 
conformity with the reservations, forbic!~ any modification of the 
Court Statute without the consent of the United States. Article 4 
gives further assurance of open hearings on request for atlvisory 
opinions. Article 5 starts out as follolvs : 

'\Vith a view to insuring that the Court shall not, without 
the consent of the ITnited States, entertain any rcquest for 
an advisory opinion touching an\. tlisputc or question in wliich 
the United States has or claims an interest ....' 

Provisiori is then mitde for tlie notification to the IJniteti States 
of any proposa1 to request the opinion of the Court that it may 
indicate to the Powers concerned its objection, if it lias any, and 
for an exchange of views looking either to the withdrawal of the 
proposa1 or the objection. Then follow two paragraphs giving 
rice to a divergence of vicw as to the construction to be given 
the protocol. These ~~rovisions are as follows : 

'W'itli regard to requesting an advisory opinion of the Court 
in any case covered by the preceding paragraphs, tliere shall 
be attributerl to an objection of the Cnited States the sdme 
force and effect as attaches to a vote against asking for the 
opinion given by a ?\lember of the Leagiie of Nations in the 
Council or in the Assembly. 

If, after tlie exchange of views provideci for in paragraphs I 

and 2 of this article, it shall appear that no agreement 
can be reached and the United States is not preparecl to forego 
its objection, the exercise of the powers of withdrawal provided 
for in Article 8 hcreof will follow naturally without any imputation 
of unfriendliness or unwillingness to cooperate gencrally for peace 
and goodwill.' 

I t  is the contention of Yr. Root who, as before stated, liad a 
conspicuous part in the drafting of the protocol and in the dis- 
cussions leacling to its adoption by the committee of jurists, that 
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it leaves Reservation V in fiill vigor, unimpaired, and notwitli- 
standing any language in the protocol the Court can not, without 
the consent of the Cnited States, entertain any request for an 
advisory opinion touching eithcr a 'dispute' or a 'question' in 
which the United States has or claims an interest. He maintains 
that Article 5 of the protocol was intended simply to provide the 
procedure by which the Council or the Assembly might be advised 
in advance of an objection by the United States affording an 
opportunity for negotiation on the matter in difference between 
it and the proponent of the reqiiest and for notice by tlie Court 
to the United States should a request come to it for an opinion 
without its having been afforded such opportunity, and for a stay 
to permit diplomatic exchanges. 

By the resolution of adherence reported by tlie committee, the 
Senate would declare its acceptance of the Root view of the 
protocol, and indicate to the other signatories tliat it adheres with 
that understanding of the purport thereof. 

In the committee this view was combated and tlie position stoutly 
maintained tliat as to  a 'question' the proponent insisting on its 
proposa1 and the Council or the Aiseinbly, as the case may be, 
supportinp; it by the requiçite vote, the reqiiest wou!d go to the Court, 
which, assuming it held that neither by virtiie of the protocol rior 
by reason of the provision of the Covenant requiring unanimity 
on al1 votes in the Couricil or the Assembly except on matters 
of procedure, has the Lnited States any right of veto, would 
proceed, leaving to the United States only the right to withdraw 
without prejudice as provided in the last paragraph of Article 5. 

No attempt will here be made to resolve the controversy over 
the proper construction to be given to the protocol. I t  must be 
admitted that, to Say the least, it is anibiguous and one can not 
help regretting that in the preparatioii of treaties opportunity is 
so often left for either side plaiisibly to contend for such a con- 
struction as seems to it best to suit its purpose. I t  is difficult 
to understand wliy, after the very direct language of Article I 
and the opening clause of Article 5, doubt sliould be cast upon 
the al1 but necessary implication thereof by what follows. M'hat 
could be more direct than the language last above referred to, 
'M'ith a view to insztring that the Court shall not, without the 
consent of the United States, entertain any request for an advis- 
ory opinion touching any dispute or qiiestion in wllich the United 
States lias or claims an interest', etc. And for that matter, wliat 
might one expect froni the language of Article I ? 

As indicated, howevcr, it is, in the opinion of the subscribers, 
for present purposes, of no material consequence which view is 
the correct one. 

As pointed out, the controversy affects only the matter of an 
opinion on a 'question' not rising to the dignity of a 'dispute'. 
I f  it is involved in any controversy between the United States 
and any other nation, we may interpose a veto. I t  relates only 
to the case of a proposa1 by some nation or nations through the 
Council or the Assembly for ail opinion by the Court on some 
question of international law on which the United States would 
prefer that i t  give no opinion, presumably because, perehance, this 
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country might thereby be embarrassed should it subsequently be 
embroiled in a controversy with some power in which the same 
principle would be involved. This peril seems to the subscribers 
to be so remote as that it may be ignoreti. But whatever it be, 
as lieretofore indicated, it is shared by every signatory to  the 
protocol. Moreover, we are even now in exactly that peril. At 
any time since the Court was organized it might have laid down 
principles either through ordinary judgments or advisory opinions 
that might thus prove embarrassing to the United States at  some 
time in the future. 'True, our country might, perhaps, be more free 
in a controversy wjth another nation to combat any principle 
asserted on the autliority of the Court, were we not one of its 
sponsors, but we could not escape the persuasive force of a deci- 
sion by so respectable a Court even tliough we held entirely aloof 
from it. To illustrate : The Court held in the Lotus case that a 
nation may enact and enforce laws for the punishment of one 
doing an injury to one of its citizens or subjects on the high seas. 
If an American should be arrested charged under such a law, our 
Government, in demrinding his release upon the ground that such 
a statute is invalid under international law, could scarcely escape 
the persuasive force of the decision in the Lotus case. Our Govern- 
ment in any controversy with a signatory, is liable to be confront- 
ed with a decision of the C.ourt rendered in response to a request 
for an advisory opiriion, to the rendition of which we may now 
interpose no objection. The peril some Senators profess to fear 
from advisory opinions on 'questions' is small indeed, but what- 
ever it is, that peril is lessened rather than heightened by adher- 
ence under the protocol tendered. 

Even so, where a proposa1 for an advisory opinion is before the 
Council or the Assembly it must consider whether tlie United 
States objecting, it lias not tlie right under the protocol, as con- 
tended by Mr. Root, to interpose a veto. If it should hold other- 
wise, it must the11 coiisider whether the unanimity rule is controlling, 
in whicli case the United States may veto. If that hurdle should 
be taken, a majority, counting the United States in the negative, 
must sustain the proposa1 despite the opposition of our Govern- 
ment. That difficulty having been overcome, the Court must be 
satisfied that the Root contention is iinsound and that unanimity 
in the Council or thi2 Assembly is not essential to the submission 
to the Court of the request. 

Finally i f  the po.jition of the United States is just, it is a 
reasouable supposition that the Court will su hold. The contin- 
gency against which the paragraph of the resolution reported by 
the committee and adopted a t  the instance of Senator Moses, who 
opposes adherence on any terms, is so remote as to be negligible. 
The difference, as a practical matter between the original Reser- 
vation V and the ~protocol of accession now before the Senate, 
is so slight, even though the Root construction be rejected, as to  
approach the vanisliing point. 
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For the information of those not familiar with the general out- 
lines of the Statute it may be said that the Court consists of 
15 judges, no two of whom can be of the same nationality. They 
are elected for the term of nine years by tlie members of the 
Council and the Assembly of the League of Nations, the United 
States having the right, under the protocol of accession, to parti- 
cipate in the election tlirough a representative in each electoral 
body. Candidates must be nominated by tlie panel of each sign- 
atory on the roster of the judges of the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Arbitration, the old Hague tribunal, tlie panel of the United 
States at present co~isisting of Elihu Root, John Bassett hfoore, 
Yewton D. Baker, and Robert E. Olds. The jurisdiction of the 
Court, except for the matter of advisory opinions, is defined by 
=\rticle 36 of the Statute as follows : 

'The jurisdiction of the Court comprises al1 cases wllich the 
parties refer to it and al1 matters specially provided for in 
Treaties and Conventions in force. 

The hlembers of tlie League of Nations and the States 
mentioned in the Annex to the Covenant may, either when 
signing or ratifying tlie Protocol to whicll the present Statute 
is adjoined, or at  a later moment, declare that they recognize 
as compulsory ipso iacto and without special agreement, in relation 
to any other Member or Statc accepting the same obligation, the 
jurisdiction of the Court in al1 or any of the classes of legai 
disputes concerning : 

(a)  the interpretation of a t reaty;  
(b) any question of international law ; 
(c) the existence of any fact which, if established, would 

constitute a breacli of an international obligation ; 
(d) the nature or extent of the reparation to be made for 

the breach of an international obligation. 

The declaration referred to above may be made uncondi- 
tionally or on condition of reciprocity on the part of several 
or certain Members or States, or for a certain time. 

In the event of a dispute as to whether the Court has 
jurisdiction, the matter shall be settled by the decision of the 
Court .' 

It  will be noted tliat the Court can take jurisdiction only of 
such cases 'as the parties refer to it', unless a signatory shall 
agree that al1 disputes in which i t  may be involved, falling within 
the classes, shall be submitted to the Court. I t  is not proposed 
that the United States shall so agree. I t  may be said in this 
connection that a t  the outset few of the signatories assented to 
the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court as to them, and that none 
of the leading Fowers did so. But so satisfactory has been the 
work of tlie Court, so beneficial has it proven, that 37 States 
have now signed the optional clause, including France, Great 
Britain, Germany, and Italy. I t  has come to be realized by the 
most painful experience that the whole world suffers from a war 
of any magnitude, and that every nation is consulting its own 
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interest in contributing toward averting such a catastrophe. It  
is quite likely that Europe will continue largely to monopolize 
the attention of the Court with its unfortunate quarrels, that 
subject us to the chance of being again enveloped should tliey 
culminate in general hostilities. Whether the question be viewed 
selfislily or altruistically, our Government ought to give to the 
Court the moral support that ~ w u l d  follow from association in 
maintaining it." 

I,astly, i t  shouldi be  s ta ted t h a t  Mr. Linthicum, Chairman 
of t h e  Cornmittee on Foreign Relations of the  Houce of Repre- 
sentatives, moved the  following reçolution for adoption by 
t h e  Senate and the House cf Representativeç (Joint Reso- 
lution aiithorizing an  appropriation as  t h e  contribution of the  
United States t o  the  expenses of t h e  Permanent Coürt of 
International Justice for the  calendar year 1932) l: 

"Whereas the Permanent Court of International Justice estab- 
lislied under the pr roto col of December 16, 1920, is now being 
maintained by more than fifty nations at  The Hague ; and 

Whereas this World Court has functioned successfully since 1922 
and has held twenty-six sessions and has handed down forty judg- 
ments and advisory opinions ; and 

Whereas on February 24, 1923, President Harding and Secretary 
Hughes proposed tliat the United States should participate with 
other nations in maintaining this court, and this proposa1 was later 
repeated by President Coolidge and Secretary Kellogg and by Presi- 
dent Hoover and Secretary Stimson ; and 

Whereas on Marc:h 3, 1925: the House of Kepresentatives by 
resolution expressed its 'cordial approval' of the Coiirt and an 
'earnest desire' for American participation in maintaining it ; and 

LVhereas on January 27, 1926, the Senate gave its advice and 
consent to  the adherence by the United States to the Court proto- 
col of December 16, 1920, with reservations ; and 

Ilrhereas on Deccmber 9, 1929, the Court protocol of Decem- 
ber 16, 1920, a protoc01 of September 14, 1929, relating to the 
adherence of tlie United States, and a protocol of September 14, 
1929, relating to the amendment of the Court statute, were signed 
on behalf of the United States by direction of the President ; and 

Whereas tlie three Court protocols have not been ratified by the 
United States ; and 

Urhereas since 1923 the American inembers of the Permanent 
Court of Arbitration have regularly made nominations of candidates 
in the elections of jiidges of the Court ; and 

Whereas in 1921 John Bassett Moore was elected a judge of 
the Court and was succeeded in 1928 by Charles Evans Hughes, who 
was succeeded in 1930 by Frank B. Kellogg, who is now a judge 
of the Court ; and 

l House Joint Resolution 378, Seventy-Second Congress, first session. 



LVhereas the Court has been since 1922, and is now, open to the 
United States for the hearing of any international differences which 
the United States may in agreement witli other States submit to 
it ; and 

Whereas the United States has signed and ratified various 
international conventions which contain provisions for possible 
references of differences to the Court, including the slavery con- 
vention of September z j ,  1926, the convention for the abolition of 
import and export prohibitions and restrictions of November 8, 
1927, and the convention on the manufacture of narcotics of July 13, 
1931 ; and 

Whereas the expenses of the Court, including the salaries of 
ilmerican judges, have heretofore been paid by the governments 
of other countries, without any contribution by the United States ; 
and 

Whereas the proposa1 of American participation, which has been 
supported by three Presidents and three Secretaries of State, would 
involve for the United States no other obligation than that of 
paying a çhare of the Court's expenses, the exact amount to be 
determined by the Congress of the United States : Therefore be it 

Resolued by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the sum of 
853,895.85 is llereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, as the contribution of the United 
States to the expenses of the Permanent Court of International 
Justice for the calendar year 1932, that sum being the amount paid 
by the largest contributor among other countries, and the President 
is hereby authorized to pay that sum to the treasurer of the Court 
for that purpose." 

On May 6th, 1932, the Committee for Foreign Affairs 
assembled in order to discuss this resolution. C'p till now, no 
decision was taken in this respect. 

The Protocol of Septeniber 14th, 1929, concerning the 
adherence of the United States to the Court, had, on June 15th, 
1932, received the signatures of the following States : 

Union of South Africa, Albania, United States of America, 
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Rrazil, Bulgaria, Canada, 
Chile, China, Colombia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, 
Dominican Republic, Esthonia, Ethiopia, Finland, France, 
Germany, Greece, Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Guate- 
mala, Haiti, Hungary, India, Irish Free State, Italy, Japan, 
Latvia, Liberia, Lithuania, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, hicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Persia, Peru. 



Polarid, Portugal, Koumania, Salvador, Siam, Spain, Sweden, 
Switzerland, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia. 

On the same date, the following States had deposited their 
instruments of ratification : 

Union of South Africa, Albania, Xustralia, Austria, Belgium, 
Bulgaria, Canada, China, Colombia, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 
Denmark, Esthonia, Finland, France, Great Britain and Northern 
Ireland, Germany, Greece, Hungary, India, Irish Free State, 
Italy, Japan, Latvia, Luxemburg, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Norway, Persia, Poland, Portugal, Roumania, Siam, Spain, 
Sweden, Switzerland, Yugoslavia. 

C.-As concerns States rlot Members of the 1,eague of Other States 
to whicli the Kations nor mentioned in the Annex to the Covenant, Article 35 Court is open. 

of the Statute provides that the conditions under which the 
Court will be open to them are, subject to the special pro- 
visions of treaties in force1, to be laid down by the Couricil ; 
but in no case will such provisions place the Parties in a 
position of inequality before the Court. 

In accordance with this Article, the Council, on May 17th, 
1922, adopted a Rt:solution which regulates this matter. (See 
First Annual Report, p. 142.) 

The States neither Nembers of the League of Nations nor 
mentioned in the Annex to the Covenant, which have been 
notified by the Court of the Resolution of the Counci12 to the 
effect that they are entitled to appear before it, are now as 
follows : 

Afghanistan, Cos1.a Rica, Free City of Danzig (through the 
intermediary of Poland), Egypt, Georgia, Iceland, Liechten- 
stein, Monaco, Russia, San Marino, Turkey 3. 

The following passage of the report in regard to t l ~ c  Statute, adopted by 
the First Assembly of the League of Nations on December i3th,  1920, 
explains the clause analyzed in the text : "The access of other States to  the 
Court will depend either on the ipecial provisions of the treaties in force 
(for example, the provisions of the treaties of peace concerning the right of 
niinorities, labour, etc.) or else on a resolution of the Council." 

2 Except in the case of Costa Rica, which was notifiecl of the Resolution 
bv the Secretary-General of the League of N:~tions when i t  was still a 
Meniber of the Leaguf of Nations (see Seventh Annual Report, p. 180). 

On July 18th, 1932, Turkey became a llember of the League of Nations. 
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 ontr ri butions (See Fifth Annual Report, p. 150.) 
towards t h e  
expenses of 
tlie Court. 

(3)  Channels of commanications with governments. 

During the preliminary session, the Court decided that it 
would be well to have the procedure for communications 
which it might have to send to the varioiis gover~iments 
definitely laid down, so that a communication transmitted to 
a government in the manner indicated by that government 
could be regarded as having been duly effected. The Registrar, 
in a letter of March 27th, 1922, requested the Secretary- 
General of the 1,eague of Kations to ask the governments 
of States members of the 1,ea~ue to state tbeir wishes in 
regard to the procedure to be adopted. He also wrote direct 
to States not members of the League for sirnilar information. 

Certain governments not having replied to this request, 
the Registrar of the Court sent them a reminder on May 15th, 
1928. According to the replies received up to June 15th: 1932, 
as a result of the steps taken in 1922 or in 1928, the channels 
to  be used for direct communications emanating from tho 
Court are as follows : 

South Africa 
(Union of-) 

America (United 
States of-) 

Argentine 
Republic 

Auçtralia 

Austria 

Belgium 

Brazil 

Bulgaria 

The Prime Minister of 
the Union of South 
Africa, Capetown. 
The Secretary of State, 
Washington. 

Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Buenos Ayres. 

The Prime Minister of 
the Commonwealth of 
Australia, Melbourne. 
The Federal Chancellory, 
Department for Foreign 
Affairs, Vienna. 
The Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Brussels. 
The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Rio de Janeiro. 

The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Sofia. 

Through the U.S. 
Legation at The 
Hague. 
Through the 
Argentine Legation 
at The Hague. 

Through the 
Brazilian Legation 
at The Hague. 



COMMUNICATIONS WITH GOVERNMENTS 

Canada 'The Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, 
Ottawa. 

Chile 'The Minister for Foreign 
Aff airs, Santiago. 

China 'The Chinese Legation a t  
'The Hague. 

Colombia 'The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Bogota. 

Cuba 'The Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Havana. 

Czechoslovakia 'The Czechoslovak 
IMinister a t  The Hague. 

Danzig The Polisli Minister a t  
'The Hague. 

Denmark 'The Danish Legation at  In  case of extreme 
'The Hague. urgency : 

The Ministry for For- 
eign Affairs, Copen- 
hagen. 

Dominican Republic 'The Secretary of State 
for Foreign Affairs, San 
IDomingo. 

Ecuador 'The Ministry for Foreign 
,9fkairs, Quito. 

E ~ Y  pt 'The Ministry for Foreign 
.4ffairs, Cairo. 

Esthonia 'The Ministry for Foreign 
,9ffairs, Tallinii. 

Finland 'The Finnish ChargG 
d'affaires a t  The Hague. 

France 'The Ministry for Foreign 
.4ffairs, French Service 
.for the League of 
'Nations, Paris. 

Germany The German Legation at 
'The Hague. 

Great Britain The Secretary of State for 
:Foreign Affairs, Foreign 
Office. Whitehall, Lon- 

Greece 
'don, S.W.I. 
'The Ministry for Foreign Copy to the Greek 
Affairs. Athens. Delegation to the 

League of Nations a t  
Geneva. 

Haiti The Secretary of State for 
Foreign Affairs, Port-au- 
Prince. 

Honduras The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Tegucigalpa. 



Nicaragua 

Norway 

Panama 

Persia 
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Hungary The Hungarian Minister For communications 
a t  The Hague. under Article 44 of the 

Statute : 
The Royal Ministry of 
Justice, Budapest. 

India The India Office, White- 
hall, London, S.W.I. 

Irish Free State Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Dublin. 

Italy Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs-League of Na- 
tions Section, Rome. 

Japan The Minister for Foreign Through the Japanese 
Affairs, Tokio. Office for matters con- 

cerning the League of 
Nations, Paris. 

Latvia Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Riga. 

Liberia The Liberian Secretary 
of State, Monrovia. 

Lithuania The Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Kovno. 

Luxemburg The Minister of State, (By registered letter.) 
President of the Grand- 
Ducal Government, 
Luxemburg. 

Mexico The Secretary of State for Through the Mexican 
Foreign Affairs, Mexico. Legationat TheHague. 

Monaco The Secretary of State, 
Director of the foreign 
relations and judicial 
administration of the 
Principality of Monaco. 

Netherlands The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, The Hague. 

New Zealand The High Commissioner 
for New Zealand, New 
Zealand Government 
Offices, Strand, London, 
LV.C.2. 
The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Managua. 
The Ministry for Foreign Through theNorwegian 
Affairs, Oslo. Legation a t  The Hague. 
The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Panama. 
The Ministry for Foreign 
tlffairs (3rd Section), 
Teheran. 



Peru 

Poland 

Portugal 

Roumania 

Salvador 

Siam 

Spain 

Sweden 

Switzerland 

Turke y 

Uruguay 

Venezuela 

Yugoslavia 
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The Peruvian Chargé The Court's publica- 
(d'affaires a t  The Hague. tions are sent direct to 

the Ministry for For- 
eign Affairs a t  Lima. 

The Polish Minister at 
The Hague. 
The Minister for Foreign 
Affairs, Lisbon. 
The Minister for Foreign Copy to the Rouma- 
Affairs, Bucharest. nian Minister at The 

Hague, with the re- 
quest to transmit it to 
Bucharest. 

The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, San Salvador. 
The Ministry for Foreign Copy to the Siamese 
Affairs, Bangkok. Legation in London. 
The Ministry of State, Through the Spanish 
Madrid. Legation at The Hague. 
The Swedish hlinister at 
'The Hague. 
The Swiss Minister at 
The Hague. 
The Micistry for Foreign Tlirough the Turkish 
Affairs, Ankara. Legation at The Hague. 
The Ministry for Foreign 
Affairs, Montevideo. 
The Venezuelan Legation 
at The Hague. 
The Yugoslav Minister 
at The Hagüe. 

I n  the case of governments not appearing in the above 
list, the Court co~nmunicates either with their Legations a t  
The Hague, or, where necessary, with their Ministries for 
Foreign Affairs. 

II. 

JURISDICTION -1s ,4N ADVISORY BODY 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 148-150.) 

The twenty-six requests for advisory opinion which the 
Council has submitted to  the Court may be divided into 
two categories : t:hose really originating with the Council 
itself and those-miore numerous-submitted a t  the instigation 
or request of a State or international organization. 
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The followitig tables give a list of the cases submitted to 
the Court for advisory opinion, divided into these two cate- 
gories. The number in the general list, the governments 
or international organizations directly interested in the case and 
the date of the request for an advisory opinion are also indicated. 

Requests from The followilzg belong to the first category : 
the Council 
propvio motu. NUmber in Governments and 

general list. 
Kame of the case. internat. organizations Date of req'lest for 

tlirectly interested. advisory Opinion' 

6 German settlers in Germany ~Poland 
Poland l 

8 Acquisition of Polish Germany iPoland 
nationality 

16 Polisli postal ser- DanzigiPoland 
vice at Danzig 

17 Expulsion of the 
(Ecumenical 
Patriarch 

20 Frontier between Great Britain; 
Turkey and Iraq Turkey 
(Mosul question) 

29 Jurisdiction of the DanzigiPoland 
Danzig Courts 

39 Railway traffic be- Litliuania ,Poland 
tween Lithuania 
and Poland 

41 Customs régime Austria, Germanyi 
between Germany France, Italy and 
and Austria (Pro- Czechoslovakia 
tocol of March ~ g t h ,  
1931) 

44 Access to and DanziglPoland 
anchorage in the 
port of Danzig for 
Polish war vessels 

45 Caphandaris-Molloff Bulgaria/Greece 
Agreement of 
December gth, 1927 l0 

l See First Annual Report, p. 204. 
7 ,  > *  ,, , ,, 210. 
,, >l ,, , ,, 231. 
I r  > 8  ,, . 237. 
,, Second ,, ,, , ,, 140.  

6 ,, Fourth ,, ,, , ,, 213. 
' ,, p. 221. 

,, ,, 216. 
9 ,, ,, 226. 

l0 ,, ,, 238. 

March and, 1923 

J U ~ Y  IIth, 1923 

March 14th, 1925 

March z ~ s t ,  1925 

Sept. 23rd, 1925 

Sept. 24th, 1927 

Jan. 28th, 1931 

May ~ g t h ,  1931 

Sept. q t h ,  1931 

Sept. 26th, 1931 



JURISDICTION AS AN ADVISORY BODY I 4 9  

T h e  folloi~ing belong to the second category: 
Governments and Date of request for 

sumber in Narne of the case. internat. organizations general list. advisory opinion. d jrectly interested. 

I International Labour France, Great May 22nd, 1922 
Organizat ion and Britain, Hungary. 
the conditions of Ttaly, Portugal, 
agricultural labour' Sweden, Inter- 

national Labour 
Office, Inter- 
national Agricul- 
tural Commission, 
International Fed- 
eration of Land- 
workers, Central 
Association of 
French Agricultur- 
alists, International 
Institute of Agri- 
culture, Interna- 
tional Federation 
of Christian Unions 
of Landworkers, 
International Fed- 
eration of Agri- 
cultural Trades' 
Unions 

2 Nomination of the Great Britain, May zznd, 1922 
Workers' delegate to Netherlands, Swe- 
the International den, International 
Labour Conference Labour Office, 

Netherlands Gen- 
eral Confederation 
of Trades Unions, 
International Fed- 
eration of Trades 
Unions, Interna- 
tional Confedera- 
tion of Christian 
Trades Unions 

3 International Labour Esthonia, France July 18th' 1922 
Organization and Haiti, Sweden, 
methods of agricul- International La- 
tural production bour Office, Inter- 

national Institute 
of Agriculture, 
International Con- 
federation of Agri- 
cultural Trades 
Unions 

l See First Annual Report, p. 189. 
,. 1 ,  ,, > ,, 185. 
> ,  8 ,  ,, ? 8 ,  189. 
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Number in Governtnents and 
general list, Xame of the case. internat. organizations 

directly interested. 

4 Nationality Decrees FrancelGreat 
in Tunis and Britain 
Morocco l 

7 Status of Eastern Finlandlunion of 
Carelia * Socialist Soviet 

Republics of Russia 
9 Polish-Czechoslova- Czechoslovakia! 

kian frontier (ques- Poland 
tion of Jaworzina) 

13 Monastery of Saint- Albania, 
Naoum (Serbian- Yugoslavia 
Albanian frontier) 

15 Exchange of Greek Greece, Turkey, 
and Turkish popula- Mixed Commission 
tions for the exchange 

of Greek and 
Turkish popula- 
tions 

21 International Labour International 
Organization and Labour Organiz- 
personal work of ation, Internation- 
the employer al Organization 

of Industrial 
Employers, 
International 
Federation of 
Trades Unions, 
International 
Confederation of 
Christian Trades 
Unions 

23 Jurisdiction of the France, Great 
European Commis- Britain, Italyl 
sion of the Danube Roumania 

35 Interpretation of Greece!Turkey 
the Greco-Turkish 
Agreement of De- 
cember rst ,  1926 
(Final Protocol. 
Art. IV) 

See First Annual Report, p. rgj.  
2 ,  ,, ,, , ,, 200. 

> s  ,, , , ,, 215 .  

1 ,  ,> ,, , ,, 221. 

l >  ,, ,, , ,, 226. 

,, Third ,, ,, , ,, 131. 
,, Fourth ,, ,, , ,, 201 .  

,, Fifth ,, .. , ,, 2 2 7 .  

Date of request for 
advisory opinion. 

Nov. 6th,  1922 

April 27th, 1923 

Sept. 29th, 1923 

June 17th, 1924 

Dec. 18th, 1924 

March zoth, 1926 

Dec. 18th, 1926 

June 7th, 1928 
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Number in Governments and Date of request for general list, Name of the case. internat. organizations 
directly interested. advisory 

37 Greco-Bulgarian BulgariaiGreece Jan. 17th, 1930 
"Communities" l 

38 Danzig and the Danzig, Poland, May 15th, 1930 
International Labour International 
Organization 2 Labour Organ- 

ization 
40 Access to German GermanvlPoland Jan. p s t ,  1931 

Minority Schools in 
Polish Upper 
Silesia 

42 Treatment of Polish Danzig ~Poland May 23rd, 1931 
nationals, etc., at 
Danzig 

48 Employment of International May ~ o t h ,  1932 
women during the Labour Organ- 
night ization, Interna- 

tional Federation 
of Trades Unions, 
International 
Federation of 
Christian Trades 
Unions, Great 
Britain 

(See Fifth Annual Report, pp. 159-r60, Çixth Annual Report, Procedure 
for voting 

pp. 178-179, and Seventh Annual Report, pp. 186-187.) upon requests 
for o~inioni .  

The Eleve~ith Assembly had decided to communicate t o  the 
governments of Members of the League of Nations the report 
of the Committee for the amendmeiit of the Covenant and 
subsequent documents. The answers of governments were 
considered by the Twelfth Assembly upon the report of the 
First Committee. With regard to the procedure for votes 
on requests for advisory opinions, the Committee's report 
recalled that a certain niimber of States held that it was 
desirable to entrust to the Council the duty of proposing 
suitable measurec: to ensure that its unanimous recommend- 
ations were carried into effect. To justify this extension of 
the effect of unanimous recommendations, it had been 

l See Seventh Annual Report, p. 245.  
a 9 ,  9, ,. . ,, 255. 

,, ,, .. , ., 261.  ' ,, p. 23% 
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proposed to provide that the Council might, by a majority 
vote, ask the Court for an advisory opinion on points of law 
relevant to the dispute. But the report stated that the discus- 
sions in the Committee had confirmed the opinion already 
expressed by the previous year's Sub-Committee, that an 
amendment of this character would not secure the necessary 
ratifications. 

On September 25th, 1931, the Assembly noted the report 
of its First Committee and decided to create a comriiittee 
for the purpose of seekinp unanimous agreement on the hases 
indicated in the report. 

III. 

OTHER AC,TIVITIES. 

On several occasions the Court or its Preside~it have been 
entrusted with certain missions-such, for instance. as the 
appointment of arbitrators or experts--either under an inter- 
national legal instrument or under a contract of private law. 

The synopsis which precedes the third edition (1926) of the 
Collection of Tex t s  governing the jurisdictiout of the Court 
contains an analysis and a classification of those of the various 
clauses which were known at the time. 

The fourth edition (1932) of the Co2lection of Tex t s  governing the 
jurisdiction of the Court reproduces-divided into two categories : 
A. : appointments by the Court ; B. : appoiritments by the 
President-the relevant provisions of instruments of this 
nature which had come to the knowledge of the Registry on 
January 31st, 1932. 

To the tmTo lists contained in previous Annual Reports the 
following additions are to be made in respect of the period 
June 15th, 1931. to June 15th, 1932. 

(a) APPOINTMENTS BY THE COURT. 

(See Third Anniial Report, p. 104, Fourth Annual Report, 
p. 136, Sixth Annual Report, p. 180, and Seventh Annual Report, 
pp. 188-189.) 

Since June 15th, 1931, the Court has not beeri notified of 
any instrument under which it might in certain circumstances 
be asked to  make an appointment. 



OTHER ACTIVITIES 153 

Nevertheless, the Court was called upon to appoint a suc- 
cessor to M. Nyholni, deceased, who had been appointed by 
it as a member of the Hungaro-Yugoslav Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal, under Agreenient No. II concluded a t  Paris between 
Hungary and the Creditor Powers (see Seventh Annual Report, 
pp. 188-189). The Court decided to undertake this mission, 
and its choice fell on M. Frederik Hammerich (Denmark), 
former President of the Anglo-Turkish and Italo-Turkish 
Mixed -4rbitral Triburials. 

(b) APPOINTMENTS BY THE PRESIDENT (THE VICE-PRESIDENT 
OR THE OLDEST JCDGE OF THE COURT). 

1.-Under an insbrument of public international law. 

(See Third Annual Report, pp. 105-108, Fourth 'Annual 
Report, pp. 136-1.37, Fifth Annual Report, pp. 161-162, 
Sixth Annual Report, pp. 180-181, and Seventh Annual 
Report, pp. 189-190.) 

Agreements for the pacific settlement of international disputes. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of a President of a 
conciliation commission . 

Treaty of conciliation and arbitration between Latvia 
and Lithuania.--Kovno, November 2 4th, 1930. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of three members of 
a conciliation comnîission : 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitra- 
tiori between Greece and Spain.-Athens, January q r d ,  
1930. 

Treaty of arbitration between Ilenmark and Latvia.- 
Riga, February 28th, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation and judicial settlement between 
Latvia and Lithuania.-Riga, April 28th, 1931. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of three arbitrators : 

Pact of friendship, conciliation and judicial settlement 
between Greece and Yugos1avia.-Belgrade, March 27th, 

1929. 
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Convention of conciliation, arbitration and judicial 
settlement between Relgium and Greece.-Athens, June 25th, 
1929. 

Convention of conciliation, arbitration and judicial 
settlement between 1,uxemburg and Koumania.-Luxem- 
burg, January zznd, 1930. 

Treaty of conciliation, judicial settlement and arbitra- 
tion between Greece and Spain.-Athens, January 23rd, 

1930. 
Convention of conciliation, judicial settlement and 

arbitration between Belgium and Yugos1avia.-Belgrade, 
March z5th, 1930. 

Treaty of friendship, conciliation, arbitration and judicial 
settlement between Austria and Greece.-Vienna, June z6th, 
1930. 

Convention of conciliation. arbitration and judicial settle- 
ment between Belgium and Lithuania.-Geneva, Septem- 
ber q t h ,  1930. 

Treaties of commerce. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of an umpire : 

Commercial Agreement between the High Commissioner 
for South Africa and the Governor-General of Mozambique. 
-Cape Town, February 13th, and Lourenço Marques, 
February 18th, 1930. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Czecho- 
slovakia and Koumania.-Strbské Pleso, June 27th, 1930. 

Treaty of commerce and navigation between Great 
Britain and Rollmania.-London, August 6th, 1930. 

Convention of commerce and navigation between Esthonia 
and Finland.-Tallin, April II th, 1931. 

Convention regarding conditions of residence, commerce 
and navigation between Austria and Roumania.-Vienna, 
August zznd, 1931. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of three arbitrators 
or of a third arbitrator : 

Commercial Convention between France and Switzerland. 
-Berne, July 8th, 1929. 
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Treaty of commerce between Switzerland and the 
Belgian-Luxemburg Economic Union.-Berne, August z6th, 

1929. 

T ~ e a t i e s  of peace and various conventions. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of a t hird arbitrator : 

Convention relating to the settlement of questions 
arising out of the delimitation of the frontier between 
Czechoslovakia and Hungary.-Prague, November 14th, 
1928. 

Treaty regarding the settlement of legal questions 
connected with the frontier described in Article 27, 
püragraph 6, of the Treaty of Saint-Germain-en-Laye, 
between Austria and Czechos1ovakia.-Prague, Decem- 
ber ~ z t h ,  1928. 

Treaty of friendship between Germany and Persia.- 
Teheran, February 17th, 1929. 

Agreement regarding the release of property, rights 
and interests of' German nationals, between Canada and 
Germany.-The Hague, January q t h ,  1930. 

Convention between Austria and Yugoslavia concerning 
the application and execution of certain provisions of 
the General Agreement of The Hague, between Austria 
and the Creditor States, concluded on January zoth, 
1930.-Belgrade, December 8th, 1930. 

Treaty of friendship between Esthonia and Persia.- 
Moscow, Octobeir 3rd, 1931. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of three arbitrators: 

Agreement regarding the complete and final settlement 
of the question of reparations.-The Hague, January zoth, 

1930. 
Agreement regarding the final discharge of the financial 

obligations of Austria.-The Hague, January zoth, 1930. 
Agreement regarding the settlement of Bulgarian repar- 

ations.-The Hague, January zoth, 1930. 
Convention respecting the Bank for International 

Settlements.-The Hague, January zoth, 1930. 
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Protocol concerning Germany and respecting the sus- 
pension of certain inter-governmental debts.-London, 
August r r th ,  1931. 

Appointment in certain circumstances of three arbitrators 
or of a third arbitrator : 

Treaty of friendship between Belgium and Persia.- 
Teheran, May 23rd, 1929. 

Finally, the following should be mentioned : At the public 
hearing on April zznd, 1932, in the case of the free zones 
of Upper Savoy and the Pays de Gex, the Agent for the 
Swiss Government made a declaration to the effect that 
the Franco-Swiss negotiations with a view Io the execution of 
the undertaking given by Switzerland in the note of May 5th, 
1919 (whereby Switzerland undertook, on the understanding 
that the free zones of Upper Savoy and the District of Gex 
were maintained, to regulate in a manner more appropriate to 
the economic conditions of the present day the terms of the 
exchange of goods between the regions in question), might 
take place, should France so request, with the assistance 
and subject to the mediation of three experts, who would be 
empowered to fix-with binding effect for the Parties-in so 
far as might be necessary by reason of the absence of 
agreement between them, the terms of the settlement to be 
enacted in virtue of the undertaking given by Switzerland. 
The experts were to be appointed from amongst the nationals 
of countries other than France and Switzerland, by the judge 
acting as President of the Court for the purposes of the case 
of the free zones, or, should he be unable to do so, by the 
President of the Court. By letters of April ~ j t h ,  1932, the 
President of the Swiss Confederation requested the j udge 
acting as President and the President of the Court to under- 
take this task. By letters of April 28th, 1932, the judge 
acting as President and the President of the Court replied 
agreeing to comply with this request. 

2.-Under a contract of private law. 

Under a convention concluded on August q t h ,  1925, 
between the Greek Govemment and the Société commerciale 
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de Belgique, the PI-esident of the Court \vas requested in 
March 1932 to appoint an expert to deterinine the price of 
an order for material placed in October 1931 with the Company 
by the Greek Ministry of Communications. The President 
has already, under the same convention, appointed experts 
and a third arbitrator (see Second Anniial Report, pp. 95-96, 
and Seventh Annual Report, p. 190). 

Another private Company, which war. iil negotiation with 
a government, approached the President of the Court asking 
him whether, if a clause to that effect were inserted in the 
contract to be concluded between it and the government in 
question, he would be prepared, in certain circumstances, 
to appoint a third arbitrator. The Presiderit replied in the 
affirmative. 

* * *  

I t  often happens that private individuals apply to the Court Applications 

with the object of laying before it matters a t  issue between "zvate 
them and some government. These are generally claims for apainst a 

compensation for di:spossession and arise as a rule from the ~overn lnen t~  

fact that the applicants have lost their original national 
status and have not acquired another, and, for this reason, 
have met with a refusal, on the part of the courts to which 
they have applied, to entertain their claims. Most of these 
disputes have arisen in countries which have undergone terri- 
torial readjustments ; for instance, perçons entitled to pensions 
(former officials, war-cripples, widows) who have changed their 
nationality complain that payment of their pensions is refused 
both by the State in whose service they were and by the 
succession State. Very often also claims are received for 
compensation for injuries resulting from the war, for debts 
dating from before the war and for the depreciation of assets 
in specie and in securities. 

The First Annual Report (pp. 155 et sqq.), the Third Annual 
Report (pp. 109 et sqq.), the Fifth Annual Report (pp. 162 
et sqq.) and the Seventh Annual Report (p. 191) gave several 
examples showing what is, as a general rule, the nature of 
such cases ; in response to such applications the Registrar 
invariably states thiit, under the terms of Article 34 of the 
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Statute of the Court, "only States or Members of the League 
of Nations can be Parties in cases before the Court". 

Two of these cases however, which the Registrar thought 
it right to lay before the Court, should be mentioned here. 

A person who stated that he was acting on behalf of the 
"Confederacy of Six Nations of the Grand River", asked under 
what conditions the "Confederacy" could submit to the Court 
"certain differences with the United States of America and 
Great Britain arising (inter alia) under the Boundary Waters 
Treaty of 1909 1 and amendments thereto, and entered into 
between the two latter States". The Registrar having, in reply, 
drawn the attention of the person in question to Articles 34 
and 35 of the Statute, the latter asked the Court to place a 
flexible construction upon Article 35 of the Statute. Having 
considered this request, the Court confined itself to approving 
the answer given by the Registrar. 

In the other case, an Armenian, who claimed to be acting 
on behalf of a group of his compatriots, had addressed several 
applications to the Court. In response to these, the Registrar 
had returned the usual reply to the effect that the case could 
not be entertained. Not satisfied with this reply, the person 
in question again approached the Court apparently with a 
view to obtaining a reply from the Court itself on the question 
of jurisdiction. The Court decided simply to approve the 
replies made by the Registrar. 

1 S r e a t -  between the United States and Great Rritain relating to boundary 
waters and questioris arising along the boundary between the United States 
and the Doniinion of Canada, signed a t  Washington on January 11t11, 1909. 
->Iartens, 9. R. G., 3rd series, Vol. IV, p.  208. 
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I n  conformity wit:h Article 27 of i ts  Kules, a s  amended o n  
February 13th, 1931, t h e  ordinary session of the  Court opens 
on February 1st in each y e a r ;  furthermore, t h e  President 
m a y  summon a n  extraordinary session of t h e  Court whenever 
he  thinks  i t  desirable. 

DATES O F  THE SESSIONS HELD BY THE COCKT 

(Table brought u p  t o  da te  August  th, 1932.) 

Order number. Yeai. 

Prelirninary 
First 
Second 
Third 
Fourth 
Fifth 
Sixth 
Seventh 
Eighth 

Ninth 
Tenth 
Elevent h 
Twelfth 
Thirteenth 
Fourteenth 
Fifteenth 
Sixteen th 
Seventeenth 
Eighteenth 
Nineteenth 
Twentieth 
Twen ty-First 
Twenty-Second 
Twen ty-Third 
Twenty-Fourth 
Twenty-Fift h 

Date 
or opening. of closure 

January 30th March 24th 
June 15th Angust 12th 
January 8th Frb. 7th 
June 15th Sept. 15th 
Nov. 12th Dec. 6th 
Junc 16th Sept. 4th 
January 12th March 26th 
April 14th hlay 16th 
,June 15th June 19th 
July 15th August 25th 
October zznd Nov. 21st 
February 2nd May 25th 
June 15th July 31st 
June15th Dec.16th 
February 6th April 26th 
June15th Sept.13th 
Nov. 12th Nov. ~ 1 s t  
May 13th July 12th 
June 17th Sept. 10th 
June 16th August 26th 
October 23rd Dec. 6th 
January 15th Feb. z ~ s t  
April 20th May 15th 
July 16th Oct. 15th 
Nov. 5th Feb. 4th 
February 1st March 8th 
April 18th August 11th 

l O : Ordinary Session. 
E : Extraordinary Se:jsion. 
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The following table gives a list of the judgments and 
opinions, as also of certain orders made in the nature of 
judgments, in the cases dealt with in the first twenty-six 
sessions of the Court, and it indicates the page of the Annual 
Report on which each has been summarized, the serial numbers 
of the Court's publications l in which the relevant documents 
have been prii~ted, and a summary of the decisions. 

l The references are based on the new style of numbering adopted by the 
Court in 1931 for Series A., B. and C. of its publications. For the former 
numbering, see the tables of corresponding numbers given in the present 
volume on p. 310 (for Series A. and B.). and p. 314 (for Series C.). 



JUDGRIENTS AND OPINIONS GIVEN BY T H E  COURT. 

Nanie of the case. 

The nomination of 
tlie workers' delegate 
fclr the Netherlands 
ai: the third session 
O:: the International 
Labour Conference. 
Date : July 31, 1922. 
General list : No. 2. 
(Opinion No. 1.) 

Competence of the 
International Labour 
Organization in re- 
gard to agriculture. 
Ciste : Aug. 12, 1922. 
General list : No. I. 

(Opinion No. 2.) 

Competence of the 
Iiiternational La- 
b m r  Organization 
in regard to  agri- 
cilltural production. 
Uate : Aug. 12, 1922. 
General list : No. 3. 
(Opinion No. 3.) 

Kat ionality decrees 
iri Tunis and Morocco. 
Date : Feb. 7, 1923. 
Creneral list : No. 4. 
(Opinion No. 4.) 

The Status of East- 
ern Carelia. 
Date : July 23, 1923. 

Short Full report 
report, and relevant 

documents. 

Interriatioiial Labour Confer- Series E..  Series A./B., 
ences.-Nomination of non- N ~ .  I, N ~ .  ; 
goverilment delegates ; duties 
of governments. Article 38q. P. 1'5 series C.l - ,  
paragraph 3, of Treaty of No. I. 
Versailles. 

Inteniatioiial Labour Organiz- Series E., Series A./B., 
ation.-Its competeiice iii regard N ~ .  I, N ~ .  ; 
to agriculture.-"Induçtry 
(Part XIII,  Treaty of Versailles) p. 1'9 series C.J 
inclucles agricultur"e.-Sources for No. I. 
thc ii:.terpretation of a test : the 
maiiner of its application and tlie 
work done in preparation c)f it. 

Interiiational Labour Organiz- Series E., Series A./B., 
ation.-Its cornpetence in regard N ~ .  =, N ~ .  2 ; 
to p:roduction (agricultural or 
otherwise) . p. 189 Series C., 

No. 1. 

Council of League of Nations.- 
Domestic jurisdiction of a Party 
to a dispute (Art. Ij, para. 8, 
of Covenant) .-Questions of 
natioi~ality are in principle of 
domestic concern.-But a ques- 
tion which involves the inter- 
pretation of international instru- 
mentis is not of domestic concern. 

Dispute between a Member and 
a noil-Member of the League 
of Nations (Article 17 of the 
Coveiiant) .-The consent of 

Series E., Series A./B., 
No. 1, No. 3 ; 
p. 19j Series C., 

Nos. 2 and 3. 

Series E., Series A./B., 
No. 1, No. 4 ; 
p. 200 

II 



Name of the case. Sumrnary. 
Full report 

Short and relevant 
report' documents. 

General list : NO. ,7. States as a condition for the Series C., 
(Opinion NO. 5.) legal settlement of a dispute.- Nos. 4 

Refusal by the Court to give 
an opinion for which it is asked.- and 5 .  
Grounds for this refusal. 

The  S.S. Wimbledon. Admissibility of the suit.-Ré- Series E., Series A./B., 
Date : ~ u g .  17, 1923. gime of the Kiel Canal ; inland I, NO. 5 ; 

watenvays and maritime canals ; 
General list : No. 5. tirne of peace and of war ; bellige- p. 163 series C., 

(Judgment NO. 1.) rents and neutra1s.-Restrictive NOS. 4, 5 
interpretation.-Neutrality and and  8. 
sovereignty. 

The right of intervention under 
Article 63 of the Court Statute. 

German Settlers in Council of the League of Nations. Series E., series A l B . ,  
Poland. -1ts cornpetence in minority N ~ .  1, NO. 6 ; 

questions.-Private law contracts 
Date : Sept- 10, 1923. and çtate succession.-Determin- P. "4 C . j  

General list : NO. 6. ation of the date of the transfer of NOS. 4, 6 
(opinion N ~ .  6.) sovereig~îtv over a ceded territory. 

-Polish Treaty of b1inorities.- 
Treaty of Versailles, Article 256. 

and  7. 

Acquisition of Polish Council of the League of Xations. Series E., Series A./B., 
nationality . -1ts conîpetence under Minority N ~ ,  I, NO. 7 ; 

Treaties.-Effect of the traiîsfer 
Date : I.5, 1923  of a territory upon the nationality P. 'Io " 9  

General list : No. 8. of tlie inhabitants.-Conditions Nos. 4, 6 - -  - -~ 

(Opinion N ~ ,  7.) for the acquisition of iîationality : 
origin, domicile (Treaty of illinor- 
ities with Poland, Art. 4). 

and 7. 

Delimitation of t he  Conference of Ambassadors.- Series E., Series A./B., 
polish and czecho- Arbitral character of its decisions. N ~ .  I, N ~ .  8 ; 

-1ts comprtence to interpret its 
slovak frontiers. (The decisions.-The of frontier p. 215 Series C., 
Jaworzina question.) 1ine.-Powcrs of delimitatioiî corn- No. 9. 
Date : Dec. 6, 1923. missi0ns. 

General list : No. 9. 
(Opinion No. 8.) 

The Mavrommatis Nature of an objection to the iur- Series E., Series A./B., 
concessions in pales- isdiction of tlie ~ o u r t . - ~ é ~ o -  N ~ .  1, N ~ .  9 ; 

tiations a condition precedent to 
tine (jurisdiction). judicial proceedings.-The notion p. 169 Series C., 
n a t e  : Aug. 30, 1924. of "public control".-Interna- No. IO. 



Name of the case. 

(Seneral list : No. 12. 

:Judgment No. 2.) 

Question of the 
:Monastery of 
!Sain t-Naoum. 
Date : Sept. 4, 1924. 
General list : No. 13. 
(,Opinion No. 9.) 

Ful l  report 
report, and relevant 

docurnentç. 
tional obligations accepted by the 
Mandatory.-What concessions 
are maintained by Protocol XII  
of Lausanne.-Retroactivity and 
considerations of form in inter- 
national law. 
Conference of i\mbassadors.- Series E., Series A./B., 
Defi:nitive character of certain N ~ .  I. N ~ .  Io ; 
of its decisions.-Its compet- 
ence to revise them.-Existence 1). 221 ; Series C . ~  
of a material error or a new fact. Series E., No. II. 

No. 2, 

P '37 
'Treaty of Neuilly, Scope of the application of para- Series E., Series A./B., 
Article 179, Annex, graph 4 as regards Persans and No. I, No. II ; 

territory.-Relations between 
paragraph 4 said paragraph and reparations. p. series 
linterpretation). No. 12. 

:Date : Sept. 12, 1924. 
General list : No. II. 
i'Judgment No. 3.) 

'The Exchange of Establishment and domicile.- SeriesE., Series A./B., 
(Greek and Turkish National legislation as a means N ~ .  I, N ~ .  Iz ; 

for the interpretation of inter- 
~ ~ o p u l a t i o n ç  national instruments.-kfixed P. 226 Series '., 
l la te  : Feb. 21, 1925. Commission : concurrent juris- No. 14. 
(;eneral list : N ~ .  15. diction of national courts. 

(Opinion No. IO.) 

1-nterpretation of Reqiiest for an interpretation Series E., Series A./B., 
rudgment N ~ .  under Article 60 of the Statute. N ~ .  I, N ~ .  I3 ; 

Ilate : NIarch 26, 1925. p. 180 Series C., 
General list : No. 14. No. 13. 
(Judgment No. 4.) 
'The Mavrommatis Tl,, conditions for the validitv Series E.. Series A./B.. 

, O  

c:oncessions a t  Jeru- of the Mavrommatis Jerusalem N ~ .  1, N ~ .  I4 ; 
salem (merits). concessions.-A partial and 

transient violation of inter- P. 1 7 ~  series C., 
] late  NIarch 26, 1925 national obligations suffices to No. Ij .  
(;eneral list : No. 10. cstablish reponsibi1ity.-Indemn- 

ity ilot payable when no causal 
(Judgment No' 5') relation between violation and 

damage proved.-Protocol X I I  : 
right to readaptation of valid 
concessions. 



Name of the case. 

T h e  Polish Postal 
Service a t  Danzig. 
D a t e  : May 16, 1925. 
General list : No. 16. 
(Opinion No. II.) 

Certain German inter- 
ests in  Polish Upper 
Silesia (jurisdiction). 
Date  : Aug. 25, 1925. 
General list : No. 19. 
(Judgment No. 6.) 

Interpretation of 
Article 3, paragraph 
2, of the  Treaty of 
Lausanne [Frontier 

Summary. 
Full  report 

short and relevant 
report' documents. 

Final character of a decision under Series E. ,  Series A./B., 
international 1aw.-Binding effect N ~ ,  I, N ~ .  I5  ; 
of motives and of operative part 
of an award.-Relative value of P. '3' ; series '.J 
the text of an award and the SeriesE.,  NO. 16. 
intention of tlie arbitrator.-Re- N ~ .  2, 
strictivc interpretation of a text : 
conditions. P 139 

Di~lomatic  nerrotiations as a con- Series E., Series A./B., 
dit'ion prccedeit to the institution N ~ .  ', N ~ .  I6 ; 
of proceedings.-Interpretation 
of Articlc 2 3  of thc Upper Silesian P. I O 0  series 
convention-~ower Ôf the Court No. 17. 
to  base its judgment on objections 
upon elcments belonging to the 
merits of the suit.-Its compet- 
ence incidentally to construe for 
the same purpose instruments 
other tlian the Convention relied 
upon.-Litispcndency : the Court 
and the Mixed Arbitral Tribunals. 
- Notice of intention to expro- 
priate constitutes a restriction on 
rights of ownership. 

Council of Leaauc of Nations.- SeriesE.,  Series A./B., 
Nature of its poGers under Article3 N ~ .  2, N ~ .  I7 ; 
of Treaty of Lausanne ; arbitral 
award. recomrnendation, media- P. '4' Series ' . J  

tion.-~he common consent of NO. 19. 
between Turkey and the Parties, source of competence. 

-In case of doubt, decisions of 
que'- Council, other than those on 

tion) . matters' of procedure, must be Date : Nov. 21, 192 5. unanimous (Art. 5 of Covenant), 
the votes of interested Parties not 

General list : No, being taken into account (Art. 15 
(Opinion NO. 12.) of Covenant). 

Certain German in- The Court may give declaratory Series E.,  Series A./B., 
tereçtç in  Poli& Up- judgments.-Compatibility of the No. 2, No. 18 ; 

Polish law of July 14tli, 1920, 
Per Sileç'a (merits). and the Upper rilesian Coilven- P. 109 Series C., 
Da te  : May 25, 1926. tion.-Derogations from the NOS. 20, 21, 
General list : N ~ ~ .  I8 p~inciple of respect for vested 22. 

riglits are in the nature of excep- 
and  18 bis. tions.-Ri~ht of Poland to avail 
(Judgment No. 7.) herself of" the Armistice Con- 

vention and the Protocol of Spa 



S a m e  of the case. Summary. 
Full report 

report. and relevant 
documents. 

of :December ~ s t ,  1918.-Ger- 
many's capacity to  alienate 
property after the Treaty of 
Versailles. 

Forrn of notice of expropriation. 
-Ir terpretation of -4rticle g 
of the C'pper Silesian Converition : 
the conception of "subsidence". 
-The conception of "control" in 
the Upper Silesian Convention.- 
Proofs of the acquisition of nation- 
a1ity.-For questions of liquid- 
ation, a municipality may be 
assi~nilated to a person.-The 
conception of domicile. 

Cornpetence of the  The International Labour Organ- Series E., Series A./B., 
rnternational L ~ -  ization.-Its incidental corn- NO. 3, NO. 1 9  ; 

petence in regard to work done 
beur Organization t o  by .the employer.-parallel with p .  131 Series C., 
regulate incidentally Advisory Opinion So .  3.-Dis- No. 23. 
the  personal work of cretionary powers of the Organ- 

izat.ion and their limit ; Article 423 
t h e  employer. of the Treaty of Versailles. 
Da te  : July 23, 1926. 
General list : No. 21. 
(Opinion No. 13.) 

Request for interim 
measures of protec- 
tion in t h e  case of 
t h e  denunciation b y  
China of t h e  Treaty 
of November znd, 
1865, between China 
a n d  Belgium. 
Date  : Jan. 8, 1927. 
General list : No. 22. 
(Order.) 

The necessity for interim measures Series E., Series A./B., 
of ~rotection in tliis particular N ~ .  3, N ~ .  20 ; 
case .-The purpose of interim 
measures of protection is to p. ''5 Series C., 
safeguard the riglits of the Par- No. 36. 
ties pending tlie decision of the 
Court, in order to prevent any 
injury arising from an infringe- 
merit of such rights hecoming 
irremediab1e.-The Court in- 
dicates the interim measures in 
question. 

The  rescission, o n  Owing to the conclusion between Series E., Series A./U.,  
the request of the the Parties of a modus vivendi N ~ .  3, N ~ .  20 ; 

including a provisional settle- 
*pplicant~ the ment of the situation, indc- p. ''9 Series C.,  
interim measures in- pendently of tlie rights at  issi~c, No. 36. 



Narile of the case. 

dicated b y  t h e  Order 
of January 8th,  1927. 
D a t e  : Feb. 15, 1927. 
General list : No. 22. 

(Order.) 

Claim for indemnity 
in respect of the  Fac- 
tory a t  Chorzow 
(jurisdiction) . 
Date  : July 26, 1927. 
General list : No. 26. 
(Judgment No. 8.) 

Case of the  Lotus. 
Date  : Sept. 7, 1927. 
General list : No. 24. 
(Judgment No. 9.) 

Case of t h e  readapt- 
ation of t h e  Ma- 
vrommatis Jerusalem 
concessions (juris- 
diction). 

Summary 

the Applicant could not be 
subsequently allowed to claim 
that one of his rights had been 
infringed ; the previous order 
being intended to safeguard 
tliese rights, it thencefonvard 
ceases to have any purpose. 

Short 
report. 

Meaning and scope of the Geneva Series E., 
Convention, and particularly N ~ .  4, 
of Article 23.-By virtue of 
this Article, the Court takes p. '55 
cognizance of disputes relating 
to the application as well as to 
the applicability of Articles 6-22 
of that Convention ; the 
meaning of "application" in 
relation to failure to apply, and 
jurisdiction as regards applicatioil 
in relation to jurisdiction over 
suits for compensation for injury 
based on a failure to app1y.- 
Conflicts of jurisdiction in the 
international sphere. 

The terms of the Special Agree- Series E., 
ment.-The "principles of inter- No. 4, 
national law" within the meaning 
of Article 1 j of the Convention P. 166 
of Lausanne.-The sovereignty of 
States, the basis of international 
law, as a criterion for the juris- 
diction of the tribunals of one of 
those States : claim to jurisdiction 
based on (1) the natioriality of the 
victim ; (2) the flag flown by the 
ship 011 wliich the victim was 
present at  the time.-The prin- 
ciple of the freedom of tlie seas.- 
Ttie indivisible cliaracter of the 
elements constituting a wrong- 
ful act as giving rise to coiicur- 
rent j urisdictions. 

Mandate for Palestine (Art. 26). Series E., 
-The Court lias jurisdiction 
to consider an alleged violation 

No. 4, 

of the terms of tlie Protocol of P. 
Lausanne in al1 those cases-but 
only in those-where the violation 

Full rrport 
and relevant 
documents. 

Series A./B., 
No. 2 1 ;  

Series C., 
NO. 24. 

Series A./B., 
No. 22 ; 
Series C., 
NO. 2 j .  

Series A./B. ,  
XO. 23 ; 
Series C., 
No. 26. 



Naine of the case. 
Full  report 

Short and relevant 
report. documents. 

Ditte : Oct. IO, 1927. would arise from an exercise of the 
Gttneral list : No, 28, full powers to provide for "public 

control of the natural resources 
(Judgment No. '0.1 of tht: countrv" (Article II).- 

This condition"not' being present 
in the case, there was no need to 
consider the other arguments of 
the Defendant. 

liequest for meas- Request for interim measures Series E., Series A./B., 
ures of interim pro- of protection and submissions as NO. 4, NO. 24 ; 

regards the merits.-Composition 
tection in the  case of the Court. p. 163 Series C., 
relating to  the Fac- NO. 3j. 
tory at Chorzow (in- 
demnities) . 
Date : Nov. 21, 1927. 
Gzneral list : No. 25. 
(Order.) 

Citse relating to  the The law in force on the Danube.- Series E., Series A./B., 
jurisdiction of the AS regards the jurisdiction of N,. 4, N ~ ,  25 ; 

the E. C. D., the Definitive Stat- 
European Commis- ut, cc,nfirms the de facto situation p. 201 ; Series C., 
s i n i  of the Danube existiiig prior to the war.-This Series E., NOS. 27, 28, 
bi:tween ~ ~ l ~ t ~  and situation defined.-Principles of N ~ .  5 ,  

freedom of navigation andequality 
29, 30. 

Braila. of flcrgs ; these principles, the P. "3 
Date : Dec. 8, 1927. application of which the Com- 
General list : N ~ .  z3. mission has to ensure, allow of a 

delimitatiori between tlie juris- 
(Opinion ". 14.) diction of the Commission and 

that of the territorial State. 

Iilteruretation of Conditions requisite in order that Series E., Series A./B., 
~ u d & n t s  Nos. 7 a recluest ior inter~retation NO. 4, NO. 26 ; 

should be admissible (Article 60 
8 (case relatinf: the Çtatutc of the Court) ; P. 1'4 series C.l 

to the Factory a t  the rneaniiig of interpretation.- No. 31. 
Chorzow). Meaning and scope of the point 

at issue in Judgment No. 7.- 
'late : Ilec. 1 ~ 3  'g27. The Court in that particular case 
Creneral list : No. 30. had not rendered a conditional 
(.judgment N ~ .  decision ; the principle of res 

judicfztn (Art. 59 of the Statute). 



Name of the  case. Summary. 
Full report 

Short and relevant 
report' documents. 

Turisdiction of the  AI, international instrument does Series E., Series A./B., " 

Danzig Courts. not constitute a direct source for N ~ .  4, No. 28 ; 
rights or obligations in regard' 

Date : 3. 1928. to p e ~ o n s  subject to municipal 2'3 series ' ' J  

General list : No. 29. law unless a contrarv intention NO. 32. 

(opinion N~ 15,) ' of the Parties appe&s (1) from 
the terms of the instrument itself 
and (2) frorn the facts relating to  
its application.-Basis of the 
jurisdiction of the tribunals of 
Danzig.-Duty to carry out judg- 
ments rendered, subject to a right 
of recourse of an international 
character.-A Party before the 
Court cannot base its claim 
on its own failure to carry out 
its international undertakings. 

Case relating to  cer- 
tain rights of min- 
orities in Upper 
Silesia (minority 
schools). 
Date : Aprilz6, 1928. 
General list : No. 31. 
(Judgment No. 12.) 

Plea to the jurisdiction : stage Series E., Series A./B., 
of the proceedings at which it N ~ .  4, No. 29 ; 
may be raised.-The jurisdiction 
of the Court rests on the consent '9' Series C., 
of the Parties, either express, No. 33. 
tacit or imp1icit.-The fact of 
pleading to the merits showed an 
intention of obtaining a judgment 
on the merits.-Inadmissibility 
of the suit (fin de non-recevoir) : 
Nature of the jurisdiction of the 
Council of the League of Nations 
and that of the Court.-Inter- 
pretation of the German-Polish 
Convention : Conditions to which 
children entering the minority 
schools are subject. 

Interpretation of the Analysis of the request submitted Series E., Series A./B., 
Greco-Turkish Agree- to  the Court.-Formulation of N O  5, NO, 31 ; 

the question to wliich the Court's 
ment of December opinion is intended to reply.- p. 227 Series C., 
I S ~ ,  1926 (Final Pro- Powers of the Mixed Commission No. 34. 
tocol, Article IV). of Exchange as regards the settle- 

ment of disputes.-Iiiterpretûtion 
Date : 281 19'~. of the relevant instruments ; spirit 
General list : No. 35. of these instruments. 
(Opinion No. 16.) 



Name of the  case. Summary. 
short Full  report 

report. and relevant 
documents. 

The Factory a t  Chor- Import of the Application.-A Series E., Series A./B., 
>;ow (claim for in- viola.tion of a right involves an No. 5 ,  No. 32 ; 

obligation to make reparation.- 
(lemnities-merits) . Reparation at international law : P. 183 series C., 
Date : Sept. 13, 1928. injury suffered by a State ; injury No. 35. 
(ienera1 list : N ~ .  z j .  suffered by a private person.- 

Relevance of Article 256 of the 
(Judgment No. '3.1 Treaty of Versailles in this case.- 

Establishment of the fact that 
the Companies concerned have 
suffe:red injury.-Appraisement 
of tfiis injury : determination of 
principles and institution of an 
Expert enquiry .-Method of 
paynient ; set-off under interna- 
tiona.1 law. 

'.The Factory a t  Chor- Institution of an expert enquiry. Series E., Series A./B., 
2 ; ~ W  (,-laim for in- -Determination of the subject- N ~ .  j, N ~ .  32 ; 

matters of the erlquiry.-Com- 
clemnities-merits). position of the Cornmittee of p. 196 Series C., 
Date : Sept. 13, 1928. experts ; its procedure.-Allo- No. 35. 
General list : No. 25. cation of exPenses. 

(Order.) 

Case of the  denun- Terniinatiori of procerdings by SeriesE., Series A./B., 
'iation by  china of withdrawal of stiit. NO. 5, NO. 33 ; 

t he  Treaty of No- p. 203 Series C., 
\rember znd, 1865, No. 36. 
hetween China and 
13elgium. 
Date : May 2 j ,  1929. 
General list : No. 22. 

(Order.) 

Case concerning the Terrriination of proceedings by SeriesE.,  Series A./B., 
Factory a t  Chorzow agreement. No. j, No. 33 ; 
(claim for indemn- p. 200 Series C., 
i hies--merits). No. 37. 
Date : May 25, 1929. 
General list : No. 25. 
(Order.) 



Name of t h e  case Summary. 
Ful! report 

short and relevant 
report' documents. 

Case concerning the  Jurisdiction of the Court : admis- Series E., Series A./B., 
payment of various sibility of the suit, capacity of No. j, No. 34 ; 

the Parties, siibject-matter of 
Serbinn loans issued the dispute.-lnterpretation of p. 205 Series C.. 
in  France. contracts : the ~reliminarv docu- No. 38. 
~~t~ : july 12, Iqz9. ments and theLerecution" of the 

contracts-Existence of the 
General list No. 34. pold clause : its significance ; 
(Judgment No. 14.) Ghether effective.-L~W applicl 

able to the loans. 

Case concerning. the  Turisdiction of the Court.-Inter- Series E., Series A./B., - ., 
payment in gold of pretation of the contracts : the No. j, No. 34;  

preliminary documents and the 
the Brazilian Federal executio~, of the contract.- 

p. 216 Series C., 
loans issued in Fran- Existence of the gold clause : No. 39. 
ce. its significance ; whether effect- 

ive.-The law applicable to  
Date : July Iz> Ig29. the loaris ; estimation bq the 
General list : No. 33. Court of the weight to  be attached 

to the doctrine of tlie French 
(Judgment No. 15') courts under the terms of the Spe- 

cial Agreement. 

Case concerninn the In a case submitted bv S~ec ia l  Series E., Series A./B., - d .  

territorial jurisdic- Agreement, a Party cannot con- NO. 6, No. 36 ; 
fine itself to making oral sub- 

tien of the Inter- missi,,ns oiilY iii regard to one of P 2'7 Series C.9 

national Commission the questions put. No. 44. 
of the  Oder. 
Date : Aug. 15, 1929. 
General list : No. 36. 
(Order .) 

Case of the free zones The Parties to a case before the Series E., Series A./B., 
of Upper Savoy and ~ o u r t  may net depart from the No. 6, NO. 35 ; 

terms of the Statute.-Inter- 
t he  District of Gex. of the Spec.al *grce- p. 201 Series C., 
Date : ,4ug. 19, 1929. ment : ascertainment of the com- Nos. 40, 41, 
General list : No. mon intention of the Parties and 

the construction which will render 
42, 43. 

(Order.) it possible to comply with that 
intention, whilst keeping within 
the terms of the Statute. Defini- 
tion of the Court's task.-Inter- 
pretation of Article 435 of the 
Treaty of Versailles.-Fixing of a 
time-limit. 



JUDGMENTS AND OPINIOIIS GIVEN BY THE COURT 

Name of the  case. Short 
report. 

Case concernina the  Inadmissibilitv in evideiice of SeriesE.,  ., 
tcr.ritorial jurisdic- preiim-inary work in wliich al1 No. 6, 

Partie:; to a case have not par- 
ticn of t he  Interna- ticipat,ed. P. 217 
tiofial Commission of 
tiii: Oder. 
Dz.te : Aug. 20, 1929. 
General list : No. 36. 
(Order.) 

Case concerning the The provisions applicable in this Series E., 
territorial juriSdic- case.--Juri~diction of the Com- No. 6, 

mission under the Treaty of 
tien of the Interna- Versailles.-Conditions governing P. '18 
tional Commission of the in-terpretation of a text in 
the  Oder. the scrise most favourable to  the 

freedorn of States.-Basis of the Da.te : Io, Ig29. fluvial law of the Treaty of Ver- 
General list : No. 36. sailles. 
(J~idgment No. 16.) 

Ouestion of the Gre- Inter~retation of the Convention Series E., - 
co-~iilgarian corn- betwlcn Greece and Bulgaria No. 7, 

respecting Reciprocal Emigra.tion, 
m~inities.  dated Novernber 27th. 1414 : the P. '45 
Date : July 31, 1930 communities, thei; rights,' their 
~~~~~~l list : N ~ .  37. dissolii-tion ; the powers of the 

Mixed Commission. 
(Opinion No. 17.) 

The Free City of  Intcrprctation of the qiiestion Series E., 
nanzig and the I ~ -  raisa.--Compatibility of the N ~ .  7, 

special legal situation of tlie Free 
ternational Labour City vdith rnembership of the P. '55 
Organizat ion. Interna.tiona1 Labour Orgariiza- 
n a t e  : 2 ~ ,  1930 tion : coiiduct by Polaiid of the 

foreign affairs of the Frce City, 
C;eneral list : 38. nature of tiieorganization's activ- 
(Opinion No. 18.) itics.-Admjssibility of the Free 

City oi Danzig in virtue of an 
agreeinei-it between Polarid arid 
the Frce City approved by the 
League of Nations. 

Case of t he  free zones Iriter~retation of Article 435 of Series E., .-- 
of upper çavoy and the Ti-eaty of \'ersailles : the 

Order of August ~ g t h ,  1929.- 
No. 7, 

the District of Gex Respcct for the treaty rights of P. '33 
(second phase). Switzei-land; respect for the 

Full report 
and relevant 
documents. 

Series A./B., 
No. 36 ; 
Series C., 
No. 44. 

Series A./B., 
No. 36 ; 
Series C., 
No. 44. 

Series A./B. ,  
No. 37 ; 
Series C., 
No. 45. 

Series A./B., 
No. 38 ; 
Series C., 
No. 46. 

Series A./B., 

No. 39 ; 
Series C., 
NOS. 47-51. 



Name of the case. 
Full report 

Short and relevant 
report. documents. 

Date  : Dec. 6, 1 9 3 0  sovereigritv of France.-Mission 
General list : N ~ .  32. of the Court in virtue of the Special 

Agreement ; interpretation of the 
(Order.) Special Agreement.-Fixing of a 

further time-limit, after the expiry 
of which the final judgmeilt will 
be rendered. 

Access t o  German German minorities in Poliçh Up- Series E., Series A./B., 
ilIinority Schoolç in per Si1esia.-The educational NO. 7 ,  NO. 40 ; 

svstem, admission to hlinority 
"lish 'pper &chools, declaration, concerning P. 261 Series C., 

Date  : May 15, 1931. the language of c1iildreii.-The No. 52. 

General list : No. 40. Geneva Convention of hlay ~ g t h ,  
1922, between Germaiiy and 

(Advisory Opinion.) Poland, Articles 69, 74, 131, 132 
and 149.-Kesolutions of the 
Council of the League of Nations 
of March 12th and Decernber 8th, 
1927, institution by way of 
exception of language tests.- 
Judgment of the Permanent Court 
of International Justice of 
Xpril 26th, 1928, the German 
Government v. the Poljsh Govern- 
ment, interpretation of the Con- 
vention, retroactive operation.- 
Purpose and effect of the language 
tests instituted in 1927 by the 
Couiicil .-Conclusive character 
of the language declarations. 

Customs régime be- Treatv of Peace of Saint-Ger- Series E., Series A./B., " 
tween Germany and  mainJof  ST'temher ~ o t h ,  1919, NO. 8, NO. 41 ; 

Article 88, and Geneva Protocol 
Austria (Protocol No, of Octobcr 4th, 1922.- p. 216 Series C., 
of March ~ g t h ,  1931). Inalienability of the independ- No. 53. 
nate : sept. 5, 1931, cnce of Austria.-Acts calculated 

to compronlise thir iiidcpendcnce. 
General list : No. 4'. Prujected Austro-Germari Cus- 
(Xdvisory Opinion.) toms Union.-Quesiiori of corn- 

patibility. 

Railwav traffic be- Transit bv railwav.-&venant of Series E., Series A./B., 
tween Lithuania and the ~ e a g u e  of Nations, Article 23 No. 8, No. 42 ; 

(e) ; Convention of Paris coilcern- 
Poland (railway sec- ing ~~~~l of 1921, A~~~~~ 111, p .  227 Series C., 
tor  Landwarow-Kai- Article 3 ; Convention of Barce- No. 54. 



Name of the case. Sunimary. 
Full report 

short and relevant 
report' documents. 

siadorvs). lona of 1021 on Transit : Statute, " ,  
Date : oc-. Ig, Ig31. Articles ' 2  and 7.-Relations 

between Lithuania and Poland : 
list : 39. Resolutions of tlie Council of the 

(Advisory Opinion.) Leagu.e of Nations of Decem- 
ber ~ o t h ,  1927. andDecember 14th, 
192s. 

Access t o  and  anchor- Relations between Poland and the Series E., Series h./B., 
age in t he  port of 
Danzig for Polish war 
vessels. 
C a t e :  Dec. II, 1931. 
General list : h'o. 44. 
(Advisory Opinion.) 

Treatment of Polish 
nationals and  other 
perçons of Polish ori- 
gin or  speech in t he  
Territory of Danzig. 
Date : Feb. 4, 1932. 
Cleneral list : No. 42. 
(,ldvisory Opinion.) 

Free City of Danzig : free and 
secure access to the sea for Poland 
tlirough the port of Danzig ; 
protection of Danzig by the League 
of Nations (defence of the Free 
City) .-Treaty of \yersailles, Arti- 
cles roz-104.-Darizig-Polish Con- 
vention of November gth, 1920, 
Articles 20, 26, 28.-Kesolutions 
of the Council of the League of 
Kations of Sovember 17th, 1920, 
and Julie 2211d, 1921. 

No. 8, 
p. 226 

Ko. 43 ; 
Series C., 
No. j,i 

L e ~ a l  status of the Free Citv of Series E., Series A./B., 
~&zig . -Trea t~  of \7ersaillés of N ~ .  8, T \ T ~ ,  44 ; 
June ~ S t h ,  1919 ; Convention of 
Paris between Poland and the P. '3' series C'J 
Free City of Danzig of Kovember h'o. 56. 
gth, 1920; Constitution of the 
Free City; guarantee of the 
Constitution by the League of 
Nations.-The right of Poland to 
submit to the High Commissioner 
of the League of Nations at 
Danzig disputes conceriling the 
Consl.itution (Treaty of \'ersailles, 
Art. 103 ; Coiiveiitioil of Paris, 
Art. 39).-Ii~terpretatiori of 
Article 104 : 5 of the Treaty of 
Versailles : relatio~i between that 
provision and Article 33, para- 
grapli I, of the Convention of 
Paris ; interpretatioii of the latter 
provision. 

Interpretation of t he  Interpretation of the Capharida- Series E., Series A./B., 
Greco-Bulgarian ris-Molloff Agreement. Compet- N ~ .  8, N ~ .  4 j  ; 

ence of the Council of the League 
"greement of De- of PIJ;%tions Article S of the P. '3' Series C., 
cember gth, 1927 aforesaid Agreement.-Bulgariaii XO. j7. 
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Name of the case. 
Ful l  report 

short and relevant report. documents. 

(Caphandaris-Molloff reparations debt (Treaty of Peace 
Agreement). of Neuilly of Novcmber 27th, 1919, 

Art. 121 ; Agreement of The 
Date : 'larch 8~ 1932. Hague of January zoth, 1930 ; 
General list : No. 45. Trust Agreement of March s th ,  
(Advisory Opinion.) 1931) .-Greek debt to Bulgaria 

for reciprocal and voluntary erni- 
gration (Convention of Neuilly of 
November 27th, 1919; Emi- 
gration Regulation of March 6th, 
1922 ; Plan of Payments of 
December 8th, 1922 ; Caphanda- 
ris-ilIoIloff Agreement of Decem- 
ber gtli, 1927) .-Application of 
the Hoover proposal of June zoth, 
1931, to the aforesaid debts (Re- 
port of the Cornmittee of Experts 
of Xugust  th, 1931 ; Resolutions 
of the Council of the League of 
Nations of September ~ g t h ,  1931 ; 
Greco-Bulgarian Arrangement of 
November  th, 1931) .-Juris- 
diction of the Court in advisory 
procedure (Art. 14 of the Cov- 
enant of the League of Nations). 

Case concerning t h e  Interpretation of Article 435, Series E., Series A./B., 
free zones of Upper ~ a r a g r a ~ h  2, of the TreatY .of No. 8, No. 46 ; 

Versailles with its Annexes (Swiss 
S a v o ~  and the ,lote of hlay jth,  1919 ; French P. 191 '., 
tr ict  of Gex. note of May 18th, 1919) : has this No. 58. 
Date : June 7, 1932. provision abrogated, or is it 

intended to lead to the abrogation 
General list : No. 32. of "the old stipulations" regarding 
(Judgment .) the followiiig free zones : the zone 

of the Pays de Gex ; the "Sar- 
dinian" zone ; the zone of Saint- 
Gingolph and the "Lake" zone ? 
(Treaties of Paris of May 3oth, 
1814, and Kovember zoth, 1815 ; 
Act of the Congress of Vienna of 
June 9 t h  1815 ; declarations of 
the Powers of March 20th and 
29th and November zoth, 1815 ; 
Protocol of November 3rd, 1815 ; 
Acts of Accession of the Helvetic 
Diet of May 27th and August ~ z t h ,  
1815 ; Treatp of Turin of 
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Same of the case. Summary. 
short F u l l  report 

report. and relevant 
documents. 

March 16th, 1816; Manifesto, 
etc., of September gth, 1829.) 
Settlement of the "new régime" 
for the free zones: New pleas 
subnnitted in the last phase of 
the proceedings (the rebus sic 
stnntibus clause) : admissibility of 
these plcas.-Importations free 
of duty : power of tlie Court to  
regulate this matter.-Power of 
the Court, having declared that 
i t  has no jurisdiction to under- 
take a part of tlie task entrusted 
t o  it, to  deliver a judgment.- 
Limitations upon the Court's 
jurisdiction resulting from the 
sovereignty of tlie States con- 
cerned in the case.-Customs 
corclion and coritrol cordon. 

Interpretation of the  Convention of May Sth, 1924, Series E., Series A./B., 
statute of the ~~~~l concerning Memel, Article 17 : N ~ .  8, 

juri:;diction of tlie Council of 
No. 47 ; 

'Territory (prelimin- th, L~~~~~ of ~ ~ t i ~ ~ ~  and of p. 207. Series C., 
a ry  objection). the Court ; is the jurisdiction No. 59. 

of the Court conditional on 
Ilate : June '" Ig3' p r o  consideration of the dis- 
General list : No. 50. pute by the council ? 
(Judgment .) 

Legal status of the  Dis:missal of a rcquest for indic- see note Series A/B. 
Ç ~ ~ ~ ~ - E ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~  ~ ~ ~ ~ i -  atic~n of interim measures of P. 211.  No. 48. 

protection; Article 41 of the 
tory Greenland. Statute : indication of interim 
Date : Aug. 3, 1932. measures of protection at the 

reqiiest of the Parties or pro- 
General list : 52 prit, molu ; possible future 
and 53. indication of interim measures 
(Order.) of protection reservcd. 

Interpretation of t he  Convention of May 8th, 1924, See note Series A./B.. 
statute of the ~~~~l concerning Riemel ; Statute of the p. 2x1. 

Jleinel Territory annexed to the 
No. 49 : 
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Name of the case. Summary. 

Terr i tory (merits). aforesaid Convent ion.-Interpre- 
Date : Aug. 11, I ~ ~ ~ .  tation, in particular, of Articles 1, 

2 and 17 of the Coi~vention, General list : ' O .  47. and of Articles 2, 6, 7, IO, 12, 16 
(Judgment.) and 17 of the Statute.-Powers 

of the Governor of the Terri- 
tory in respect of : (a) the dis- 
missal of the Prcsident and mem- 
bers of the Directorate of the 
Memel Territory ; (b) the consti- 
tution of a Directorate ; (c) the 
dissolution of tlie Chaniber of 
Kepresentatives of tlie Serritory. 
-Conditions governing the exer- 
cise of tliese powers. 

Full 
short and relevant 

report' documents. 

Series C., 
So .  . 



IXTRODUCTION T O  CHAPTERS I V  AND V I77 

The Seventh Annual Report has reproduced, on pages 199 
to 231, the data given in the general list for the forty-three 
cases whlch had been siibmitted to the Court up till July ~ z t h ,  
1931. The tables which follow hereafter (pp. 178-189) supple- 
ment those of the Seventh Annual Report, by giving the data 
from the general list concerning the cases decided by the Court 
since June ~ j t h ,  1931, and the cases pending before the 
Court on August ~ z t h ,  1932. 

The general list is arranged under the following headings: 

1. Nurnber in list. 
II. Short title. 

III .  Date of registration. 
IV. Kegistration number. 

V. Fzle number in the Archives. 
VI. Nature of (case. 

VII. Parties. 
VIIT. Interventions. 

IX. Method of submission. 
X .  Date of document irtstituting proceedings. 

XI. Time-limits  for filing of documents in written proceedings. 
XII. Prolongatio~t of time-limits, if any .  

XII 1. Date of termination of written proceedings (date of 
entry in session list). 

XIV. Postponernents. 
SV.  Date of the beginning of the hearing (date of the 

first public sitting) . 
XYI. Observations. 

XVII. References I'o earlier or subsequent cases. 
XI'III. Solution (n,ature and date). 

XIX. Removal from the List (nature and date). 
S X .  Re/ef,ences to publications of the Court relating to 

the case. 

Notes. 
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Fol. No. 32. 

1. 32. 

II. Free zones of Upper Savoy 
and the District of Gex. 

III. 29. III. 28. 

V. E. c. XVI. 1. 
E. c. XVI. 2.  

VI. Contentious case. 

VII. France, Switzerland. 

VIII. 

IX. Special arbitration agree- 
ment. 

X. Date of special agreement, 
30. X. 24. (The special 
agreement came into force 
21. I I I .  28.) 
Date of documents noti- 
fying special agreement, 
29. I I I .  28. 

XI. First phase : 
5. IX. 28 (Cases). 

23. 1. 29 (Counter-Cases). 
12. VI. 29 (Replies). 

Seco~zd phase : 
31. VII. 30 (Documents, 
Proposals and Obser- 
vations). 
30. IX.  30 (Replies). 

Third phase : 
30. I X .  31 (Observations 
provided for by the Order 
of 6. XII .  30). 

XII .  

XIII .  First phase : 
12. V I .  29. 

Second phase : 
30. Ix. 30. 

Third phase : 
30. I x .  31. 

XIV. 

XV. First pilase : 
g .  VII. 29. 

Second phase : 
23. x. 30. 

Third phase : 
19. IV. 32. 

XVI. First phase : 
17th (ordinary) Session. 

Second phase : 
19th (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 

Third phase : 
25th (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 

XVII. 

XVIII. First phase : 
Order according to the 
Parties a period for nego- 
tiation (expiring I. V. 30) : 
19. VIII. 29. 

Second phase : 
Order according to  the 
Parties a further period 
for negotiation (expiring, 
subject to extension, on 
31. VII. 31) : 6. XII.  30. 

Third phase : 
Judgment : 7. 1'1. 32. 

XIX. 

XX. First phase : 
Series A., Vol. 2 2 .  

,, c., ,, 17-1 
(4 vol.). 
Series E., ,, 6, p. 201. 

Second plzase : 
series A., Vol. 24. 

,, c., ,> 19-1 
(5 vol.). 
Series E., ,, 7, p. 233. 

Thivd plzase : 
Series A. /B., Vol. 46. 

,, c., ,, 58. 
,, E., 9 ,  8, P. 191. 
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Sotes.  

(1) Tlze attention of tlza following 
States was called to the right 
reserzed to them to :inform the 
Coztrt, slzoztld tlzey so desire, 
that they wished to intervene 
under ,4 rticle 63 of the Stutute : 
Parties to one of the follow- 
ing treaties : 

The Treaty of Paris of 
November zoth, 1815, the 
Treaty of Turin of March 
16th, 1816, the Treaty of 
Versailles of June zSth, 
1919, namely : Australia, 
Austria, Belgiuni, Bolivia, 
Brazil, Canada, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Germany, 
Great Britain, Greece, 
Guatemala, Haiti, Hon- 
duras, India, Italy, Japan, 
Liberia, New Zealand, 

Nicaragua, Panama, Peru, 
Poland, Portugal, Rou- 
mania, Serb-Croat-Slo- 
vene State, Siam, Union 
of Socialist Soviet Repub- 
lics, Union of South Airica 
and Uruguay. 

(2) By letters dated 28. I I I .  30 
(1. 16302) and 29. IV. 30 
(1. 16493)~ tlie Parties in- 
formed the Court of the 
break-down of the nego- 
tiations provided for by the 
Order of 19. VIII.  29. 

(3) By letters dated 29. VII. 31 
(1. I I .  2024) and 30. VII. 31 
(1. II .  2037), the Parties 
informed tlie Court of tlie 
break-down of the nego- 
tiations prvvided for by the 
Order of 6. XII .  30. 

Fol. No. 39. 

II .  Railway traffic ùetween 
Lithuania and Poland. 

IV. 1. II .  268. 

V. F. b. XXI. 1. 

VI. Advisory opinion. 

VI 1. Jfembers, States and Organ- 
izations 

( a )  to which a communication mas 
addvessed zfndev Article 73, 
No.  I ,  paiagvaph 2, of the 
Rzlles of Couvt : 

Lit huania, Polantl, Advis- 
ory and Technical Com- 
mittee for Commiinications 
and Transit ; 

(b)  which szibmitted wvitten state- 
ments to the Court : 

Lithuania, Poland ; 

Entry approved on February znd, 1931. 

(c)  accovded a heaving by the Court : 

Lit huania, Poland, Advisory 
and Technical Committee 
for Communications and 
Transit. 

VIII. 

IX.  Request signed by the Secre- 
tary-Gcneral of the League 
of Nations. 

X. 28. 1. 31. (Council's Reso- 
lution, 24. 1. 31.) 

XI .  I. VI. 31 (first written 
statement). 
15. VII. 31 (second written 
statement). 

XII .  

XIII .  20. VII. 31. 

XIV 

XV. 16. IX. 31. 



XVI. ~ 2 n d  (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 

XVII. 

XVIII.  Advisory Opinion : 
15. x. 31. 

XIX.  

XX.  Series A./B., Vol. 42. 
,, c. ,  ,> 54. 
,, E., ,, 8, p. 221. 

Notes. 

(1) I n  conneciion with the case, a 
communication was addres- 
sed to tlze following, drawing 
their attention to the terms 
of Article 73, N o .  1, para- 
grnfih 3, O /  the Rztles o f  Court: 

States parties to  the Cov- 

Fol. No. 41. 

I I .  Customs Régime between 
Germany and Austria (Pro- 
toc01 of March 19th, 1931). 

IV. 1. I I .  1184. 

V. F. c. XXII I .  I. 

VI. Advisory opinion. 

VII.  illembers, States and Organ- 
iznlions 

(a) to which a comnzunication was 
addvessed undev Article 73,  
No .  1, paragvaph 2 ,  of the Rules 
of Court : 

Union of Soutli Africa, Aus- 
tralia, Austria, Belgium, 
Canada, China, Great Bri- 
tain, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, 
France, Germany, Greece, 
Italy, New Zealand, Nicara- 
gua, Poland, Portugal, Rou- 
mania, Spain, Siam, Yugo- 
slavia ; 

cnant of the League of Na- 
tions ; t o  the Convention and 
Statute relating to  Freedom 
of Transit, signed a t  Barce- 
lona on April zoth, 1921 ; t o  
the Convention and transi- 
tory provision relating to  
Memel, signed a t  Paris on 
May 8th,  1924, and to  the 
Treaty of Commerce and 
Navigation between Ger- 
many and Lithuania of 
October 3oth, 1928. 

(2) The second written state- 
ment of the Polish Govern- 
ment was filed on 20. VII. 
31. The Court decided t o  
àccept it,  although filed 
after the expiration of the 
time-limit fixed. 

Entry  approved on May z ~ s t ,  1931. 

(b)  which sîibmitted written state- 
rnents to the Court : 

ilus:ria, Czeclioslovakia, 
France, Germany, I taly ; 

( c )  accorded a heaving by the Court : 

.4ustria, Czechoslovakia, 
France, Germany, Italy. 

VIII. 

IX.  Request signed b y  the Secre- 
tary-General of the League 
of Nations. 

X. 19. V. 31. (Council's Reso- 
lution, 19. V. 31.) 

XI .  I. VII. 31 (written state- 
ments). 

XII .  

XI I I .  I. VII. 31. 

XIV. 

XV. 20. VII. 31. 

XVI. zznd (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 
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XVI 1. 
XVIII. Advisory Opinion : 

j .  IX.  31. 

XIX. 

XX. Series A./B., Vol. 41. 

,, c., ,, 53. 
,, E., ,, 8, p. 216. 

Fol. No. 42. 

II. Treatment of Polish nation- 
a l ~ ,  etc., in Danzig. 

I I I .  28. V. 31. 

IV. 1. I I .  1237. 

V. F. c. XXIV. I. 

1'1. Advisory opinion. 

V II .  .lIembers, States and  Orgnn- 
iznti012~. 

( a )  to ze'hich a conznzztn,lcation was 
addresscd I L  ~zdcr iI rticle 73, 
.\-o. 1 ,  p a ~ a g ~ a p h  2, of the 
f i 7 t l ~ ~  of C O Z ~ Y ~  : 

Llarizig, Puland ; 

(b )  which szibinitted wvitten state- 
~ n e ~ z t s  to the Cozirt : 

Danzig. Poland ; 

(c) accovded a hearing by the Court : 

I>;lnzig, Poland. 

VIII.  

IX. Kequcst signcd by the Secre- 
tary-Gcneral of the League 
oî Nations. 

X. 23. V. 31. (Council's Reso- 
lution, 22. V. 31.) 

XI. Time-limit fised for the 
filing of tlie firsi: written 
statement : 17. IX. 31. 
Time-limit for the filing of 
a second written statement, 
in case the C,ourt or i ts  
President sliould order or 
aiithorize its su1)mission : 
I j .  X. 31. 

Entry approved on May d t h ,  1931. 
XII .  Time-limit fixed for the  

filing of tlic first written 
statement : 1. X. 31. 
Time-limit for the filing of 
a second writte~l statement, 
in case tlic Court or its 
President should order or 
authorize its submission : 
29. X. 31. 

XIII.  29. X. 31. 
XIV. On 14. X. 31, the Court, 

under Article 28, paragraph 
2, of tlie Kules of Court, 
gave priority over tliis case 
to that bcaring the number 
44 in the General List. 

XV. 7. XII .  31. 
XVI. 23rd (extraordinary) Ses- 

sion. 
XVI 1. 

XVIIT. Advisory Opinion : 4. II .  32. 
XIX.  
XX. Series A./B., Vol. 44. 

, C., ,, 56. 
,, E., ,, 6 p . 2 3 2 .  

Sotes.  

(1) I n  con.rzectboiz ~ u i t h  the  case, tz 

corn~ t~~ l?z i cn t io~z  -as addresseil 
to tlzc /ollozoinç, drawing 
tlzeir attention to the  terms of 
;Irticle 73, A70. I, fiaragrapJt 
3, of tlze h't4les o/ Cour t  : 
~ l i c  Parties to  tlie Treaty of 
Versailles of June 28th, 1919 

(2) At the request of the Agent 
for tlic Senate of the Free 
City of Danzig, the Court, 
on 14. X. 31, autliorized 
that Agent to file a second 
written statement. 
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Folio No. 43. Entry approved on July 13 th  1931. 

1. 43. XV. 

II.  Eastern Greenland. XVI. 

III.  12. VII. 31. XVII. 

IV. 1. II.  1808. XVIII. 
V. E. c. XXI. I. 

XIX. 
VI. Contentious case. 

XX. 
VII. Apfil icnnt : 

Denmark. Notes. 

Respondeltt : (1) By Order dated 18. VI. 32, 
Norway. the Court, at  the instance 

of the Danisli Government, 
VIII. extended the time-limit for 

the submissiori of tlie Reply 
IX. Application of the Danish until 22. VII. 32. At the 

Government . same time, the time-limit 
X. II. VII. 31. for tlie submission of the 

Rejoinder was extended 
XI. r. XI. 31 (Case). until 23. IX. 32, should the 

15. 11 1. 32 (Counter-Case). Norwegian Governrnent not 
I .  1-11. 32 (Reply). subinit any request for an 
I. IX. 32 (licjoinder). esterision of this time-limit, 

and until 14. X. 32, should 
XII. 22. VII. 32 (Reply). t hat Government submit 

14. X. 32 (Rejoinder). such a request. As a re- 

XIII. quest to tliis effect was 
made, tlie date was auto- 

XIV. matically fixed for 14. X. 32. 

Folio No. 44. Entry approved on Septeiiibcr zgth, 1931. 

1. 44. ( a )  to which a co~iznzztnication was 
addressed ntndev Article 73,  X o .  I, 

II.  Access to and anchorage $aragraph L, O/ the Rztles of 
in the port of Danzig for Court : 

Polish war vessels. Danzig, I'olanti ; 

III. 28. IX. 31. 
(6) whzch szrbt~zztted ü'titten state- 

IV. 1. II .  2583. nzents to tire Cozrrt : 

Danzig, Puland ; 
V. F. c. XXV. I. 

( c )  accovded a I~eavzng by the Court : VI. Advisory Opinion. 
Danzig, Poland. 

1'1 1. .llenlbcrs, Stntrs and Organ- 
i zn f iu i i s  VIII. 
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IX. Request signed by the Secre- 

t ary-General of the League 
of h'ations. 

S. 2 j. IX. 31. (Counc:il's Reso- 
lution, 19. IX. 3I.) 

XI. 20. X. 31 (first written 
stateinent). 
j. XI. 31 (second written 
statement). 

XII. 

XIII.  j. XI. 31. 

XII'. On 14. X. 31, the Court, 
iinder Article 28, paragraph 
2 ,  of the Rules of Court, 
gave priority to this case 
over that bearing the num- 
ber 42 in the Gen.era1 List. 

XVI. zgrd (extraordinary) Session. 

XVII. 

XVIII. Advisory Opinion : II. XII. 
31. 

XIX. 

XX. Series A.IB., Vol. 43. 

Notes. 

(1) I n  connection with the case, 
a communication was ad- 
dressed to the following, 
drawifig their attention to 
the terms of Article 73, 
N o .  1, paragraph 3, of 
the Rules of Court : 

The Parties to the Treaty 
of Versailles of June 28th, 
1919. 

Folio No. 45. Entry approved on September zgth, 1931. 

1. 4j.  VIII. 

II. Caphandaris-Molloff Agree- 
ment of December 9th, 
1927. 

III.  28. IX. 31. 

IV. 1. II.  2j84. 

VI. .ldvirory Opinion. 

VII. Jlémbers, States and Organ- 
izntions 

( a )  to which a commun~ication was 
addvessed under ri rticle 73, 
S o .  1, pavagraph 2, of the Rules 
of Coa1vt : 

IX. Request signed by the Secre- 
tary-General of the League 
of Nations. 

X. 26. IX. 31. (Council's Reso- 
lution, 19. IX.  31.) 

XI. 15. XII. 31 (first written 
statement). 
I. II .  32 (second written 
statement). 

XII. 5. 1. 32 (first written state- 
ment). 
10. I I .  32 (second written 
statement). 

Rulgaria, Greece ; XIII. 8. II.  32. 
(6 )  which submitted written state- 

111ents to the Court : XIV. 
Bulgaria, Greece ; XV. 12. II.  32. 

fc)  accorded a hearinp bv the Court : 
\ ,  

Biilgaria, Greece. XVI. 24th (ordinary) Session. 
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XVII. XX. Series A./B., Vol. 4j .  
XVIII. Advisory Opinion : 8. III. 32. >, C., ,, 57. 

XIX.  ,, E., ,, 8, p. 238. 

Folio No. 46. Entry approved on November ~ g t h ,  1931. 

1. 46. XI  1. Fir s t  prolo~zgatio~z : 
I. VII. 32 (Cases). 

II. Territorial waters between I.  IX. 32 (Counter-Cases). 
Castellorizo and Anatolia. I. XII.  32 (Replies). 

I I I .  18. XI.  31. 

IV. 1. II. 3153. 

V. E. c. XXII .  I. 

VI. Contentious case. 

VII. Italy, Turkey. 

VIII. 

IX. Special arbitration agree- 
ment. 

X. Date of special agree- 
ment, 30. V. 29. (The spe- 
cial agreement came into 
force 3. VIII. 31.) 
Date of the document 
notifying the special agree- 
ment, 18. XI. 31. 

XI. I. IV. 32 (Cases). 
r. VII. 32 (Counter-Cases). 
2. IX.  37 (Replies). 

Second +rolongation : 
3. 1. 33 (Cases). 
1. IV. 33 (Counter-Cases). 
I. VI. 33 (Replies). 

XIII .  

XIV. 

XVI. 

XVII. 

XVIII. 

XIX.  

XX. 

.Vote<. 

(1) Declaration of tlie Turkish 
Goverriment accepting the 
Court's jurisdiction in the 
case, 18. Xi .  31. 

Folio No. 47. Entry approved on April  th, 1932. 

1. 47. VII. App l i can t s  : 
Great Britain, France, 

I I .  Interpretation of the Statute Italy, Japan. 
of Memel (merits) . Responde?zt : 

I I I .  II. IV. 32. Lithuania. 

IV. 1. II.  4386. VIII. 

V. E. c. XXIII .  I. 

VI. Contentious case. 

IX. Application of the British, 
French, Italian and Japan- 
ese Governments. 
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X. II. IV. 32. XX. Series A./B., Vol. 49. ,- 

XI. 2. V. 32 (Cases). 
30. V. 32 (Counter-Case). 
See n o t e  2.  

XIII.  31. V. 32. 
See note  2. 

XIV. 

XV. S. VI. 32. 
See n o t e  2. 

XVI. 25th (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 

XVII. No. 50. 

XVIII. Judgment : II. VIII. 32. 

XIX. 

Folio No. 48. 

1. 4s.  
II .  Einployment of women 

during the nighi. 

111. I L .  V. 32. 
IV. 1. II .  4725. 
V. 1'. a. XXVII. I. 

VI. Advisory Opinion. 
VI 1. .lf~.nzbevs, Sta tes  a n d  Ovgnn- 

z:zntions 
( a )  to which a commztnication was 

addvessed zindev .I rticle 73 ,  
.\'o. I ,  pavagvaph 2 ,  of the 
Rules of Couvt : 

I~lternational La.bour Or- 
ganization, International Or- 
ganization of Industrial 
Employers, International 
Federation of Trades Unions, 
International Confcderation 
of Christian Trad'cs Unions. 

(b)  which subînitted written state- 
nzents to the Court : 

Great Britain, International 
Labour Organization, Inter- 
national Federation of 
Trades Unions, Interna- 

,> L., > >  . 
A\-otes. 

(1) The Counter-Case of tlie 
Lithuanian Government was 
filed on 31. V. 32. The Pre- 
sident of the Court decided 
to accept it, although filed 
after the expiration of the 
tiine-limit fixed. 

(2) In regard to points 5 and 6 
of tlie Application : 
Time-limit for filing of 
Countrr-Case, 9. VII. 32. 
Date of termination of writ- 
ten proceedings, 2. VII. 32. 
Date of the beginning of the 
liearing, II. VII. 32. 

Entry approved on May ~ z t h ,  1932. 
tional Conîcdcration of 
Christian Tra<lês Unions. 

(c)  accorded a heaving by the Court : 

VIII. 
IX. Request signed by the 

Secretary-General of the 
League of Kations. 

X. 10. V. 32. (Council's Reso- 
lution, 9. V. 32.) 

XI.  Time-limit fixed for the 
filing of writtcn statements : 
I .  VIII. 32. 
'rime-limit for the filing of 
second written statements, if 
in due course admitted : 
12 .  IX.  32. 

XII. 
XIII .  
XIV. 
XV. 

XVI. 
XVII. 

XVIII. 
XIX.  
XX. 
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(1) I n  connection wi th  the case, 
a commu.îzication was addres- 
sed to the jollow'ing, drawing 
their attention to the terms 
of Article 73, Rio. 1, para- 
graph 3, of the R î ~ l e s  of 
Cozirt : 
States which have ratified 
the Convention of 1919 con- 
cerning employment of 
women during the night. 

( 2 )  On 4. VIII. 32, the Court 
decided to allow the filing 
of a. second written state- 
ment. 

(3) The written statement of 
the International Confed- 
eration of Christian Trades 
Unions was filed on 12. VIII. 
32. Tlie President of the 
Court decided to accept i t ,  
although filed after the 
expiration of the time- 
limit fixed. 

Folio No. 49. Entry approved on May 18th, 1932. 
XII. 22. VII. 32 (Case). 

1. 49. 7. IX. 32 (Coiinter-Case). 
7. X. 32 (Reply). 

II .  Prince of Pless. 7. XI. 32 (Rejoinder). 

IV. S. II.  4777. 

V. E. c. XXIV. I. 

VI. Contentious case. 

VII. Appl icant  : 

German y. 

Respondent : 

XIII.  

XIV. 

XV. 

XVI. 

XVII. 

XVIII. 

XIX. 

XX. 
Poland. 

~Yotes .  

VIII. 

IX. Application of the German 
Government. 

XI. 15. VII. 32 (Case). 
I. IX. 32 (Couiiter-Case). 
I. X. 32 (Reply). 
1. XI. 32 (Rejoinder). 

(1) On 25. VII. 32, the Court 
decided to cal1 upon tlie 
Applicant, in accordance 
with Article 40, paragraph 1, 
No. 4, of tlie Rules, to 
submit, by 8. VIII. 32 a t  
latest, a volume designed 
to complete the documents 
in the case. This time-limit 
~ 3 s  subsequently extended 
until 31. VIII. 32. 
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Folio No. 50. Entry approved on May 31st, 1932. 

II. Interpretation of the Statute 
of Memel (jurisdiction) . 

IV. 1. 11. 4927. 

V. E. c. XXIII. 7. 

VI. Contentious case. 

VII. Appl icnnts  : 
Great Britain, France, 
Italy, Japan. 

Resfiondent : 
Lithuania. 

VIII. 

IX. Preliminary objection raised 
by the Lithuanian Govern- 
ment (points j arid 6 of the 
Application of II. IV. 32). 

XI. 13. VI. 32 (Reply to objec- 
tion). 

XII. 

XIII .  IO. VI. 32. 

XIV 

XVI. 25th (extraordinary) Ses- 
sion. 

XVII. No. 47. 

XVIII. Judgment : 24. VI. 32. 

XIX. 

XX. Series A./B., Vol. 47. 
,, c., ,, 59. 
,, E., ,, 8,  P. 207. 

Folio No. 51. 

1. jI. 

II.  Appeal against two judg- 
ments delivered on Decem- 
ber 21st, 1931, by the Hun- 
garo-Czechoslovalr Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal. 

111. 11. VII. 32. 

IV. 1. II. 5430. 

V. E. c. XXV. I. 

VI. Coritentious case. 

VII. d$$licnnt : 
Czechoslovakia. 

R e s p o ~ z d e ~ ~ t  : 
Hungary. 

VIII. 

IX. Application of the Cze- 
choslovak Goverriment. 

Entry approved on July  th, 1932. 

X. Date of document notifying 
Application : 7. VII. 32. 

XI. 9. IX. 32 (Case). 
28. X. 32 (Counter-Case). 

XII.  

XIII.  

XIV. 

xv. 
XVI. 

XVII. 

XVIII. 

XIX. 

XX. 
Notes. 

(1) I n  an Order made on 
18. VIII. 32, the Court 
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stated that i t  would subse- 
quently fix, i f  necessary, the 
time-limits for the filing of 
the Reply and Rejoinder. 

(2) In accordance with Art. 63 
of the Statute and Art. 60 
of the Kules, the Parties to  

Folio No. 52. 

1. 52. 

the Treaty of Trianon of 
June 4th, 1920, and to Agree- 
ment No. II of Paris of 
.4pril ~ 8 t h ~  1930, other than 
the States concerned in the 
case, were notified of the 
filing of the Application. 

Entry approvec? on July ~ S t h ,  1933 

XVI. 

XVIJ. No. 53. 
II. South-Eastern territory of 

Greenland. XiTII I .  

I I I .  18. VII. 32. 

IV. 1. II. 5502. 

V. E. c. XXVI. 1. 

VI. Contentious case. 

VII. Applicant  : 
Norway. 

Respoizdent : 
Denmark. 

VIII.  

IX.  Application of the Nonve- 
gian Government . 

x. 18. VII. 32. 

XI.  1. I I .  33 (Cases). 
15. III .  33 (Counter-Cases). 

XI I .  

XIII .  

XIV. 

xv. 

XIX. 

XX. Series A./B., Vol. 48. 

A70tes. 

(1) In its Application, the Nor- 
wegian Government asked 
for the indication of iiiterim 
measures of protection. Af- 
ter hearing the Parties on 
28. VII. 32, the Court gave 
its decision on this request 
bv means of an Order dated 
3. VIII. 32. 

(2) By Order dated 2. YIII. 32, 
the Court joined the suits 
concerning South-Eastern 
Greenlarid, filcd on 18. VII. 
32 by the Norwegian Govern- 
ment and by the Danish 
Government respectively. 

(3) By the same Order of 
2. VIII. 32, the Court stated 
that i t  would subsequently 
and if i-iecessary fix the 
time-liinits fur the filing of 
any written Keplies and 
Rejoinders. 
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Folio No. 53. 

1. 53. 
II.  South-Eastern Greenland. 

III.  18. VII. 32. 

IV. 1. II. jj03. 
V. E. c. XXVII. I. 

VI. Contentious case. 
VII. .-lfiplicnfzt : 

Denmark. 
Respo~z.dent : 

Norway. 
VIII. 

IX. Application of the Danish 
Government . 

x. 18. VII. 32. 
XI. 1. II .  33 (Cases). 

ï j .  III. 33 (Counter-Cases). 
XII.  

XIII. 
- 

Folio No. 54. 

1. jq. 
I I .  Appeal against a judgment 

delivered on April 13th, 
1932, by the Hungaro-Cze- 
choslovak Mixed Arbitral 
Tribunal. 

III.  25. VII. 32. 
IV. 1. II.  j j 9 j .  
V. E. c. XXVIII. I. 

VI. Contentious case. 
VII. A-lfifilica)zt : 

Czechoslovakia. 
Responde~zt  : 

Hungary. 
VIII. 

IX. Application of Czechoslovak 
Government. 

X. 20. VII. 32. 
XI. 9. IX. 32 (Case). 

28. X. 32 (Counter-Case). 
XII. 

XIII.  

Entry approved on July 18th, 1932. 
XIV. 
XV. 

XVI. 
XVII. No. 52. 

XVIII. 
XIX. 
XX. Scries A./13., Vol. 48. 

Notes. 

(1) By Order dated 2. VIII. 32, 
the Court joined the suits 
concerning South-Eastern 
Greenland. filed on 18. VII. 
32 by the' Danish Govern- 
ment and by the Norwegian 
Government respectively. 

( 2 )  I n  the same Order of 2. 
VIII. 32, the Court stated 
that it would subsequently 
and if iiecessary fix the 
time-limits for the filing 
of any written Replies and 
Rejoinders. 

Entry approved on July i?jth, 1932. 
XIV. 
XV. 

XVI. 
XVII. 

XVIII. 
XIX. 
XX. 

,\'otes. 

(1) I n  an Order made on 28. 
VII. 32, the Court stated 
that i t  would subsequently 
fix, i f  necessary, the time- 
limits for the filing of the 
Reply and Rejoinder. 

(2) In  accordance with .4rt. 63 
of the Statute and Art. 60 
of the Rules, the Parties 
to the Treaty of Trianon 
of June 4th,  1920, and to  
Agreement No. I I  of Paris of 
April 28th, 1930, other than 
the States concerned in the 
case, were notified of the 
filing of the Application. 



CHAPTER IV. 

JUDG-MENTS AND ORDERS. 

JUDGMENT OF JUNE 7th,  1932 l .  

CASE O F  THE FREE ZONES O F  U P P E R  SAVOY 
AND THE DISTRICT O F  G E X .  

Article 435 of the Trea ty  of Versailles is worded as  follows : History of 
the question. 

"The High Contracting Parties, while they recognize the 
guarantees stipulated by the treaties of 1815, and especially 
by the Act of November zoth, 1815, in favour of Switzer- 
land, the said guarantees constituting international obligations 
for the maintenimce of peace, declare nevertheless that the 
provisions of tl~ese treaties, coiiventions, declarations and 
other supplementary acts concerning the neutralized zone of 
Savoy, as laid down in paragraph I of Article 92 of the 
Final Act of the Congress of Vienna and in paragraph 2 
of Article 3 of irhe Treaty of Paris of November zoth, 1815, 
are no longer consistent with present conditions. For this 
reason the High Contracting Parties take note of the agree- 
ment reached between the French Government and the Swiss 
Government for the abrogation of the stipulations relating 
to  this zone which are and remain abrogated. 

The High Contracting Parties also agree that the stipulations 
of thc treaties of 1815 and of the other supplementary acts 
conceriiing the free zones of Upper Savoy and the Gex Dis- 
trict are no loinger consistent with present conditions, and 
that it is for France and Switzerland to  come to an agree- 
ment together vvith a view to  settling between themselves 
the status of these territories under such conditions as shall 
be considered suitable by both countries." 

Two annexes a re  a t tached t o  this Article. The  first con- 
tains a note by t h e  Federal Council da ted  May 5th,  1919, 
informing the  French Government t h a t  after examining the  
terms of Article 435, it has  "happily reached t h e  conclusion 
t h a t  i t  was possib.le t o  acquiesce in i t  under the  following 
,- 

1 For surnmary of the judgment, see pp. 174-17j. 



conditions a n d  reservations" a s  regards the  free zone of Upper 
Savoy a n d  t h e  District of Gex:  

"(a) The Federal Council makes the most express reserva- 
tions to the interpretation to be given to the statement 
mentionecl in the last paragraph of the above article lor 
insertion in the Treaty of Peace, which provides that 'the 
stipulations of the treaties of 1815 and other supplementary 
acts concerning the free zones of Haute-Savoie and the Gex 
District are no longer consistent with present conditions'. 
The Federal Council would not wish that its acceptance of 
the above wording should lead to  the conclusion that it would 
agree to  the suppression of a system intended to give neigh- 
bouring territory the benefit of a special régime which is 
appropriate to the geographical and economical situation and 
which has been well tested. 

In  the opinion of the Federal Council, the question is not 
the modification of the customs system of the zones as set 
up by the treaties mentioned above, but only the regulation 
in a manner more appropriate to the economic conditions of 
the present day of the terms of the exchange of goods be- 
tween the regions in question. The Federal Council has been 
led to make the preceding observations by the perusal of 
the draft convention concerning the future constitution of the 
zones which was annexed to the note of hpril 26th from the 
French Government. 14'hile making the above reservations, 
the Federal Council declares its readiness to examine in the 
most friendly spirit any proposals which the French Govern- 
ment may deem it convenient to make on the subject. 

(b) I t  is conceded that the stipulations of the treaties of 
1815 and other supplementary acts relative to the free zones 
will remain in force until a new arrangement is corne to 
between France and Switzrrland to regulate matters in this 
territory ." 

The  second annex contains a note by the French Govern- 
ment ,  recording the Swiss Government's accession, a n d  adding 
in  regard t o  t h e  Swiss reservations t h a t  : 

"Concerning the observations relatiilg to the free zones of 
Haute-Savoie and the Gex District, the French Government 
have the honour to  observe that the provisions of the last 
paragraph of Article 435 are so clear that their purport can- 
not be misapprehended, especially where it implies that no 
other Power but France and Switzerland will in future be 
interested in that question. 

The French Government, on their part, are anxious to  
protect the interests of the French territories concerned, and, 
with that object, having their special situation in view, they 
bear in mind the desirability of assuring tliem a suitable 
ciistoms rt?gime, and determining, in a manner better suited 
t o  present conditions, the methods of exchanges between these 
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territories and tlie adjacent Swiss territories, while taking 
into account the reciprocal interests of both regions. 

It is understood that this must in no way prejudice the 
right of France to adjust her customs line in this region in 
conformity with her political frontier, as is done on the other 
portions of her territorial boundaries, and as was done by 
Switzerland long ago on her own boundaries in this region." 

This exchange of notes was followed by  negotiations 
between the two Governments, with a view to  determining the 
future régime of tfie free zones ; these negotiations finally 
resulted, on August 7th, 1921, in a convention based on the 
abolition of the free zones in return for compensations. This 
convention was appiroved by both Parliaments, but a refer- 
endunl which was taken on i t  in Switzerland gave an adverse 
result, and the Frencli Government was informed on hiarch ~ g t h ,  
1923, that  the Federal Government was unable to ratify the 
convention. 

However, a French law providing for the abolition of the 
free zones had been adopted on February ~ G t h ,  1923 ; its first 
Article laid down th~at  : 

"Along the entire frontier, betweeti France and Switzerland, 
the national customs lirie shall be established at the limit of the 
territory of the Republic. 

Consequently, aiid subject to the provisions of the articles 
hereafter, tlie so-ciilled 'free zones' regions shall, in al1 respects 
and especially in respect of indirect taxes, henceforth be 
placed under the same régime as the whole of French terri- 
tory." 

On October ~ o t h ,  1923, the French Government informed 
the  Federal Governnient that  this law would come into effect 
on November 10th of that  year. The latter Government 
replied, protesting against this step and proposing recourse to 
arbitration. Eventually, a Special Arbitration Agreement \vas 
signed a t  Paris on October 3oth, 1924 ; it came into force 
on March z ~ s t ,  1928, and was filed with the Registry of the 
Court under cover of letters from the French and Swiss 
Ministers a t  The Hague dated March zqth, 1928. Articles 1, 

2 and 4 of this Special Agreement provide as  follows : 

"Article 1.-It shall rest with the Permanent Court of Inter- The Special 
national Justice to decide whether, as between Switzerland and Agreement. 
France, Article 435, paragraph 2 ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, 
with its Annexes, ha!; abrogated or is intended to lead to the 
abrogation of the provisions of the Protocol of the Conference of 

13 
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Paris of November 3rd, 1815, of the Treaty of Paris of Novem- 
ber zoth, 1815, of the Treaty of Turin of March 16th, 1816, and of 
the hIanifesto of the Sardinian Court of Accounts of September gth, 
1829, regarding the customs and economic régime of the free 
zones of Upper Savoy and the Pays de Gex, having regard to 
al1 facts anterior to the Treaty of Versailles, such as the estab- 
lishment of the Federal Customs in 1849, which are considered 
relevant by the Court. 

The High Contracting Parties agree that the Court, as soon 
as it has concluded its deliberation on this question, and before 
pronouncing any decision, shall accord to the two Parties a rea- 
sonable time to settle between themselves the new régime to be 
applied in those districts, under such conditio;~~ as they may 
consider expedient, as provided in Article 435, paragraph 2 ,  of 
the said Treaty. This time may be extended at the request of the 
two Parties. 

Article 2.-Failing the conclusion and ratification of a conveii- 
tion between the two Parties within the time specified, the Court 
shall, by means of a single judgment rendered in accordance with 
Article 58 of the Court's Statute, pronounce its decision in regard 
to the question formulated in Article I and settle for a period 
to be fixed by it and having regard to present conditions, al1 the 
questions involved by the execution of paragraph 2 of Article 435 
of the Treaty of Versailles. 

Should the judgment contemplate the import of goods free or 
at reduced rates through the Federal Customs barrier or through 
the French Customs barrier, regulations of such importation shall 
only be made with the consent of the two Parties. 

Article 4.-Should the Court, in accordance with Article 2,  
be called upon itself to settle al1 the questions involved by the 
execution of Article 435, paragraph 2, of the Treaty of Versailles, 
it shall grant the Parties reasonable times for the production of 
al1 documents, proposals and observations which they may see fit 
to submit to the Court for the purposes of this settlement and in 
reply to those submitted by the other Party. 

Furthermore, in order to facilitate this settlement, the Court 
may be requested by either Party to delegate one or three of its 
members for the purposes of conducting investigations on the spot 
and of hearing the evidence of any interested persons." 

First phase The Special Agreement was communicated on or before 
of the 
proceedings. 

April 5th, 1928, t o  al1 concerned, as  provided in Article 40 
of the Statute and in Article 36 of the Rules of Court ; 
similarly, i t  was communicated to  al1 States, members of 
the League of Nations, and to  al1 other States entitled to  
appear before the Court. 

On the other hand, States parties to the Treaty of Ver- 
sailles were not specially notified under Article 63 of the 
Statute, which was considered as inapplicable in this case ; 



but their attention was drawn to the right which they no 
doubt possessed to inform the Court, should they wish to 
intervene in accordance with the said Article, in which case 
it would rest with the Court to decide. 

The Parties duly :filed their Cases, Counter-Cases and lieplies 
within the periods laid down for this purpose, and the 
Court held public sittings on July gth, ~ o t h ,   th, ~ a t h ,  
13th, 15th, 16th, 15th, ~ g t h ,  zznd and 23rd, 1929, to hear 
arguments, a reply and a rejoinder submitted on behalf of 
the respective Goveinments. 

On August 19th, 1929, in order to conform to paragraph 2 The Order of 

of Article I of the Special Agreement, the Court made an Au@St Igth> 
1929, 

Order l in which it allowed the Governments of the French 
Kepublic and the Swiss Confederation a peiiod, expiring on 
Jlay ~ s t ,  1930, to settle between themselves the "new régime" 
to be applied in the territories referred to in Article 435, 
paragraph 2, of the Treaty of Versailles, under such conditions 
as they might consider expedient. 

In  the recitals of the said Order, the Court gave the 
Parties "any indications which miglit appear desirable as 
the result of the deliberation upon the question formulated 
in Article 1, paragraph 1", of the Special Agreement, that is, 
the question "whether, as between France and Switzerland, 
Article 435, paragrayph 2, of the Treaty of Versailles, with 
its Annexes, has abrogated or is intended to lead to the 
abrogation of the provisions" of 1815, 1816, and 1829, "regard- 
ing the customs an.d economic régime of the free zones of 
Upper Savoy and the District of Gex". 

As the two Governments had not succeeded in reaching Second phase 

an agreement within the time laid down, the President, in Y:o'in,s, 
pursuance of Article 4 of the Special Agreement, granted 
tbem a period "for the production by the Parties of al1 
documents, proposals and observations which they might see 
fit to subnlit to the Court for the purposes of the settlement 
by i t  of al1 the questions involved by the execution of para- 
graph 2 of Article 4:35 of the Treaty of Versailles", and also 
a further period "to enable each Party to reply in writing 
to the documents, proposals and observations submitted by 
the other Party". 
-- 

1 For summary of this Order, see Sixth Annua! Report, pp. 201-212. 



The written procedure having been concluded, the President 
fixed October 23rd, 1930, as the date for the opening of a 
new series of public hearings. At the same time he caused 
the Parties to be notified that, not having been able to 
secure the attendance a t  The Hague for these hearings of 
a t  least nine of the judges who had taken part in the exa- 
mination of the zones' case in 1929, he had been compelled 
to recoristitute the Court in accordance with the principles 
of Article 25 of the Statute. 

Accordingly, since the Parties did not avail themselves 
of their right, in view of the reconstitution of the Court, to 
demand to re-argue the whole case, the Court heard the 
observations presented on behalf of the French and Swiss 
Governments, on October 23rd, z4th, 25th, 27th, 28th, 29th 
and 31st, and November rst, 3rd and 4th, 1930. Finally, 
on November z4th, 1930, a t  its own request, it heard the 
observations of the representatives of the Parties concerning 
the interpretation of Article 2, paragraph 2, ot the Special 
Agreement. 

Order of On December 6th, 1930, the Court made a new Orderl, 
DeCernber whereby it accorded to the two Governments a period expir- 
1930. 

ing on July 31st, 1931, to settle between themselves the 
matter of importations free of duty or at reduced rates 
across the Federal Customs line and also any other point 
concerning the régime of the territories in question, and 
further declared that a t  the expiration of the period granted 
or of any prolongation thereof, it would deliver judgment at 
the request of either Party. 

Third phase On July zgth, 1931, the swiss Government informed the 
Of the ' '  Court that the negotiations thus contemplated had proved proceedings. 

fruitless, and that accordingly it was for the Court to deliver 
its judgment. The French Government also announced that 
the negotiations had been broken off without any result. 
In  these circumstances, the President fixed a period in which 
the Parties could submit further written observations. Sub- 
sequently, on April ~ g t h ,  zoth, z ~ s t ,  zznd, 23rd, 26th, 27th, 
28th and zgth, 1932, the Court heard arguments, a reply and a 
rejoinder by the Agents of the Parties, and their answers to 
certain questions put to them. 

1 For summary of this Order, see Seventh Annual Report, pp. 233-240. 



By decisions taken on November zznd and Decem- Composition 

ber 4th, 1930, the Court, aiter deliberation, had recognized the 

that the Court as then constituted must continue to 
deal with the case of the free zones, and had ruled that 
the judge who was then acting as President must continue to 
function for the purposes of the said case. 

However, one of the judges who had sat on the Court 
had died ; the Court was therefore composed as under : 
MAI. ASZILOTTI, acting a s  President  ; LODER, ALTAMIRA, 
ODA, HLBEK, Sir C:ECIL HURST, M11.I. KELLOGG, YOVANOVITCH, 
BEICHMANN, NEGCI.ESCO, Judges  ; M. EUGÈKE DREYFUS, 
Jzrdge ad hoc. 

The Court's judgment was delivered on June 7th, 1932. Judgment of 
t h e  Court First, by reference to the instruments which created them,  sis,^ 

the Court gives a legal definition of the free zones to which 
the case relates, namely the Gex zone, the "little" Sardinian 
zone, the Saint-Gingolph zone, and the "Lake" zone. In 
addition to the Treaties of Peace of Paris of May 3oth, 1814, 
and the Final Act 'of the Vienna Congress of June gth, 181j, 
these instruments included certain declarations made on 
March 20th and zgth, 1815, and on November 3rd and zoth, 
1815, by the Powers assembled a t  Vienna, and the "Acts of 
Accession" of the Smliss Diet dated May 27th and August ~ z t h ,  
1815, as also the Treaty of Paris dated November zoth, 
1815, and the Treaty of Turin dated March 16th, 1816. 

Continuing, the Court recounts the various changes which the 
ciistoms régime has undergone in the districts in question, 
particularly on the occasion of the consolidation of the 
Swiss customs in 1849-since which year the trade between 
the zones and the adjacent Swiss territories has been regu- 
lated by treaty-and also during the war 1914-1918 ; finally, 
it goes on to relate the origin of Article 435 of the Treaty 
of Versailles and of the Special Arbitration Agreement of 
October 3oth, 1924, in virtue of which the case was sub- 
mitted to it. 

Proceeding next to examine the merits of the case, the 
Court dwells on the following considerations : 



The question which the Court must first pass upon is 
"whether", according to Article 1, paragraph 1, of the Special 
Agreement, "as between Switzerland and France, Article 435, 
paragraph 2 ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, with its Annexes, 
has abrogated or is intended to lead to the abrogation of" 
the provisions of 1815-1816, on which the régime of the free 
zones is based. The expression "as between France and 
Switzerland" has the effect of limiting the function of the 
Court to that of determining the reciprocal rights and obliga- 
tions arising, in connection with the régime of the free 
zones, for these two countries, under Article 435, paragraph 2, 

of the Treaty of Versailles, with its Annexes, apart from the 
legal relations created as between the signatories of the said 
Treaty resulting from this Article. 

This has not been disputed between the Parties. On the 
other hand, the latter are unable to agree as to the exact 
meaning and import of the question referred to the Court. 
The French Government contends that Article I of the Special 
Agreement, in asking the Court to say whether Article 435, 
paragraph 2 ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, with its Annexes, 
"has abrogated or is intended to lead to the abrogation" 
of the provisions concerning the free zones, put forward 
two propositions, between which the Court must make its 
choice. The Swiss Government contests this view, and main'- 
tains that the Court's duty, under the terms of the said 
question, is to reply in the negative to both propositions, 
if it  finds this result necessary for a correct interpretation 
of Article 435, paragraph 2 ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, with 
its Annexes. 

The Court finds that the expression "is intended to lead 
to the abrogation" means 'lis intended necessarily to lead 
to the abrogation", since othenvise its reply would fail to 
remove the whole of the divergence between the two coun- 
tries ; accordingly, the Court accepts the Swiss argument. 
For, as it observes, it could not lightly be admitted that 
the Court, whose function it is to declare the law, should 
be called upon to choose between two or more constructions 
determined beforehand by the Parties, none of ~vhich corre- 
sponds to the opinion at  which it may arrive. Unless other- 
wise expressly provided, it must be presumed that the Court 



enjoys the freedoni which normally appertains to it, and 
that it is able, if such is its opinion, not only to accept 
one or other of the two propositions, but also to reject 
them both. 

As regards the question whether Article 435, with its 
Annexes, has abrogated the free zones, the Court points out 
that the only conclusion which is drawn in the actual text 
of Article 435, paragraph z ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, 
from the statement that the former provisions are not con- 
sistent with preseni. conditions, is that France and Switzer- 
land are to settle between themselves the status of the free 
zones-a conclusion which is tantamount to a declaration of 
disinterestedness in regard to their status on the part of the 
High Contracting Parties other than France. In particular, 
this text does not draw the conclusion that the abrogation 
of the old stipulations relating to the free zones is a necessary 
consequence of this inconsistency. Moreover, it is scarcely 
possible, in view of the context, to regard the expression "are 
no longer consistent- with present conditions" as ipso facto 
involving the abrogation of the free zones. 

Finally, and in any case, Article 435 of the Treaty of 
Versailles cannot be adduced against Switzerland, who is not 
a Party to that Treaty, except to the extent to which she 
accepted it. That extent is determined by the note of the 
Federal Council of May 5th, 1919, an extract from which, 
already quoted above, constitutes Annex 1 of Article 435. 
In that note the Federal Government makes explicit reser- 
vations which exclude the acquiescence of Switzerland in 
the abolition of the free zones. As regards the French note 
of May 18th, 1919, which constitutes Annex II of Article 435 
of the Treaty of Versailles, that note cannot, in any cir- 
cumstances, affect the conditions of the Federal Council's 
acquiescence in the Article in question, that acquiescence 
being a unilateral act on the part of Switzerland. 

The Court, therefore, reaches the conclusion that Article 435, 
paragraph 2 ,  of the Treaty of Versailles, with its Annexes, 
has not abrogated the régime of the free zones as between 
France and Switzeriland. 

Again, the Court finds that this Article was not intended 
to lead to the abrogation of the free zones, i.e. to create an 
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obligation to proceed to their abrogation. Such an obligation 
would only be conceivable under one of two suppositions, 
viz. : that by acquiescing in Article 435, Switzerland had bound 
herself to negotiate an agreement involving the abrogation of 
the zones ; or else that Switzerland's consent to such abrogation 
was not necessary, because she had no actual right to the free 
zones. As regards the first of these suppositions, even assum- 
ing that Article 435, paragraph 2, were interpreted as a 
mandate, involving an obligation, for France and Switzerland, 
to proceed to  abrogate provisions acknowledged to be no longer 
consistent with present conditions, this mandate could not be 
adduced against Switzerland, which has not accepted it, but has 
explicitly rejected the idea of "a modification of the customs 
system of the zones, as set up by the treaties mentioned 
above". 

As regards the second supposition, the very terms of Arti- 
cle 435, paragraph 2, seem to presuppose the existence of a right 
on the part of Switzerland, derived from the old stipulatioils. 
I t  is hard to understand why the Powers which signed the 
Treaty of Versailles, if they considered Switzerland's consent 
unnecessary, did not declare the free zones abrogated, on their 
own authority. Furthermore, Switzerland's consent was actually 
asked, and various proposals were made to her in order to 
obtain it ; finally, the High Contracting Parties inserted the 
Swiss note of May 5th, 1919, immediately after Article 435, 
and that note, in the Court's opinion, is, like the successive 
proposals made by France, entirely based on the existence of 
a Swiss right to the free zones. 

The Court next examines the situation in regard to the 
different free zones-namely the little Sardinian zone, the Saint- 
Gingolph zone, and the Gex zone-and concludes that the old 
stipulations invest Switzerland with a right, of the character 
of treaty stipulations, in respect of these zones. 

The Gex zone, which presents a particularly complex problem, 
is subjected to a detailed examination, as a result of which the 
Court finds that  the creation of this zone forms part of a 
territorial arrangement in favour of Switzerland, made as the 
result of an agreement between that country and the Powers, 
including France, and that this agreement invests Switzerland 
with a contractual rigb.t in the said zone. 
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The Court, having reached this conclusion, simply from an 
examination of the facts, does not need to consider whether 
the rights in the Gex zone result, in law, from a "stipulation 
in favour of a thircl Party". 

However, the Court points out, in this connection, that the 
question of the existence of a right acquired under an instru- 
ment drawn betweeil other States is one to be decided in 
each particular case. For, though it cannot be lightly presumed 
that stipulations favourable to a third State have been adopted 
with the object of lcreating an actual right in its favour, yet 
there is nothing to prevent the will of sovereign States from 
having this object and this effect. It must be ascertained 
whether the States which have stipulated in favour of a third 
State meant to creaite for that State a right, which the latter 
has accepted as such. The Court holds that al1 the instru- 
ments relating to the free zones point to the conclusion 
that such was, in fact, the intention of the Powers. 

After thus answering the question put to it in Article I of 
the Special Agreement-namely whether Article 435 of the 
Treaty of Versailles, with its Annexes, has abrogated or was 
intended to lead to the abrogation of the former provisions 
relating to the free zones-the Court passes on to examine 
the questions arising from its task under Article 2 of the 
Special Agreement : i~amely, to settle al1 the questions involved 
by the execution of paragraph 2 of Article 435 of the Treaty 
of Versailles. 

In settling these questions, should the Court be bound by 
its findings on the first question-i.e. the question contained 
in Article I of the Special Agreement ? The Parties disagree 
on this issue, France answering it in the affirmative, and 
Switzerland in the negative. In regard to this point, the Court 
observes that it is cîlled on to discharge its task in "a single 
judgment", and that  it is hardly conceivable that a single 
judgment should coritain in the first place the interpretation 
of Article 435, paragraph 2, of the Treaty of Versailles mith 
its Annexes on the point whether, as between France and 
Switzerland, that  Article with its Annexes abrogated or was 
intended to lead to the abrogation of the stipulations enumer- 
ated in Article I of the Special Agreement, and should then 
go on to  lay down, in connection with the settlement of the 
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question involved or the execution of the same Article, pro- 
visions which disregard or conflict with the interpretation 
given by the Court. 

Similarly, it seems impossible to suppose that the Parties 
could have desired to obtain definite indications, before 
the negotiations referred to in Article I, paragraph 2, of the 
Special Agreement, in regard to the points indicated in the 
first paragraph of that Article, if, in the event of the failure 
of the negotiations, the Court was free to settle the régime 
on a basis other than that indicated to the Parties a t  the 
close of its deliberation. The whole of the ~rocedure contem- 
plated by Article I of the Special Agreement and the inter- 
pretative notes annexed thereto would, in fact, cease to have 
any object if the Court, in making the settlement contem- 
plated by Article 2 of the Special Agreement, could disregard 
its own interpretation of Article 435 of the Treaty of Versailles. 

The Court adds that, while it is certain that the Parties, 
being free to dispose of their rights, might have embodied, 
in the negotiations contemplated in Article 1, paragraph 2, 

of the Special Agreement, and might in any future negotiations 
embody in their agreement any provisions they might desire- 
and, accordingly, even abolish the free zones or settle matters 
lying outside the framework of the régime with which Article 2 
of the Special Agreement is concerned-it in no way follows 
that the Court possesses the same freedom. Such freedom, 
being incompatible with the Court's proper function, could, in 
any case, only be enjoyed by the Court if it resulted from 
a clear and explicit provision ; and no such provision is to 
be found in the Special Agreement. 

The Court must, therefore, deal with the questions involved 
in the execution of paragraph 2 of Article 435 of the Treaty 
of Versailles upon the footing that it must recognize and give 
effect to the rights which Switzerland derived from the trea- 
ties of 1815 and the other supplementary acts relating to 
the free zones. 

However, towards the end of the proceedings the French 
Government had advanced some new pleas. Thus, it had 
argued that, independently of the abrogatory effect of Arti- 
cle 435 of the Treaty of Versailles, the former stipulations 
establishing the zones had lapsed, owing to the change in 



circumstances. The Swiss Government had asked the Court 
to reject these arguments as inadmissible, on the ground that 
the time was past at which they could have been submitted. 
Nevertheless, considering that the decision of an international 
dispute of the present order should not mainly depend on a 
point of procedure, the Court thinks it preferable not to 
entertain the plea of inadmissibility, and to deal on their 
merits with such of the new French arguments as may fa11 
within its jurisdiction, in so far at least as they raise questions 
incidental to the n i a i .  issue. 

The French Agent had contended that the stipulations 
establishing the zones had lapsed because these zones had 
been created in view of, and because of, the existence of a 
particular situation, and that this situation had now ceased 
to  exist. In  arguiilg thus, the point on which he chiefly 
relied was that in 1815 the canton of Geneva was to al1 
intents and purposes a free trade area, that the withdrawal 
of the French and Sardinian customs lines at that time made 
the area of Geneva and that of the zones an economic unit, 
and that the institution of the Swiss Federal Customs in 
1849 destroyed this economic unit and put an end to the 
conditions in consideration of which the zones liad been 
created. In the opinion of the Court, however, this French 
argument fails from lack of proof that the zones were in 
fact established in consideration of the existence of circum- 
stances which ceased to exist when the Federal Customs 
were instituted in 1:849. 

As the French argument fails on the facts, it becomes 
unnecessary for the Court to consider any of the questions 
of principle which arise in connection with the theory of 
the lapse of treaties by reason of change of circumstances 
(the rebus sic stantibus clause), and, in particular, to consider 
whether that theoi-y would apply to treaties establishing 
rights such as that which Switzerland derived from the trea- 
ties of 1815 and 1816. 

For these reasons the Court cannot accept the French 
contention that the treaties of 181j and the other supple- 
mentary acts relating to the free zones, if not abrogated by 
the Treaty of Versailles, have nevertheless now ceased to 
be in force. 
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The Court next considers the question whether, and to  
what extent, it can fulfil that part of its mission which 
involves settling the régime of the territories in question. Para- 
graph 2 of Article 2 of the Special Agreement provides that, 
if the judgment of the Court contemplates the import of 
goods free or at reduced rates through the Swiss or French 
customs barrier, the regulation of such importation should 
only be made with the consent of the two Parties. In the 
view of the Court, if the consent is to be subsequent to the 
judgment, such a condition cannot be reconciled with Arti- 
cles 59 and 60 of the Statute of the Court, which provide 
that the judgment is binding and final ; but a previous 
consent has only been given by one of the Parties. Again, 
the regulation of questions connected with tariff exemptions 
is outside the sphere in which a Court of Justice, concerned 
with the application of rules of law, can help in the solution 
of disputes between two States. For these reasons, the Court 
is of opinion that, as the Parties have failed to come to 
an agreement on the regulation of these matters, judgment 
must be limited to questions of law, i.e. to questions not cov- 
ered by the above-mentioned clause of the Special Agreement. 

I t  has been argued on behalf of the French Government 
that, if the Court finds itself unable for any reason to carry 
out the whole of the mission entrusted to it by the Special 
Agreement, it should declare itself incompetent as to the 
whole, and give no judgment whatever. The Court points 
out in this connection that it is the Special Agreement which 
represents the joint will of the Parties. If the obstacle to 
fulfilling part of the mission which the Parties intended to 
entrust to the Court results from the terms of the Special 
Agreement itself, it results directly from the will of the 
Parties and, therefore, cannot destroy the basis of the Court's 
competence to decide on the questions of law. 

Another limitation to  the Court's jurisdiction-in addition to  
those imposed by paragraph 2 of Article 2 of the Special Agree- 
ment-consists, in the Court's opinion, in the respect which 
is due to the sovereignty of France over the zones, that 
sovereignty being entire in so far as it is not restricted by 
the provisions of the treaties of 1815 and 1816 and the 
agreements which supplemented them. 
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In view of the foregoing considerations, the Court arrives 
a t  the following conclusions regarding the settlement of the 
régime of the free :sones : 

The right of Switzerland to the maintenance of the zones 
is admitted ; France having placed her customs line at her 
political frontier in 1923, without the consent of Switzerland, 
must withdraw that line in accordance with the former treaty 
provisions. On the other hand, France is free to establish 
a police cordon a t  her frontier for the control of traffic, and 
to collect dues and taxes, not in the nature of customs duties, 
a t  the said frontier. On this point the Court observes that it 
follows from the principle that the sovereignty of 1- 'rance 
is to be respected i-n so far as it is not limited by her inter- 
national obligations--in this case, by her obligations under 
the treaties of 1815 together with the supplementary acts- 
that no restriction exceeding those which ensue from those 
instruments can be imposed on France without her consent ; 
moreover, in case of doubt, a limitation of sovereignty must 
be construed restrictively ; and while it is certain that France 
cannot rely on her own legislation to limit the scope of her 
international obligations, it is equally certain that French 
fiscal legislation applies in the territory of the free zones as 
in any other part of French territory. 

The Court make!; a reservation as regards abuses of a 
right, for it is certain that France must not evade the obli- 
gation to maintain the zones by erecting a customs barrier 
under the guise of a control cordon. But an abuse cannot 
be presumed by the Court. 

On the other hand, the Court is of opinion that if, by 
the maintenance iri force of the old treaties, Switzerland 
obtains the economic advantages derived from the free zones, 
she ought in return to  grant compensatory economic advan- 
tages to the people of the zones. She had indeed officially 
declared her readiness to do so, and had stated that she 
was willing, i f  France so desired, to have the terms of the 
exchange of goods 'between the zones and Switzerland settled 
by experts, whose decision would be binding on the two 
States and would not require ratification by Switzerland. 



In view of the same considerations, and also because the 
organization of the customs line in rear of the political 
frontier is an operation which must necessarily take time, 
the Court fixes January ~ s t ,  1934, as the date by which 
the French Government must have withdrawn the customs 
line so as to re-establish the free zones of 1815 and 1816, 
which were abolished in 1923. 

Dissent% The judgment of the Court was adopted by six votes 
opinions. against five. M. Altamira and Sir Cecil Hurst have sub- 

joined a dissenting opinion on certain points regarding the 
interpretation of the Special Agreement ; and M. Negulesco 
a dissenting opinion regarding the Court's jurisdiction. 
1LI. Yovanovitch confines himself to a statement of his dissent, 
while M. Eugène Dreyfus has appended to the judgment a 
dissenting opinion. 



JUDGhIENT OF JUNE 24th, 1932 l. 

INTERPRETATION OF T H E  STATUTE 
OF THE MEMEL TERRITORY. 

(PKELI3IINARY OBJECTION.) 

On April  t th, 1932, the Governments of Great Britain, History of 

France, Italy and J a p a n  filed an  application with the Regis- the question. 

t rar  of the Court, instituting proceedings against the Govern- 
ment of the Lithuanian Republic in respect of differences of 
opinion a s  to whetlher certain acts of the latter Government 
were in conformity with the Statute of the Memel Territory 
annexed t o  the Convention of May 8th, 1924, concerning 
Memel. The events which had given rise to the said difference 
of opinion were the dismissal of M. Bottcher, President of 
the Directorate of Memel, in consequence of a journey that  
he  had made to  Berlin, and also certain steps taken sub- 
sequently to  his dismissal, in particular the formation of a 
Directorate not enjoying the confidence of the Diet, and the 
dissolution of that  body. 

In  their application, the Applicant Powers ask the Court to 
decide : 

"(1) whether the Governor of the Memel Territory has the 
right to dismiss the President of the Directorate ; 

(2) in the case of an affirmative decision, whether this right 
only exists under certain conditions or in certain circumstances, 
and what those conditions or circumstances are : 

(3) if the right to dismiss the President of the Directorate is 
admitted, whether such dismissal involves the termination of the 
appointments of the other members of the Directorate; 

(4) if the right to dismiss the President of the Directorate 
only exists under certain conditions or in certain circumstances, 
whether the dismissal of RiI. Bottcher, carried out on February 6th, 
1932, is in order in the circumstances in which it took place; 

(5) whether, in the circumstances in which it took place, the 
appointment of the Directorate presided over by hl. Simaitis is 
in order ; 

(6) whether the dissolution of the Diet, carried out by the 
Governor of the Mejmel Territory on March zznd, 1932, when 
the Directorate presided over by hl. Simaitis had not received 
the confidence of the Diet, is in order". 

1 For summary of the judgment, see p. 175. 
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Preliminary 
.objection. 

On May 31st, 1932, in a document filed a t  the same time 
as its Counter-Case on points I to  4 of the application, the 
Lithuanian Government raised a preliminary objection against 
the Court's jurisdiction in respect of points 5 and 6 of the 
application. 

s ta tements  Within the period laid down, the Applicant Powers sub- 
and hearings. mitted a written statement containing their observations and 

conclusions on the objection made by  the Lithuanian Govern- 
ment. In  this statement it was submitted that  the objection 
should be disallowed. At public hearings held on June 14th 
and 15th, 1932, the Court heard oral observations submitted 
on behalf of the Parties to the case upon the Lithuanian 
Goverriment's objection. 

Composition For the examination of this question, the Court was com- 
,of the Court. posed a s  follows : M. GUERRERO, I'ice-President of the Court, 

acting as  President l; Mr. KELLOGG, Baron ROLIN-JAEQUE~IYNS, 
Count ROSTWOROWSKI, MM. FROMAGEOS, DE BUSTAIIAKTE, 
ALTAMIRA, ANZILOTTI, URRUTIA, ADATCI, Sir CECIL HURST, 
MM. SCH~TCKING, NEGULESCO, Jhr. VAN EYSINGA, M. ~VANG,  
Judges. 

M. ROMER'IS, appointed as judge ad hoc by the Lithuanian 
Government, also sat  on the Court, for the purposes of the 
case. 

* * * 

Judgment of The Court's judgment was delivered on June 24th, 1932. 
the 'Ourt The Lithuanian Government founds its preliminary objection (analysis). 

upon Article 17 of the Convention of Mav Sth, 1924, con- 
cerning Memel. This Article is worded as follows : 

"The High Contracting Parties declare that any lCIember of 
the Council of the League of Nations shall be entitled to 
draw the attention of the Council to any infraction of the 
provisions of the present Convention. 

In the event of any difference of opinion in regard tc 
questions of law or of fact concerning these provisions between 
the Lithuanian Government and any of the Principal Allied 
Powers members of the Council of the League of Nations, 
such difference shall be regarded as a dispute of an inter- 

' For this case, as the President was a national of one of the Parties, he 
handetl over the presidency to the Vice-President, in accordance with Article 13 
of the Rules, which was thus applied for the first time (see Cliapter VI  of the 
present Report, p.  247). 



iiational charactsr under the terms of Artic!e 14 of the Cov- 
enant of the League of Nations. The Lithuanian Government 
agrees that al1 tifisputes of this kind shall, if the other Party 
so requests, be referred to the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice. There shall be no appeal from the Perm- 
anent Court's decisior-i, which shall have the force and value of 
a decision rendered in virtue of Article 13 of the Covenant." 

The Lithuanian Government contends that the two para- 
graphs of Article 17 relate to two distinct phases of one and 
the same procedure, and that, accordingly, al1 disputes, before 
being referred to the Court, must be submitted to the Council 
for examination. This condition had not been observed by the 
Applicant Powers in regard to questions 5 and 6 of their 
application. 

On the other hand, the Applicant Powers consider that a 
matter may properly be submitted to the Court under para- 
graph 2 of Article 17, even though it has not been previously 
brought before the Council of the League, as is the case with 
the present questions 5 and 6. 

The Court points out, in the first place, that the proceedings 
before the Council, contemplated by paragraph I of Article 17, 
are quite different from the judicial proceedings before the 
Court to which the second paragraph of Article 17 relates. If 
proceedings before the Council are to be a condition precedent 
to proceedings before the Court, the intention of the con- 
tracting Parties to stipulate such a condition must be clearly 
established. But there is nothing in the text of Article 17 to 
show that such was the intention of the Parties. 

The actual text oI Article 17 shows that the two procedures 
relate to different objects, the object of the procedure before 
the Council being ihe examination of any "infraction of the 
provisions of the Convention", whereas the procedure before 
the Court is concerned with "any difference of opinion in 
regard to questions of law or fact". Furthermore, there is a 
distinction between the two procedures with regard to those 
who may initiate them. M'hile any Member of the Council 
of the League rnay bring a matter before the Council, pro- 
ceedings before the Court may only be initiated by any one 
of the Principal Allied Powers, member of the Council. 

If the ~ r i n c i ~ l e  of the unity of the ~rocedure were to be 
adopted, it would follow, in the opinion of the Court, that a 

14 



210 INTERPRETATION O F  T H E  STATUTE O F  MEhIEL TERRITORY 

case could not be proceeded with before the Court, under 
paragraph 2 of Article 17, if it had been brought before the 
Council, under paragraph I, by a Member of the Council other 
than one of the Principal Allied Powers which signed the 
Convention. 

After setting aside an argument which the Lithuanian 
Government had based on the actual wording of Article 17, 
the Court examines certain arguments which the said Govern- 
ment seeks to derive from the history of the text of that 
Article. In this connection, the Court points out that, as i t  
has constantly held, the preparatory work cannot be adduced 
to interpret a text which is, in itself, sufficiently clear. The 
Court is, moreover, of opinion that the history of Article 17 
of the Convention affords nothing which conflicts with the 
interpretation of the terms of the Article, standing by them- 
selves. 

Finally, the Court has been unable to find any support for 
the Lithuanian contention in the report of the Committee of 
Jurists appointed by the Council of the League of Nations 
on September 3rd, 1926, an extract from which report is cited 
by the Lithuanian Government in support of its plea. 

For tliese reasbns, the Court reserves points 5 and 6 of the 
application of April  t th, 1932, for judgment on the merits. 

The Court's judgment was adopted by thirteen votes to three. 
Dissenting Baron liolin-Jaequemyns appencled a dissenting opinion 
opinions. to the judgment; Count Kostworowski and M. Romer'is 

declared that they were in favour of upholding the Lithuanian 
objection for the two cases in point (questions 5 and 6 of the 
application), in so far as these concern infractions of the pro- 
visions of the Convention of Paris of May Sth, 1924, and are 
covered by Article 17, paragraph I, of that Convention. 



NOTE. 

The Order of August 3rd, 1932, dismissing the request for 
the [indication of interim measures of protection in the case 
concerning the legal status of the South-Eastern territory of 
Greenland, a summciry of which is given on page 175 of the 
present Report, as also the judgment in the case concerning 
the interpretation of the Statute of Memel (merits), delivered 
on August  th, 1932, a summary of which is given on 
pages 175-176 of the present Report, will be dealt with in the 
next Annual Report of the Court. 



CHAPTER V. 

ADVISORY OPINIONS. 

EFFECTS 01: .L\DVISORY OPINION NO. 17 OF JULY 31st, 1930. 

QUESTION OF THE GRECO-BULGARIAN COMMUNITIES. 

In  the Seventli Aririual Report, it was mentioned tha t  
on September 8th, 1930, the Council of the League of Nations 
had instructed the Secretary-General t o  communicate the 
Court's advisory opinion officially to  the President of the 
Greco-Bulgarian Mixed Emigration Commission. 

The following passage regarding the steps taken by the  
Commission to  givt: effect to  the Court's advisory opinion 
appears in a report (of December 1931) on the work achieved 
by  the Commission signed by  the two neutral members of 
that  body, and atldressed to the two Parties, signatories 
of the Convention of Neuilly, and to the Secretary-General of 
the League of Nations. 

"The Permanent Court of International Justice delivered its advis- 
orv opinion on the su.bject (see Series B., No. 17) in July 1930. 

The members, delegates of the two Governments, declared that 
they recognized the soundness of the Permanent Court's opinion ; 
but when it came to drafting a decision enabling the Commission 
to regulate the application of the principles laid down in the 
opinion, it was apparent that the delegates of the two Governments 
held different views a:; to the purport of its principal passages. 

At tliis period, the other labours of the Mixed Commission were 
drawing to a close. I'laris for the final winding-up of the Commis- 
sion's work had matured, and the representatives of both Govern- 
ments showed a desire to bring its labours to an end as quickly 
as possible. 

In these circumstan(:es, the iieutral meinbers suggested tiiat the 
two Parties should leave it to them to find a practical solution of 
the question of the communities, taking the Court's opinion as 
a basis, and adopting the same generous methods as had been 
employed by the Commission in regulating the liquidation of private 
property. This course was finally adopted by the Commission in 
a dccision dated hlarch 4th, 1931. 



In July of the following year, the Commission, in pursuance of 
the above decision, sanctioned the proposa1 of the neutral mem- 
bers, to the effect that the pecuniary consequences of liquidating 
the communities' property should be shown in the form of an entry, 
in favour of the creditor Government, representing the balance of 
the values of the properties liquidated. 

Finally, on August ~ g t h ,  1931, the neutral members presented 
to  the Commission the draft of a general scheme for winding-up 
the work, together with the positive results of the studies which 
had been carried on for more than ten months in the light of the 
Permanent Court's advisory opinion. 

The scheme submitted by the neutral members for the definitive 
settlement of the communities problem was prefaced by certain 
considerations, which may be epitomized as follows : 

The Commission has been actuated throughout its work by the 
pacificatory aims of the Convention of Neuilly, and has throughout 
endeavoured to  regard its mission in a large and liberal spirit. 

The neutral members felt that the same spirit should likewise 
govern the settlement of a question so complex and important as 
that of the communities, if the Commission desired to effect a 
durable work of pacification, and to eliminate from the field of 
international affairs a delicate problem, fraught with so great possi- 
bilities of friction between the two countries. 

The neutral members have therefore adopted the principle that, 
in dealing with the problem of the communities, the Commission 
should regard the issues as questions of fact, and should take al1 
the circumstances iiito account. In  particular, the Commission 
should place a wide construction on the term "communities", as used 
in the Convention, and give consideration to  al1 the existing facts. 

Taking this principle as a basis, the neutral members felt that 
the Commission was justified, having regard to  al1 the facts and 
circumstances, in placing on record the dissolution of the commu- 
nities whose liquidation had been applied for, either directly or 
through the representatives of the two Parties. The bodies affected 
would be about 67 Greek communities in Bulgaria, and about 
300 Bulgarian communities in Greece. 

The liquidation of the property of those communities which 
possessed it, should, in the opinion of the ileutral members, be 
the factor to be taken into account by the hlixed Commission 
when proceeding to the general settlement which, in principle, it 
had decided in March 1931 to effect. 

Founding itself on the foregoing considerations, the Commission 
adopted a decision to the effect that the liquidatioii of properties 
of communities in the two countries, under the Convention of 
Neuilly, should appear in the form of an entry of about one 
million dollars, to  the credit of the Greek Government, this amount 
representing the balance of the values of properties belonging to 
these communities. 

By adopting this solution of a contractual nature, the hlixed 
Commission has definitively settled a grave and complicated dispute 
between the two countries." 



EFFECTS OF THE: ADVISORY OPINIOK OF RIa4i' rgth,  1931. 

ACCESS TO GERMAN MINORITY SCHOOLS 
IN POLISH UPPER SILESIA. 

The Council had decided at its meeting on May 23rd, 1931, 
to postpone the question forming the subject of the Court's 
opinion until its riext session. The report of the Japanese 
representative, which had been presented a t  that meeting, 
subniitted that the Council would no doubt see fit to decide 
that the sixty children, to whom the appeal related, should 
forthwith be transferred to the minority school to which their 
admission had been requested. On September ~ g t h ,  1931, 
du~ing  its 65th Session, the Council adopted this report. In 
the discussion which preceded its adoption, the Polish Minis- 
ter for Foreign Affairs said that the parents of these children 
had already been informed that the children could be ad- 
mitted to the minority school without any further formality. 



ADVISOKY OPINION OF SEPTEMBEK 5th, 1931 l. 

CUSTOMS UNION BETWEEN GERMANY AND AUSTRIA 
(PROTOCOL OF MARCH ~ g t h ,  1931). 

History of Germany and Austria had agreed, in virtue of a Protocol 
the question. drawn up a t  Vienna on March ~ g t h ,  1931, to conclude a 

treaty with a view to assimilating the tariff and economic 
policies of the two countries on the basis of and according to  
the principles laid down in the said Protocol, with the result 
that a customs union régime would be established. This Pro- 
toc01 was communicated, in particular, to the British, French 
and Italian Governments. Doubts immediately arose as to 
whether the contemplated régime was compatible with Article 88 
of the Treaty of Peace of Saint-Germain and with Protocol 
No. 1, signed a t  Geneva on October 4th, 1922 ; these instru- 
ments, though not absoliitely prohibiting Austria from alien- 
ating her independence or from taking any action likely to 
compromise it, obliged her, in brief, to abstain from certain 
acts, or, in particular cases, to secure the assent of the 
Council of the League of Nations. No provision for the obtain- 
ing of this asçent had been made in the Protocol of 6'ienna. 

The British Government brought the matter before the 
Council. The latter, on May ~ g t h ,  1931, adopted a resolution 
requesting the Court, under Article 14 of the Covenant, to  
give an advisory opinion upon the following question : 

The request "Would a régime established between Germany and 
for an 
advisory Austria on the basis and within the limits of the prin- 
opinion. ciples laid down by the Protocol of March ~ g t h ,  1931, 

the text of which is annexed to the present request, 
be compatible with Article 88 of the Treaty of Saint- 
Germain and with Protocol No. 1, signed at Geneva on 
October 4th, 1922 ? "  

The Court was invited to treat the request as a matter 
of urgency. 
- 
1 For summnry of the opinion, see p. 172. 



According to the customary practice, the request foi an communica- 

opinion was communicated to the Members of the League of tion, state- 
ments and 

Nations and to States entitled to appear before the Court. hearings. 

Furthermore, the Registrar, by means of a special and direct 
communication, informed the governments of States bound 
by the Treaty of Saint-Germain or by Protocol No. 1 signed 
a t  Geneva, or by the Austro-German Protocol, which States 
were regarded as likely, in accordance with the terms of 
Article 73, paragrapll 1, sub-paragraph z, of the Rules, to be 
able to furnish inforjmation on the question submitted to the 
Court for an advisory opinion, that the Coiirt was prepared 
to receive from them written statements and, if they so desired, 
to hear oral arguments made on their behalf. 

Within the period fixed by the President, written statements 
were filed by the German, Austrian, French, Italian and 
Czechoslovak Governments. In the course of public sittings 
held on July zoth, z ~ s t ,  zznd, z3rd, z4th, z5th, 27th, 28th, 
zgth, p s t ,  and August ~ s t ,  znd, 4th and 5th, 1931, the 
Court heard the oral arguments of the representatives of the 
five Governments mentioned above. 

For the examination of this case, the Court was com~osed Composition 
of the Court. as follows : MM. ADASCI, P~esident ; GUERRERO, Vice-P~esi- 

dent ; Mr. I<EI-LOGC, Baron ~<OI~IN-JAEQUEJIYN~,  Count KOST- 
WOROWSKI, hlM. FIXO~IAGEOT, DE B U S T A R L ~ T E ,  ALTAMIRA, 
ASZILOTTI, URRUTIA, Sir CECIL HURST, MM. S C H ~ C I ~ I X G ,  
NEGULESCO, Jhr. VAN EYSINGA, \TANG, Judges. ,. 

Ihe  Court having been called on to consider the question of 
the application of AI-ticle 31 of the Statute and Article 71 of 
the Kules of Court in the case, decided, by an Order delivered 
on July zoth, 1931, that the question submitted to it did, 
in fact, relate to an existing dispute within the meaning of 
Article 71, paragraph 2, of the Kules of Court, but that there 
was no grouncl in the present case for the appointment of 
judges ad lzoc, either by Austria or by Czechoslovakia. This 
decision was based on the following considerations : Article 31, 
paragraph 4, of the Statute lays down that when several Par- 
ties are in the same interest they are reckoned as one Party 
only, for the purposes of the application of the said Article. 
In  the Court's opinion, al1 the governments before the Court 
who comc to the saine conclusion must be held to be in the 



same interest for the purposes of the advisory procedure. 
As the arguments advanced by the German and Austrian 
Governments led to the same conclusion, while the arguments 
of the French, Italian and Czechoslovak Governments led to 
an opposite conclusion, the Court held that the Austrian and 
German Governments, on the one hand, and the French, 
Italian and Czechoslovak Governments on the other hand, were 
in the same interest within the meaning of Article 31 of the 
Statute ; and the Court already included, on the Bench, 
judges of German, French, and Italian nationality. 

opinion of The Court's opinion was delivered on September 5th, 1931. 
the Court 
(analysis). I t  first interprets the request for an opinion in the sense 

that the question which the Court was called upon to settle 
was whether, from the point of view of law, Austria could, 
in the absence of the Council's consent, corclude with Germany 
the Customs Union contempIated in the Vjenna Protocol, 
without thereby committing an act incompatible with the 
obligations she had assumed. The Court then proceeds to 
analyse the texts giving rise to these obligations, namely, 
Article 88 of the Treaty of Saint-Germain and Protocol No. 1 
of Geneva. 

The independence of Austria, according to Article 88 of 
the Treaty of Saint-Germain, must be understood to mean 
the coritinued existence of Austria within her present frontiers 
as a separate State, with sole right of decision in al1 matters 
economic, political, financial 01 other ; it follows that this 
independence is violated as soon as there is any infriigement 
of it, whether in the economic, political, or any other field- 
since these different aspects of independence are in practice 
one and indivisible. By alienation must be understood any 
voluntary act by the Austrian State which would cause it 
to lose its independence, or would modify its independence, 
in the sense that  its sovereign will would be subordinated to 
the will of another Power. Finally, the undertaking given by 
Austria to abstain from "any act which might directly or 
indirectly by any means whatever compromise her independ- 
ence" can only be interpreted to refer to ''an~7 act calculated 



to endanger" that  .independence, in so far, of course, as can 
be reasonably foreseen. 

In  the Geneva Protocol, Austria undertook certain obliga- 
tions in the economic sphere. That these obligations fa11 
within the scope of those undertaken by Austria in Article 88 
of the Treaty of Saint-Germain is apparent from the express 
or implied reference made in the Protocol to the terms of that 
Article. Thus, the u-ndertaking given by Austria not to violate 
her economic independence by granting nny State a special 
régime or exclusive advantages calculated to threaten that 
independence is covered by the undertaking already given by 
Austria in Article 88 to abstain from acts which might com- 
promise her indeyentience. But this in no way prevents these 
undertakings, which were assumed by Austria in a special and 
distinct instrument, from possessing a value of their own, 
and on that account. a binding force, complete in itself, and 
capable of independent application. 

The Court next proceeds to analyse the Protocol of Vienna, 
and observes that the régime it provides for fulfils the con- 
ditions of a Customs Union. In the Court's view, what has 
to  be considered is not any particular clause of the Protocol, 
but the régime, as a whole, which is to be established in 
pursuance of the Protocol. The establishment of this régime 
does not in itself constitute an act alienating Austria's inde- 
pendence, and it may be said that, legally, Austria retains the 
possibility of exercising her independence. Austria's independ- 
ence is not, strictly speaking, endangered within the ineaning 
of Article 88 of the Treaty of Saint-Germain, and there is 
not therefore, frorn the point of view of law, any inconsist- 
ency with that  Article. 

On the other hand., the projected system constitutes a spe- 
cial régime, and it affords Germany, in relation to Austria. 
"advantages" which are withheld from third Powers. Finally, 
it is difficult, in the view of the Court, to maintain that this 
régime is not calculated to threaten the economic independence 
of Austria, and that it is, consequently, compatible with the 
undertakings specifically given by Austria in the Protocol 
of Geneva with regard to her economic independence. 



The Court's opinion was adopted by eight votes against 
seven. 

Of the eight judges forming the majority, seven declared 
that, in their opinion, the régime contemplated was incompat- 
ible not only with the Protocol of Geneva, but also with 
Article 88 of the Treaty of Saint-Germain, since-as six of the 
said judges (M. Guerrero, Count Rostworowski, MM. Froma- 
geot, Altamira, Urrutia and Negulesco) stated in a joint 
declaration which they signed-it would be calculated to 
threaten the independence of Austria in the economic sphere, 
and would thus be capable of endangering the independence 
of that country. M. Anzilotti, while concurring in the oper- 
ative portion of the opinion, declared that he was unable to 
agree in regard to the grounds on which it is based, and drew 
up an individual opinion. 

Dissenting The seven judges in the minority (MM. Adatci and Kellogg, 
opinions. Baron Rolin-Jaequemyns, Sir Cecil Hurst, MM. Schücking, 

van Eysinga and Wang) appended a joint dissenting opinion 
to the opinion of the Court. 

Effects of On September 3rd, 1931, a t  a meeting of the Commission 
the advisory 
opinion. of Enquiry for a European Union, the representatives of Ger- 

many and Austria had announced their intention of not pur- 
suing the project for a Customs Union. In these circ~~mstances, 
the Council passed a resolution on September 7th, 1931, 
taking note of the Court's opinion, and declaring that there 
could no longer be [any occasion for it to proceed further with 
its consideratiori of this item of its agenda. At the same time 
it expressed its thanks to the Court. 



AD\'ISORY OPINION OF OCTOBER rgtl i ,  1931 L 

RAILWAY TRAFFIC BETWEEN LITHUANIA AND POLAND 
(RAIL\V.-21- SE.CTOR LA~\D\VAR~W-KAISIADORYS).  

The railway sector Landwarow-Kaisiadorys is a part of History of 

the line running from Vilna towards Libau, via Kovno. the question 

According to the information supplied to the Court, this 
portion of the line was destroyed during the war 1914-1g18, 
a t  a period when the Lithuanian, Polish and 1,atvian States 
had not yet come iiito being, and when al1 three towns were 
in Russia. FVith various alternations, due to the vicissitudes 
of the military operations, this situation persisted after the 
above-mentioned States had been created, and continued 
subsequently during the hostilities between Russia and Poland. 
During this period, the line seems to have been temporarily 
restored a t  times for the purposes of local traffic ; later on 
again, these repairs were destroyed after the occupation 
of Vilna on Octobei- gth, 1920, by the Polish General Zeli- 
gowski. Since that time, i.e. for more than ten years, there 
has been no change in the situation. 

On October 15th, 1927, Lithuania, acting under Article II 

of the Covenant, brought a new dispute between the two 
Governments regarding events in the Vilna Territory before 
the Council of the League of Nations, which had already on 
several occasions had to consider the relations between Lithuania 
and Poland. On December roth, 1927, the Council adopted 
a resolution, with the concurrence of the Parties concerned. 

As a result of this resolution, negotiations took place betneen 
the two Governmentc; at  Konigsberg in the spring and autumn 
of 1928 ; these negotiations related in fer  aria to railway com- 
munications, but in regard to that particular point they 
proved fruitless. 

On December 14th, 1928, the Council decided to refer 
to  the Advisory and Technical Committee for Communications 
and Transit the question of the 01)stacles whicli, according 
to the documents before the Council, were in the way of 

1 For sumtilary of the opinion, 5ee pp. 172-173 
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The request 
for an  
advisory 
opinion. 

Communica- 
tion, state- 
ments and 
hearings. 

freedom of communications and transit between Lithuania 
and Poland. 

Accordingly, on September 4th, 1930, the Committee sub- 
mitted to the Council a report recommending, amongst other 
things, measures for the re-establishment on the raiIway between 
Vilna and Kovno, via Landwarow-Kaisiadorys, of a through 
service satisfying the requirements of international transit. 
This report failed-though for different reasons-to obtain 
the acceptance of the two Governments, a fact of ~vhich the 
Council \vas informed a t  its meeting on January 23rd, 1931. 

On the following day, the Council passed a resolution 
requesting the Court to  give an advisory opinion on the 
follo~ving question : 

"Do the international engagements in force oblige 
Lithuania in the present circumstances, and if so in what 
manner, to take the necessary measures to open for 
traffic or for certain categories of traffic the Landwarow- 
Kaisiadorys railway sector ?" 

In observance of the customary procedure, the request 
for an opinion was communicated to the Members of the 
League of Kations and to States entitled to appear before 
the Court. Furthermore, the Registrar, by a special and direct 
communication, informed the Lithuanian and Polish Govern- 
ments, m-hich were regardecl by the Court as likely, in accord- 
ance with Article 73, paragraph 1, sub-paragraph 2 ,  of the 
Rules, to be able to furnish information on the question 
submitted to the Court for an advisory opinion, that the 
Court was prepared to receive from them written statements 
and, if they so desired, to hear oral arguments made on 
their behalf. 

In pursuance of a decision taken by the Court on July 17th, 
1931, the Registrar sent thc communication provided for 
in Article 73, paragraph 1, sub-paragraph 2 ,  of the Rules 
to the Advisory and Technical Committee for Communications 
and Transit of the League of Nations, through the Secretary- 
General. 

Lastly, the Registrar addressed a communication to al1 
States parties to the Covenant of the League of Nations, 
or to  the Convention of Barcelona of 1921 regarding freedom of 
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transit, or to  the Convention of Paris of 1924 concerning 
Memel, or to the Germano-Lithuanian Treaty of commerce and 
navigation of October 3oth, 1928, drawing their attention 
to the rights conferred on them under Article 73, paragraph I, 
sub-paragraph 3, of the Rules of Court. 

IVritten statementç were filed on behalf of the Lithuanian 
and Polish Governments and accepted by the Court. The lat- 
ter held sittings on September 16th, 17th, 18th, rgth, zrst 
and zznd, 1931, to hear a statement by the President of 
the Advisory and Technical Committee for Communications and 
Transit and the oral arguments submitted on behalf of the 
two Governments. 

For the examination of this case, the Court was compoçed Composition 
of the Court. as follows : M. ADATCI, P ~ e s i d e n t ;  Baron KOLIN-JAEQUEMYNS, 

Count ROSTWOROWSKI, MM. FRO~IAGEOT, DE HUST.-~>IAXTE, ALTA- 
MIRA, AKZII.OTTI, URIIUTIA, Sir CECIL HURST, MM. S C H ~ C K I X G ,  
NEGULESCO, IVANG, Judges. 

1CI. ST-I~NSKAS, appointed as a Judge ad lzoc by the Lithua- 
nian Government, also sat on the Court for the purposes 
of the case. 

The Court's opinion was deliverecl on October 15th, 1931. Opinion of 

The Court begins by examining the declaration made by ~ ~ ~ a ~ ~ ~ ; t  

the representatives of the Lithuanian Government before the 
Court that  Lithuania, on the ground of lier present relations 
with Poland, cloes not intend to restore to use the Land- 
warow-I<aisiadorys ra:ilway sector in her territory, and that 
she was adopting thi:; attitude as a form of pacific reprisals. 
On this point the Court observes that the argument based 
on the alleged right of Lithuania to engage in pacific reprisals 
only arises if the in.ternationa1 engagements in force oblige 
Lithuania to open this sector for traffic. 

As regards "international engagements", the question put 
to the Court, in the opinion of the latter, refers solely to 
contractual engagements which might create the obligation 
in question for Lithuania. In this connection, Article 23 (e) 
of the Covenant of the League, certain provisions of the 
Convention of Paris of May 8th, 1924, concerning Memel, and the 
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resolution of the Council of the League dated December roth, 
1927, had been brought to  the attention of the Court. 

The last-named resolution, which had been adopted by the 
Council with the concurrence of the Lithuanian and Polish 
representatives, recommended the two Governments to enter 
into direct negotiations as soon as possible in order to estab- 
lish such relations between the two neighbouring States as 
would ensure the good understanding on which peace depends. 

According to the Polish submission, the two States, in 
accepting tliat recommendation, undertook not only to nego- 
tiate but also to come to an  agreement, with the result- 
it was alleged-that Lithuania had incurred an obligation 
to open the Landwarow-Kaisiadorys railway sector to traffic. 
But, in the view of the Court, an engagement to negotiate 
does not imply an obligation to reach an agreement, nor 
in particular does it imply that Lithuania has assumed an 
engagement, and is in consequence obliged, to conclude the 
administrative and technical agreements necessary for the 
re-establishment of traffic on the railway sector in questioi.. 

In regard to Article 23 (e) of the Covenant, the Polish 
Government, founding itself in particulai- on the opinion of 
the Advisory and Technical Committee for Communications 
and Transit, had contended that this Article constituted an 
international engagement obliging the Lithuanian State to 
open this line. The Court holds, however, that specific 
obligations can only arise under the said clause from "inter- 
national conventions existing or hereafter to be agreed upon" 
(Art. 23 of the Covenant), for instance from "general conventions 
to which other Powers may accede at  a later date" (Preamble 
of the Barcelona Convention on freedom of transit). I t  is 
therefore impossible for the Court to deduce from the general 
rule contained in Article 23 (e) of the Covenant an obligation 
for Lithuania to open the Landwarow-Kaisiadorys railway sector 
to international traffic or to a part of such traffic. 

Lastly, as regards the application of the Memel Convention, 
the Court observes that, by the terms of that instrument, 
some of the provisions of the Statute of Barcelona have 
become applicable to Lithuania, although Lithuania is not a 
Party to that Statute. Thus, Lithuania is bound, under 
Article 2 of the said Statute, to facilitate "free transit by rail 
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or waterway on routes in use convenient for international 
transit". The Court notes however that the very terms of the 
reqiiest for an advisory opinion show that the Landwarow- 
Kaisiadorys sector of the railway is not in use ; furthermore, 
the said sector can scarcely be described as convenient for 
international transit to or from Memel, since it only affords 
conimunication with Memel by a roundabout route, or by 
transshipment to barges at  Kovno. 

The Court further points out that, under the last paragraph 
of Article 3 of Annex I I I  of the Memel Convention, the 
Lithuanian Government undertakes to permit and grant al1 
facilities for traffic O;@ the river to or from the port of Memel, 
and not to apply the provisions of Articles 7 and 8 of the 
Barcelona Statute to such traffic on the ground of the present 
political relations bel.ween Lithuania and Poland. This clause 
of the Convention applies solely to waterways, and not to 
railways. Lithuania would therefore be free to avail herself 
of Article 7 of the Barcelona Statute with regard to railways 
of importance to the Memel Territory. 

Accordingly, even if the Landwarow-Kaisiadorys railway 
sector q7ere in use and could serve Memel traffic, Lithuania 
would be entitled to invoke Article 7 of the Barcelona Statute 
as a ground for refusing to open this sector to traffic, in case 
of an emergency affecting her security and vital interests ; 
and Lithuania considers that her relations with Poland have 
brought about such a situation. 

Not having been able to find in the engagements invoked 
any obligation for Lithuania to open the Landwarow-Kai- 
siadorys railway sector to traffic, the Cocrt reaches the con- 
clusion that, in the preserit circumstances, the obligation which 
is alleged to be incuinbent upon Lithuania does not exist. 

The opinion was adopted unanimously. MM. Altamira and 
Anzilotti, while concurring in the Court's conclusion, declared 
themselves unable to agree with some parts of the reasons 
given in support of it. 

* * * 
At the fourth meeting of its Sixty-Sixth Session (Jan. esth, Effects of 

1932)~ the Council took note of the opinion drawn up by the '" "pinion. 

Court. 
- 

15 



.L\DVISORY OPINION OF DECEMBER I   th, 1931 l .  

ACCESS TO AND ANCHORAGE IN THE PORT 
OF DANZIG OF POLISH WAR VESSELS. 

History of By the Treaty of Versailles, Danzig was severed from 
the question. Germany and constituted as a Free City, the reason being-as 

stated in the reply of the Principal Allied and Associated 
Powers to the German delegation dated June 16th, 1919, 
regarding the conditions of peace-to ensure for Poland free 
and secure access to the sea. In  conformity with Article 104 
of that Treaty, a convention-the Convention of Paris of 
November gth, 1920-was negotiated by the Conference of 
Ambassadors between Poland and the Free City. This 
Convention was intended, as is apparent from the terms of 
Article 104 of the Treaty of Versailles, to secure for Poland 
the enjoyment of a series of rights, with the object of 
safeguarding her position a t  Danzig. The Polish Delegation 
had asked for the insertion in the Convention of clauses 
devoted to military and naval affairs, in particular ot a 
clause giving Poland the right to use the port of Danzig for 
her warships. This clause was not inserted in the Conven- 
tion, but the Conference of Ambassadors decided to draw 
the attention of the Council of the League of Nations to the 
question of the defence of Danzig. As Article 102 of the 
Treaty of Versailles had placed Danzig under the protection 
of the League of Nations, this was a question for the Council 
to deal with. At its session in November 1920, the Council 
confined itself to declaring that "the Polish Government 
appears particularly fitted to be, if circumstances requise it, 
entrusted with the duty of ensuring the defence of the Free 
City". 

In  June 1921, the Council, which had received a request 
from the Polish Government seeking, among other matters, 
to obtain a "point d'attache" in the port of Danzig for its 
maritime police vessels, again took up the question of the 
defence of Danzig. On June zznd, 1921, it adopted a reso- 
--- 

l For summary of the opinion, see p. 173 .  
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liition requesting the High Commissioner to "examine the 
means of providing in the port of Danzig, without establishing 
there a naval base, for a 'port d'attache' for Polish warships". 
This resolution was also to  apply to maritime police vessels. 
In his report, whicll was submitted on September ~ o t h ,  1921, 
the High Commissiioner concluded that the question was a 
matter rather for consideration by the League's naval experts. 
The question was therefore referred to the lat ter;  they 
submitted a report suggesting the adoption of certain rules 
to govern the utilization of the port of Danzig by Polish 
war vessels. 

In  the meanwhile, on October 8th, 1921, a provisional 
arrangement had been concluded between the Parties with 
the aid of the High Commissioner, acting upon instructions 
from the President of the Council ; it p~ovided that Poland 
was to continue to use the port of Danzig for her warships, 
subject to certain conditions and without prejudice to the 
legal issues, until such time as the question of a "port 
d'attache" should be decided by the Council. In  these 
circumstances the C:ouncil decided on January ~ a t h ,  1922, to  
postpone consideration of the question, which on several occa- 
sions it subsequently declared to be still open. The provisional 
arrangement continued in force till September ~ g t h ,  1931, 
when it was replaced by a regulation which had practically 
the same purport aind substance, but was issued by the High 
Commissioner, pending the final settlement of the question. 

From 1925 onwards, the Senate of the Free City had 
repeatedly expressecl the view that the provisional arrangement 
should be abrogatetl, as Polish ships could now find in the 
port of Gdynia the shelter and facilities they needed. Poland 
did not concur in this view, and on August znd, 1927, the 
Senate applied to the Council to decide the question of the 
port d'attache. I t  was however subsequently agreed to continue 
the régime of 1921 in force, and its operation was prolonged 
from time to time. I t  was in these circumstances that on 
September ~ g t h ,  1931, the Council adopted a resolution 
asking the Court to give an advisory opinion under Article 14 
of the Covenant, c)n a question which was stated in the 
following terms in the request for an opinion : 
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The request 
for an  
advisory 
opinion. 

Communica- 
tion, state- 
ments and 
hearings. 

Composition 
of the Court. 

"Do the Treaty of Peace of Versailles, Part III, 
Section XI, the Danzig-Polish Treaty concluded a t  Paris 
on November gth, 1920, and the relevant decisions of 
the Council of the League of Nations and of the High 
Commissioner, confer upon Poland rights or attributions 
as regards the access to, or anchorage in, the port and 
waterways of Danzig of Polish war vessels ? If so, what 
are these rights or attributions ? "  

According to the customary procedure, the request for 
an opinion was communicated to the Members of the League 
of Nations and to States entitled to appear before the Court ; 
furthermore, by a special and direct communication, the 
Registrar informed the Polish and Danzig Governments, 
regarded by the Court as likely, in accordance with Article 73, 
paragraph 1, sub-paragraph 2, of the Rules of Court, to be 
able to furnish information on the question submitted for an 
advisory opinion, that the Court was prepared to receive 
from them written statements, and if they so desired, to 
hear oral arguments made on their behalf. Lastly, the 
Registrar addressed to al1 States, parties to the Treaty of 
Versailles, a communication drawing their attention to the 
rights conferred on them by Article 73, paragraph 1, sub- 
paragraph 3, of the Rules of Court. 

Written statements were filed on behalf of the Polish and 
Danzig Governments within the periods fixed by the President. 
The Court held public sittings on November gth, ~ o t h ,   t th, 
~ z t h ,  13th and 14th, 1931, and heard oral arguments presented 
on behalf of the respective Governments. 

For the examination of this case, the Court was composed 
as follows : MM. ADATCI, President ; GUERRERO, Trice-Presi- 
dent; Baron ROLIX-JAEQUEMYNS, Count KOSTWOROWSKI, 
MM. FROMAGEOT, ALTAMIRA, ANZILOTTI, URRUTIA, Sir CECIL 
HURST, MM. SCH~CKING,  NEGULESCO, Jhr. VAN EYSINGA, 
M. WANG, Judges. 

Dr. BRUNS, who had been appointed Judge ad hoc by the 
Senate of the Free City, also sat on the Bench of the Court 
for the purposes of this case. 
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The opinion of the Court \vas delivered on December ~ r t h ,  opinion of 

1931. 
the Court 
(analysis). 

The Court first observes that, according to the Polish submis- 
sions Polish warships were entitled to go into the port of Danzig 
and remain there as of right, without obtaining the consent 
of the authorities of the Free City, and were a t  liberty, while 
in the port, to ship such stores and execute such repairs as 
they might need. What Poland is claiming, in the Court's 
opinion, is a right peculiar to herself a t  Danzig, a right which 
results from the special position she occupies in relation to  
the Free City ; this right, which she claims to derive from the 
principles underlying the various treaty stipulations now in 
force, would give her warships a special position, different 
from that enjoyed by the warships of foreign Powers. 

On this point the Court observes that the port of Danzig 
is not Polish territory, and therefore the rights claimed by 
Poland would be exercised in derogation of those of the 
Free City. Such rights, i f  any, must be established on 
a clear basis. The Court proceeds to make a study of the 
provisions adduced in the arguments, namely, the Treaty of 
Versailles, the Convention of Paris, and the Council's Kesolu- 
tion of June zznd, 1921, from this point of view. 

In the Court's opinion, there is no clause in the Treaty 
of Versailles which, either expressly or by implication, con- 
fers a special right upon Polish warships. In particular, as 
regards Article 104, paragraph 2,  \\hich mentions, as one of 
the purposes of the treaty to be negotiated, that of "ensuring 
to Poland without any restriction the free use and service 
of al1 watenvays, docks, basins, wharves and other works 
within the territory of the Free City necessary for Polish 
imports and exports", the Court holds that the natural 
interpretation of these words is that Poland is only to enjoy 
the unfettered use of the port and its equipment for commer- 
cial purposes. 

I t  is true that, in the Polish submission, the right thus 
claimed is derived, not from the terms of the Treaty of 
Versailles, but from the principles underlying the establishment 
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of the Free City, in accordance with Section XI of Part III 
of that Treaty. These principles were, it was argued, three in 
number, namely the necesçity for ensuring free access to 
the sea for Poland, the intimate relations which were to 
exist between Poland and Danzig, and the necessity for 
providing for the defence of the Free City. Their combined 
effect was such, it was contended, that they conferred upon 
Poland the right of access to and anchorage in the port 
of Danzig. In this regard the Court is not prepared to adopt 
the view that the text of the Treaty of Versailles can be 
enlarged by reading into it stipulations which are alleged 
to result from the proclaimed intentions of the authors of 
the Treaty, but for which no provision is made in the text 
itself. 

Proceeding, the Court examines the relevant articles of the 
Convention of Paris. I t  considers, in brief, that like the 
relevant clauses of the Treaty of Versailles, they cannot be 
considered as conferring any general right of access and 
anchorage. 

Lastly, as regards the Council's Resolution of June zznd, 
1921, this was intended, in the Polish submission, to constitute 
a definite acceptance in principle of the Polish claim, leaving 
over for future regulation the details as to how practical 
effect \vas to be given to the rights involved. On the contrary, 
in the opinion of the Court, the resolution is no more than 
what its terms imply-a direction to the High Commissioner 
to examine how Poland could be given a "port d'attache" 
at Danzig for her war vessels without creating a naval 
base. I t  constituted the initiation of a study which was 
interrupted by the conclusion of the Provisional Arrangement 
of October, 1921 ; and the result of this interruption is that 
no final and definitive decision has ever yet been given. 

Dissenting The Court's opinion was adopted by eleven votes against 
opinions. three. Count Rostworowski attached a dissenting opinion. 

M. Fromageot added a declaration, and M. Urrutia contented 
himself with attaching a statement of his dissent. 



At the sixth meeting of its Sixty-Sixth Session (Jan. q t h ,  Effects of 

1932), the Council adopted the following resolution : the opinion. 

"The Council : 
Adopts the advisory opinion given by the Permanent 

Court of International Justice on December  th, 1931, on 
the question of the access to, or anchorage in, the port of 
Danzig of Polish war vessels ; 

Requests the Secretary-General to communicate the text 
of this opinion to the High Commissioner, in reply to the 
question raised in his special report of August zoth, 1931 ; 

Considers that, in view of the fact that the legal points 
on which a divergence of views between the Parties had 
been revealed have now been elucidated by the opinion of 
the Court, the practical questions raised in the Polish 
Government's note of January 25th, 1932, should be settled 
directly between the Parties ; 

Notes with satisfaction the statements made on this 
matter by the President of the Senate in his note of 
January 28th, 1932, and the statements of the Polish 
representative in his note of that date ; 

1s gratified to be in a position to note that the question 
will thus be finally settled." 

The practical questions raiçed by the Polish note of Janu- 
ary z5th, 1932, related to the granting of harbour facilities to 
Polish warships. The President of the Senate had announced 
that the Danzig Government was prepared to  grant certain 
special facilities, appropriate to the local conditions, for these 
vessels. 
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TREATMENT OF POLISH NATIONALS 
AND OTHER PERSONS OF POLISH ORIGIN OR SPEECH 

IN DANZIG TERRITORY. 

H i ~ t o r y  of On September 3oth, 1930, the diplornatic representative of 
t h e  question. Poland a t  Danzig wrote to the High Commissioner of the 

League of Nations, asking him for a decision, under Article 39 
of the Polish-Danzig CorLvention, concluded a t  Paris on Novem- 
ber gth, 1920, "in regard to the unfavourable treatment of 
Polish nationals and other perçons of Polish origin or speech 
in the territory of the Free City of Danzig". At the same 
time the diplomatie representative submitted a series of 
conclusions, accompanied by a statement of reasons, relating 
to the following points : public and private education, recog- 
nition of school certificates, freedom to use the Polish lan- 
guage, nationality, paid labour, acquisition of landed property, 
allotment of dwellings, police registration, liberty of domicile 
and establishment. In his explanatory memorandum, the 
Polish diplornatic representative had ernpha:ized that it had 
become clear that the position of the Polish population at  
Danzig, as established by Article 104 ( 5 )  of the Treaty of 
Versailles and Article 33 of the Convention of Paris, was 
iniperilled. 

This Polish request gave rise to very detailed written 
proceedings, in the course of which the High Commissioner 
wrote to the Secretary-General of the League of Nations 
that "it urould serve no useful purpose to examine the 
numerous concrete points submitted to the High Comrnissioner 
for decision in the request of the Polish Government of 
September 30th before the legal points involved have been 
settled beyond dispute". Accordingly, with the consent of 
the Parties, he drew the Council's attention to "the eminent 
desirability of asking the Permanent Court of ~nternational 
Justice to give an advisory opinion forthwith on the Iega ! 

points on which the two Governments differ". 

' For summary of t h e  opinion, see p. 173. 
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Tlie Council accepted this suggestion, and on May zznd, 

1931, adopted a resolution asking the Court to give an 
advisory opinion on the two following questions : 

"(1) 1s the question of the treatment of Polish,l'iie reclucst 
for an nationals and other persons of Polish origin or speech advisor!- 

in the territory of the Free City of Danzig to be decided opinion. 

solely by reference to Article 104 ( 5 )  of the Treaty of 
Versailles and Article 33, paragraph 1, of the Convention 
of Paris (and any othei treaty provisions in force which 
may be applicable), or also by reference to the Consti- 
tution of the Free City ; and is the Polish Government 
accordingly entitled to submit to the organs of the 
League of Nations, by the method provided for in 
Article 103 of the Treaty of Versailles and Article 39 
of the Convention of Paris, disputes concerning the 
application to tlie above-mentioned perçons 01 the provi- 
sions of the Danzig Constitution and other laws of 
Danzig ? 

(2) IVliat is the exact interpretation of Article 104 (5) 
of the Treaty of \.'ersailles and of Article 33, paragraph 1, 

of the Convention of Paris, and, if the reply to question 
(1) is in the affirmative, of the relevant provisions of 
the Constitution of the Free City ? "  

According to the customary procedure, the request for an comniunica- 
tion, state- advisory opinion was communicated to Members of the League an<l 

of Nations and to States entitled to appear before the Court. Iiearingi 

Furthermore, the Registrar, by means of a special and direct 
communication, informed the Governments of the Polish 
Kepublic and of the Free City of Danzig, which were regarded 
by the Court as likely, in accordance with Article 73, para- 
graph 1, sub-paragraph 2, of the Rules, to be able to furnish 
information on the question submitted to the Court for 
an advisory opinion, that the Court was prepared to receive 
from them written statements and, if they so desired, to 
hear oral argüments presented on their behalf. Lastly, the 
Registrar addressed to al1 States parties to the Treaty of 
Versailles a communication drawing their attention to the 
rights conferred upon them by Article 73, paragraph 1, sub- 
paragraph 3, of the Rules of Court. 
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IVithin the periods fixed by the President, and sub- 
sequently extended, memorials were filed on behalf of the 
Danzig and Polish Governments. In the second of these 
periods Danzig alone filed a reply. 

Composition For the examination of this case, the Court was composed 
of t heço i l r t .  as follows : MM. AD..ZTCI. President; GUERRERO, Vice-Presi- 

delzt; Baron ROLIN-JAEQUEMYNS, Count R O S T ~ O R O ~ Ç K I ,  
MM. FRO~IIAGEOT, ALTAMIRA, ANZILOTTI, URRUTIA, Sir CECIL 
HURST, M. S C H ~ C K I N G ,  Jhr. VAN EYSIXGA, M. WANG, Judges. 

Dr. BRUXS, appointed by the Free City as a Judge ad hoc, 
also sat on tlie Court for the purposes of the case. 

Opinion The Court delivered its opinion on February 4th, 1932. 
the After recapitulating the origin and evolution of the Consti- 
(analyqi5) 

tution of Danzig, and of Article 33 of the Convention of 
Paris, the Court proceeds to examine the first question. 

I t  points out, to begin with, that the two parts of which 
it is composed are not two separate questions, but constitute 
a single question, namely, the Polish Government's right to 
resort to the procedure laid down in Article 103 of the 
Treaty of Versailles and in Article 39 of the Convention of 
Paris-that is to Say, to the jurisdiction of the High Com- 
missioner of the League of Nations at  Danzig-to settle 
disputes concerning the application of the provisions of the 
Danzig Constitution and other laws of Danzig to Polish 
nationals and other perçons of Polish origin and speech. 

In  regard to this point, the Court observes that the Danzig 
Constitution presents certain peculiarities. Thus, the League 
of Nations, as guarantor of the Constitution, has the right 
and the duty of intervening in the event of a wrong applica- 
tion of the Constitution by Danzig. The question put to the 
Court does not, however, relate to Poland's right to have 
recourse to the League, in the latter's capacity as guarantor 
of the Danzig Constitution, but solely to the right of the 
Polish Government, acting in its own name, to submit to 
the organs of the League, by the method provided for in 
Article 103 of the Treaty of Versailles and Article 39 of the 
Convention of Paris, disputes concerning the application of 
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the provisions of the Constitution and other Danzig laws to 
Polish nationals and other persons of Polish origin or speech 
-in other words, to resort to the compulsory arbitral juris- 

. diction of those organs. As regards the procedure referred 
to in the above-mentioned Articles, the Court holds that the 
Constitution is not one of the instruments for which the 
compulsory arbitral jurisdiction of the High Commissioner is 
provideci under Article 103 of the Treaty of Versailles. The 
same remark applies to Article 39 of the Convention of 
Paris. As the Court observes in this connection, the general 
principles of international law apply to Danzig, in spite of 
its special legal status, subject however to the treaty provi- 
sions binding upon the Free City ; and the peculiar character 
of the Danzig Constitution only affects the relations between 
the Free City and the League of Nations. 

The Court adds that the application of the Danzig Consti- 
tution may, however, result in the violation of an interna- 
tional obligation incumbent on Danzig towards Poland, whether 
under treaty stipulations or under general international law. 
Should such a case arise, Poland would be entitled to submit 
it to the organs of the League under Article 103 of the 
Treaty of Versailles and Article 39 of the Convention of Paris. 

Before entering on an interpretation of Article 104, Section 5 ,  
of the Treaty of Versailles, the Court points out that Article 104 
contains a mandate conferred on the Principal Allied and 
Associated Powers to negotiate a treaty between Poland and 
Danzig, with certain objects which are specified in the Article. 
The terms of the Resolution of the Conference of Ambassadors, 
dated May 5th, 1920, admit of the conclusion that, in the 
opinion of that Conference, the advantages guaranteed to 
Poland by Article 104 urere to be secured to her by the con- 
vention t o  be concluded, and that the guarantee only became 
effective between Poland and Danzig in virtue of the said 
convention. 

The object of Section 5 of Article 104 is to ensure that 
there shall be no discrimination to the detriment of Polish 
nationals and other persons of Polish origin or speech at  
Danzig. In the opinion of the Court, what this clause forbids 
is discrimination because of the Polish character of these 
persons. This prohibition must have the effect of eliminating 
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discrimination in fact as well as in law. On this point the  
Court observes that the question whether a ,  measure is, or 
is not, in fact directed against the persons indicated by 
the Article must be decided on the merits of each case. The 
object of the prohibition is to prevent any unfavourable treat- 
ment, and not to grant a special régime of privileged treatment. 
The Court holds that the clause is purely negative, and is con- 
fined to a prohibition of al1 discrimination ; it is for this reason 
unable to read into it any standard of comparison. 

In regard t o  the binding force of Article 104 (5) of the 
Treaty of Versailles, and the relation between that clause 
and Article 33 of the Convention of Paris, the Court observes 
that what is provided in Article 104 ( 5 )  is a rule of law, 
which has become binding upon the Free City, but only 
because this clause has been reproduced in the Convention 
of Paris, and not because it is a provision of the Treaty of 
Versailles. From the standpoint of the relations between 
Danzig and Poland, the Convention of Paris is the instrument 
which is directly binding upon the Free City ; but in case 
of doubt, recourse may be had to the Treaty of Versailles 
to elucidate the meaning of the Convention; and, as an 
authentic expression of the mandate conferred on the Princi- 
pal Allied and Associated Powers, and of the objects of the 
Convention, the Article may be adduced against the Free 
City. 

Proceeding next to interpret Article 33 of the Convention of 
Paris, the Court, in considering the origin of this provision, 
observes, to begin with, that in its first form it merely 
accorded the régime of minority protection, and that the 
Conference of Ambassadors believed that the application of 
this régime would fulfil the objects of Article 104 (5) of the 
Treaty of Versailles. However, Article 33 underwent various 
modifications, and its second part, in the form finally adopted, 
repeats the terms of Article 104 (5) of the Treaty of 
Versailles. The Polish Government holds that Article 33 now 
accords national treatment to  Polish nationals and other per- 
sons of Polish origin or speech, whereas the Danzig Govern- 
ment considers that the Article still contains nothing more 
than an undertaking to apply the minority régime to  such 
persons. 
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The Court does not adopt either of these views. In its 

opinion, the Article should be considered as containing two 
undertakings of Danzig : one to  apply to minorities, in her 
territory, provisions similar to those applied by Poland in 
Polish territory ; and the other, to  provide against discrimin- 
ation to the detriment of persons of Polish origin, nationality, 
or speech, on the ground of their Polish character. 

This second engagement may be considered as a further 
guarantee that the Free City-whether applying to the minor- 
ities in her territory provisions similar to  those applied t o  
minorities in Poland, or granting more extensive rights to  
these minorities, or to foreigners not belonging to  a minor- 
ity-will allow of no differential treatment to the prejudice 
of Polish nationals or other persons of Polish origin or speech 
on account of their Polish character. 

The Court's opinion was adopted by nine votes to  four. uissenting 

Two of the judges belonging t o  the majority (Baron Rolin- Opinions. 

Jaequemyns and Sir Cecil Hurst) stated that they did not 
concur in the grounds of the Court's opinion. Sir Cecil Hurst 
drew up a separate statement of the grounds, in which Baron 
Rolin- Jaequemyns concurred. 

The four judges composing the minority (M. Guerrero, 
Count Rostworowski, MM. Fromageat and Urrutia) appended 
a dissenting opinion to  the opinion of the Court. I t  is 
apparent from the terrns of this dissenting opinion that the 
Court was unanimous in regard to the reply to the first 
question, and only differed upon the second question. 

At the ninth meeting of its Sixty-Sixth Session (Feb. 6th, Effects of 

1932), the Council adopted a resolution instructing the Secre- the Opinion 

tary-General to communicate the text of the Court's opinion 
to the High Commissioner of the League of Nations a t  
Danzig. 
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INTERPRETATION OF THE GRECO-BULGARIAN 
AGREEMENT OF DECEMBER gth, 1927 
(CAPHANDARIS-MOLLOFF AGREEMENT). 

H i s t o r ~  of In a letter dated August 7th, 1931, the Bulgarian Govern- 
the question. ment submitted to the Council a question which had arisen 

between Bulgaria and Greece on the ground that the latter 
country, considering that it was "entitled to connect its 
debt to the Bulgarian refugees with the Bulgarian Govern- 
ment's debt on reparation account", had failed to make pay- 
ment on July 31st, 1931, of a surn due on that date, in respect 
of the former of the above-mentioned debts, under Article 4 
of the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement of December gth, 1927. 

In regard to these two debts, the following facts should 
be borne in mind : 

The Bulgarian reparation debt had its origin in Article 121 

of the Peace Treaty of Neuilly. By that Article, Bulgaria 
agreed to pay a sum of 29 milliard gold francs under the 
head of reparation ; the same Article laid down the way in 
urhich this sum had to be paid. Subsequently, both the sum 
to be paid and the way in which it was to be paid under- 
went various modifications ; they were finally fixed by the 
Agreement on the payment of Bulgarian reparations concluded 
at  The Hague on January zoth, 1930. This Agreement 
provided for the payment by Bulgaria of a certain number 
of annriities, payable in two equal half-yearly instalments 
on the 30th of September and the 3rst of March in each 
year. On March 5th, 1931, a "Trust Agreement" was 
entered into between the Governments, creditors of the pay- 
ments for Bulgarian reparations, and the Bank for Interna- 
tional Settlements at Basle. By this agreement, the Bank 
became the Trustee of the creditor Governments to receive, 
manage and distribute the reparation annuities payable by 
Bulgaria after the coming into force of the agreement. This 
agreement was accepted by Bulgaria. 

l For summary of the opinion, see p .  173. 



ISTERPRETATION OF GRECO-BULGARIAN AGREEMEXT (1927) 239 
The distribution among the creditor Powers of the sum paid 

by Bulgaria is effected by the Bank for International Settle- 
ments. The Greek share is about 75 ;&. 

The Greek Emigration debt had its origin in the Convention 
between Greece and Bulgaria signed at Neuilly on Novem- 
ber 27th, 1919, in pursuance of Article j6 of the Peace Treaty of 
Neuilly. This Convention was intended to facilitate the 
reciprocal and voluntary emigration of members of the racial, 
religious or linguistic minorities in Greece and Bulgaria to the 
country to which they were ethnically akin. The financial 
aspects of the system had been settled by a Règlement, 
which was drawn up by the Mixed Commission instituted by 
the Convention of Neuilly and came into force on March 6tl1, 
1922. This Règlement was modified, first jby a "Plan of 
Payments" promulgated by the Commission with the con- 
currence of the two Governments on December 8th, 1922, 
and subsequently by an arrangement-the Molloff-Caphandaris 
Agreement-concluded between these Governments on Decem- 
ber gth, 1927. 

Under this system, which was the last in force, the property 
of emigrants leaving one of the States concerned was liquidated 
and acquired by that State. The emigrant received payment, 
partly in cash (as a rule IO %), and the balance in bonds 
issued by the State in whose territory he settled. Each 
Government was to  become the creditor of the other for the 
total amount of the debt it had contracted towards the 
emigrants coming to settle in its territory. Finally, the State 
which had the larger claim against the other-in this case, 
Rulgaria-was to become the creditor of the other for the 
balance. I t  is this balance which constitutes the Greek 
emigration debt. 

On June zoth, 1931, President Hoover made his proposal for 
a moratorium in respect of certain war debts. The first part 
of this proposa1 was worded as follows : 

"The American Government proposes the postponement 
during one year of al1 paynlents on inter-governmental 
debts, reparations, and relief debts, both principal and 
interest, of course, not including obligations of govern- 
ments held by private Parties." 



The Greek Government considered that, if this proposa1 was 
to cover not only German reparations but also what are 
known as Eastern reparations, it was fair that the moratorium 
should include the Greek emigration debt, as being an inter- 
governmental debt. The Bulgarian Government, for its part, 
considered that the Hoover proposal certainly covered its own 
reparaiion debt, but that its claim against Greece on account 
of emigration, being essentially in the nature of a private 
debt, was not covered by it.  The two Governments had 
communicated their difference of opinion to the Cornmittee of 
Experts, which met in London in July-August, 1931, to advise 
on the steps necessary to give effect to President Hoover's 
proposal, and the Committee, in the part of its report of 
August  th, 1931, dealing with tliis difference of opinion, 
stated as follows : 

"Ive do not feel that it is within Our competence to decide 
the difference of opinion set forth above. In  this, as in other 
cases, where doubt has been expressed as to whether debts 
are inter-governmental in nature, we consider that the matter 
must be settled by the two Governments concerned. 

"We must, however, record our emphatic view that it is 
d.esirable that a practical settlement should be reached, and we 
hope that the Bulgarian and Greek Governments will approach 
the matter in the most conciliatory spirit possible, so that 
this end may be achieved." 

As from July ~ j t h ,  1931, Bulgaria [discontinued the monthly 
provision with the Bank of International Settlements for the 
half-yearly payment of her reparation instalment falling due 
a t  the end of September. Greece, for her part, omitted the 
payment due on July p s t ,  1931, in respect of the half- 
yearly instalment of the Greek emigration debt. 

I t  was in these circumstances that Bulgaria submitted the 
rnatter to the Council, founding her case in particular on 
Article 8 of the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement, according to 
which "any differences as to the interpretation of this Agree- 
ment shall be settled by the Council of the League 01 Nations, 

The request which shall decide by a majority vote". 
for an After prolonged proceedings, both written and oral, the 
advisory 

Council decided, by a resolution dated September ~ g t h ,  1931, 



to  ask the Court for an advisory opinion on the following 
points : 

"In the case a t  issue, is there a dispute between Greece 
and Bulgaria within the meaning of Article 8 of the 
Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement concluded a t  Geneva on 
December gth, 1927 ? 

If so, what is the nature of the pecu~iiary obligations 
arising out of this Agreement ? "  

According to the customary procedure, the request for an Communica- 

advisory opinion was communicated to Members of the League tion, state- 
ments and 

of Nations and to States entitled to appear before the Court. hearings. 

Furthermore, the Registrar, by means of a special and direct 
communication, informed the Bulgarian and Greek Govern- 
ments, which were regarded by the Court as likely, in 
accordance with Article 73, paragraph I, sub-paragraph 2 ,  of 
the liules, to be able to furnish information on the questions 
submitted to the Court for an advisory opinion, that the 
Court was prepared to receive from them written statements 
and, if they so desired, to hear oral arguments presented on 
their behalf. \trithin the periods fixed, and subsequently 
extended, by the Court, Memorials and Counter-Memorials 
were filed on behalf of the Bulgarian and Greek Governments. 
The Court sat on February 12th and 13th, 1932, to hear 
oral arguments offered on behalf of the two Governments. 

For the examination of this case, the Court was composed Composition 

as follows : MM. ADATCI, President ; GUERRERO, Vice-President  ; Of the 'OUrt. 

Baron ROLIN-JAEQUEMYNS, Count ROSTWOROWSKI, MM. FROAIA- 
GEOT, ALTAMIRA, ANZILOTTI, URRUTIA, Sir CECIL HURST, 
M. SCH~CKING,  Jhr. VAN EYSINGA, M. M'ANG, Judges. 

MM. CALOYANNI and PAPAZOFF, appointed as Judges ad hoc 
by the Greek and Bulgarian Governments respectively, also 
sat on the Court for the purposes of this case. 

The Court's opinion was delivered on March 8th, 1932. Opinion of 

In  regard to the first question put to it, the Court's obser- ;d:ag?$ 
vations may be summarized as follows : 

16 
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The question which Bulgaria submitted to the Council, 
namely, whether Greece was entitled to connect (lier) the 
BuIgarian reparation debt and the Greek emigration debt and 
to set off one against the other, is only another way of raising 
the question whether Greece is right in contending that, if 
she were to agree to the Hoover Plan being applied to pay- 
ments on account of reparations, payments under the Greek 
emigration debt must also be held in suspense. 

In  this connection the Court points out that Greece's right 
to subject her acceptance of the Hoover Plan to a condition 
has nothing to do with the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement. 
To the extent that the Greek Government contends that the 
debt under the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement is of the same 
nature as the Rulgarian reparation debt, the Court observes 
that, even assuming that it is the Caphandaris-Molloff Agree- 
ment which falls to be interpreted, this interpretation would be 
solely for the purpose of ascertaining whether the Greek debt 
could come within one or other of the categories covered by 
the Hoover Plan. The interpretation of this Agreement could 
therefore come in only as a question incidental or preliminary 
to another question, itself depending solely on the Hoover 
Plan. 

But the powers of the Council under Article 8 of the 
Caphandaris-Rlolloff Agreement are restricted to interpreting that 
Agreement, and do not extend to the Hoover Plan. The 
Court, therefore, concludes that, in the case a t  issue, there is 
no dispute within tlie meaning of the said Article. 

The Court having replied in the negative to the first question, 
the second no longer arose. 

However, in the course of the written pleadings and also 
during the oral arguments before the Court, the Agent and 
Counsel of the two Governments had stated that they desired the 
Court to give an opinion upon the second question, whether 
or not the first question was answered in the affirmative. 
But the Court considered that, in view of Article 14 of the 
Covenant, it was bound by the terms of the questions as 
formulated by the Council. 

The second question is so worded as to be put to the Court 
conditionally upon an affirmative answer being given to tlie 
first question. To ignore this condition a t  the request of the 
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Parties would be in effect to allow the two interested Govern- 
ments to submit to the Court a question for an advisory 
opinion. As the wish expressed by the Agent and Counsel 
of the respective Governments only envisaged an extension of 
the advisory procedure, there \vas no need for the Court to 
consider the point whether it is possible for an understanding 
between the representatives of the interested Governments, 
reached in the course of the proceedings, to serve as a kind of 
< < special agreement", initiating contentious proceedings before 
the Court. 

* * 

The advisory opinion was adopted by eight votes against 
six. The judges in the minority (M. Adatci, Count Rost- 
worowski, MM. Altamira, Schücking, Jhr. van Eysinga and 
M. Papazoff) were content to state their dissent, without 
subjoining a dissenting opinion to the advisory opinion of the 
Court. 

* * * 

On May ~ o t h ,  1932, at  the second meeting of its 67th Session, Effects of 

the Council passed a resolution taking note of the Court's the opinion' 

opinion, and expressing its hope that the negotiations entered 
into with a view to a general settlement of the existing 
difficulties between the two Governments rnight lead to a 
satisfactory result, a t  an early date. The resolution was 
accepted by the representatives of Bulgaria and Greece. In 
this connection, the Bulgarian representative observed that 
his Government reserved its right to ask the Court, if neces- 
sary, to state its views with regard to the substance of the 
dispute between the two Governments. 



ANNEX TO CHXPTERS IV AND V 

Note. 
In previous issues of the Annual Report, an analytical index 

of the judgments and opinions of the Permanent Court of 
International Justice has been given, as an Annex to Chap- 
ters IV and V. As was mentioned in the Seventh Annual Report 
(p. 267), the judgments, orders and opinions of the Court will 
henceforward, in accordance with the Court's decision of 
January zoth, 1931, be collected in annual volumes, which 
will include an analytical index to these judgments, orders 
and opinions. This index replaces the analytical index which 
has hitherto been given in the annual reports. The first index, 
which is designed to be bound in a single volume, together 
with the judgments, orders, and opinions delivered by the 
Court in 1931, appeared at the beginning of the present year. 



CHAPTER VI. 

FIFTH ADDENDUM TO DIGEST 
OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY THE COURT 

I N  APPLICATION OF 

THE STATUTE AND RULES. 

(See Third Annual Report, p. 173 ; Fourth An~iual Re- 
port, p. 269 ; Fifth Annual Report, p. 243 ; Sixth Annual Report, 
p. 281, and Seventh Annual Report, p. 273.) 

This Chapter consists in a fifth addendum to the Digest 
of Decisions of the Couvf ,  contained in Chapter VI of the 
Third Anniial Report (Publications of the Court, Series E., 
No. 3) ; the same chapter in the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and 
Seventh Anniial Keports (Vol. Nos. 4, 5 ,  6 and 7 of the same 
Series) constitutes the first, second, third and fourth addenda. 
The fifth addendum, like those preceding it, contains, grouped 
under the relevant articles of the Statute, (1) new matter, 
and (2)  matter already given in the Digest (and in the first 
four addenda) where it has been found desirable to silpple- 
ment or amend the statements contained in those volumes. 

Furthermore, a complefe analytical i ndex  embodying the ori- 
ginal Digest of the TIzird Annua l  Report and the successive 
addenda, and conseguently superseding the index  In the Seventh 
Annual  Report, i s  appended fo the p~esen t  Chnpter. 



DIGEST OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY T H E  COURT 

SECTION I.-STATUTE. 

ARTICLE 13. 

Cornposition In November-December 1930, the Court decided that if the 
of the cour t .  case of the free zones came before it again, it should con- 

tinue to deal with that case in the same composition (Le. 
including judges whose term of office would have expired) 
so long as the possibility of obtaining a quorum of the mem- 
bers then comprising the Court remained. The duties of 
President were also to continue to be exercised by the judge 
who had presided over the Court during the previous phases 
of the case, and whose term of office as President was to 
expire on December 31st, 1930 (see Seventh Annual Report, 
pp. 275-276). In  the presence of the conditions necessitating 
the convocation of the Court constituted as indicated above, the 
President of the Court for the time being, in virtue of 
the powers conferred upon him by the Order of December 6th, 
1930, fixed, in agreement with the judge above referred to, 
the time-limits for the written proceedings and summoned 
the members of the Court who had been present a t  the deli- 
beration in December 1930, to attend upon a date in Octo- 
ber 1931, subsequently fixed as October 14th. He informed 
the Court as a t  present constituted of his action, which he 
requested it to note. 

At the beginning of October, it became clear that it would 
be impossible to assemble for the date fixed a quorum of 
the judges who had taken part in the 1930 deliberations. In 
these circumstances, the President invited the Agents of the 
two Parties to attend a t  The Hague, in order that he might 
inform them of the situation in each other's presence and 
in that of the judge who had presided over the Court in 
December 1930. At this meeting, the President informed 
the Agents that he intended to postpone, but without in 
any way changing their character, the hearings which had 
been fixed for October ~ 4 t h ,  1931, until the first fortnight 
in April 1932. There was every reason to helieve that a 
quorum could be secured a t  that date. 

(A suggestion that the number of judges required to com- 
plete the Court which had met for the second phase of the 
case, by calling upon judges who had been in office in 1929 
at the beginning of the zones' case, was rejected by the Pre- 
sident .) 

The "Zones" Court was summoned by the President for 
April 18th, 1932. At the first private meeting, the President 
declared the Twenty-Fifth Session of the Court open. After 
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explaining the position in fact and in law, he handed over 
the Presidency, in conformity with the Court's decision of 
December 4th, 1930, to the judge who had presided over 
the Court in 1930, in so far as concerned deliberations and 
proceedings connected with the decision of the zones' case. 
He stated however that, in so far as duties not directly con- 
cerning the examination or settlement of the case were concerned, 
and which, iinder the Statute and Rules, were within the 
province of the "President of the Court", he would under- 
take them even during this session. In the same way he 
had taken the responsibility-always in agreement with the 
judge who had presided over the Court in 1930-of summoning 
the "Zones" Court and of signing the Order of August 6th, 
1931. 

At the opening of the first hearing, the judge acting as 
President made a statement describing the circumstances in 
which the Court was resuming its examination of the case 
and in which the hearings were about to begin. 

The judges of the "Zones" Court who were not amongst 
the ordinary members of the Court who had remained in 
office after January ~ s t ,  1932, received the allowances fixed 
by the Resolution of the Assembly of the League of Nations 
dated September 25th, 1930, for "deputy and national judges". 

As regards the signature of the judgment, see Statute, 
Article 58, below, pp. 270-271. 

ARTICLE 17. 

(Cf. Statute, Article 24, below, p. 251.) 

ARTICLE 21, PARAGRAPH 1. 

(See also above : Statute, Article 13.) 

In the Memel case, Article 13 of the Rules mas applicable 
for the first time, the President being a national of one of 
the States parties to the case. The question whether the Pre- 
sident should also be replaced by the Vice-President for the 
piirposes of drawing iip and signing the Order fixing the time- 
limits in this case, was decided in the negative by the Preçi- 
dent for the following reasons : 

(1) the authors of the provision in Article 13 had only had 
in mind the President's functions when the court was deli- 
berating ; 

(8) if the President were not to take the requisite adminis- 
trative decisions in a given case, the work of the Court might 

The Presiden- 
CU. 
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be paralyzed, a t  al1 events so long as the ordinary members 
were not bound to reside at  the seat of the Court; 

(3) with regard to the fixing of time-limits, the last para- 
graph of Article 33 of the Rules afforded the Parties adequate 
protection. 

The President, however, observed that each case should 
be dealt with having regard to the circumstances peculiar 
to it ; for it was possible to imagine cases where mere deci- 
sions of procedure woiild entrench upon matters connected 
with the merits. 

For the same reasons, it was the President of the Court 
who gave a negative reply to a request for an extension of 
the time-limit fixed for the filing of the Lithuanian Counter- 
Case; who, under Article 33 of the Kules, accepted this 
Counter-Case, though filed with the Registry one day late, 
and who fixed the time-limits for the proceedings consequent 
upon the raising of a preliminary objection by the respondent 
Government . 

At the first meeting of the Court devoted to this case, 
the President formally handed over the Presidency to the 
Vice-President. 

The Judgment of June 24th, 1932, overruling the prelim- 
inary objection raised by the respondent Party, was signed 
by the Vice-President, as "Acting President" (see also : Statiute, 
Art. 58, below, p. 271). 

ARTICLE 21, PARAGRAPH 2. 

Representa- As in previous years, the Court appointed the Registrar 
tien Of the (or his substitute) to represent it a t  the XIIth Session of 
Court with the 
Leasue of the Assembly of the League of Nations. 
Nations. The same decision was taken with regard to the represent- 

ation of the Court a t  the XIIIth Session of the Assembly. 
Similarly, the Registrar (or his substitute) was appointed to 

represent the Court for the year 1932 before the Supervisory 
Commission. 

Relationswith As a t  the beginning of the previous session (see Seventh 
the Press. Annual Report, p. 283), the Court decided, on July 16th, 1931, 

to  decline an offer from the Information Section of the Geneva 
Secretariat to detach an officia1 to take charge of the Press 
service during the hearings which were to begin on July 20th. 



DIGEST OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY THE COURT 249 

ARTICLE 23. 

In accordance with Article 27 of the Rules (amended in ûpening of 
1931), the Court's ordinary session for 1932 began on Febru-. the Ord inar~  

ary 1st. On that date, the ~ 3 r d  Session of the Court hacl "s'ion. 
not yet terminated. 

There being no special reason for summoning a meeting 
of the Court on February ~ s t ,  the beginning of the session 
was simply announced by means of a communiqiié to the 
Press, in accordance with the precedent created a t  the ordin- 
ary session in 1929 (see Sixth Annual Report, p. 284). 

On September sth,  1931, the Coiirt's advisory opinion in the Interruption 
case concerning the customs régime between Austria and in a session of 
Germany was delivered. On that date the Court adjourned the 'Ourt. 
the zznd Session until September 16th, when it was resiimed 
for the hearing of the case concerning railway traffic between 
Lithiiania and Poland, which had been ready for hearing since 
the beginning of the zand Session. 

On November 5th, 1931, a t  the beginning of the 23rd Ses- 
sion, two cases were ready for hearing. In the course of 
November it became clear that the Court would be ahle to  
begin the hearing of the second case a t  the beginning of 
December, but that it could not conclude that case before 
Christmas. Since it was ready for hearing, the case had in 
any case to be dealt with at  the 23rd Session, and a post- 
ponement to the ordinary session in 1932 wasimpossible. 
The Court accordingly decided to begin the hearing on Decem- 
ber 7th and then to adjourn over the Christmas and New 
Year holidays, and continue with the case early in January. 

The President summoned an extraordinary session of the summonsofa  
session of the Court for April 18th, 1932, to take the zones' case ("third . 
Court. phase"). The case was ready for hearing a t  the beginning 

of October 1931. But as the hearings had had to be post- 
poned under Article 30 of the Riiles and as a quorum could 
only be assembled for April 1932, the position was, in the 
opinion of the President, virtually the same as that contem- 
plated by Article 27, paragraph 3, of the Rules. 

In  the first long leave roster prepared by the Court in Long ieave. 

May 1931 (see Seventh Annual Report, p. 285), the name of 
a judge from overseas and not reiiding near The Hague was 
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not included, since he was absent at  that date and the Court 
required to know, before placing his name on the roster, 
whether he intended to take iip his residence in Europe. The 
jiidge having stated that such was his intention but that 
he miist first return to his own country to make the neces- 
sary arrangements, it was recognized that he was entitled to 
a long leave during the period 1931-1933. 

RULES, ARTICLE 28, paragraph 2 .  

Priority given The case concerning railway traffic between Lithuania and 
t o  a case. Poland submitted to the court by a Resolution of the Council 

of the League of Nations of January 24th, 1931, was to be 
rcady for hearing on July 15th, 1931. At its May session, 
however, the Council submitted to the Court the case concern- 
ing the customs régime between Austria and Germany, 
requesting the Court to treat it as an urgent case. The latter 
case was accordiiigly given priority, whilst the railway traffic 
case was to remain in the list for the extraordinary session 
summoned for July and would be taken later in the session. 

At the beginning of the ~ 3 r d  Session of the Court, two 
cases were to be ready for hearing. The first had been sub- 
mitted to the Coürt under a Kesolution adopted by the Coun- 
cil of the Lcague of Nations at  its session in May 1931 ; 
the second under a Resolution adopted a t  the Council's session 
in September of that year. The first therefore was entered 
in the General List before the second and was to be ready for 
hearing a week earlier. To the second however the "urgency 
clause" was appended, and the Court accordingly decided, 
iinder Article 28, paragraph 2, of the Rules, to give the 
latter case priority. 

RULES, ARTICLE 28, paragraph 4. 

Entry  of new On May 31st, 1932, the Memel case became ready for 
case in hearing. On that date, the 25th Session, summoned for the 
sion list. free zones case, was still in progress. The latter case was 

taken hy the Coiirt constituted as it had been in December 
1930, before the new election of the whole Court. Notwith- 
standing this, the Memel case was, in accordaiice with pre- 
cedent, entered in the list for the 25th Session, as provided 
in Article 28, paragraph 4, of the Rules. 

The adoption of this coiirse was based on the principle, 
recognized by the Court a t  its 20th Session, that the conti- 
nuity of a session was not affected by the Iact that the com- 
position of the Court for a later portion of it was not the 
same as a t  the beginning. 
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ARTICLE 24. 

On the submission of a case to the Coiirt in the coilrsc inconipati- 
of the ~ 2 n d  Session, one jiidge raised the question whether bilities. 
he could sit in it since hem had taken part in the drafting 
of a convention the interpretation of which was a t  issue in 
the case. The Court held that the judge in question was not 
legally precluded from sitting. Rut this decision was to be 
regarded as applicable only to the particular case. The 
opinion was expressed that the Coiirt would have been bound 
to acquiesce if the judge in question had himself wished to 
abstain from sitting in the case. 

In connection with another case submitted to the Court 
under a Resolution of the Council of the League of Nations 
dated January 24th, 1931, the Registrar, having regard to the 
terms of Articles 17 and 24 of the Statute and of Article 71 
of the Rules, requested the Secretary-General to provide 
him with officia1 inlormation on the following points : 

(1) Composition of the Council when it had adopted certain 
resolutions referred to in the documents annexed to the request 
for an opinion, in the following respects : 

(a) the representatives of the various Members of the 
Coiincil ; 

(b) whether the representative of any government had been 
present under the terms of Article 4 of the Covenant. 

( 2 )  Composition of one of the permanent Committees of 
the League of Nations and of its permanent or ad hoc 
organs, when the Committee or its organs had dealt with the 
matter forming the subject of the request for an advisory 
opinion. 

In the event, two members of the Court who had belonged 
to the Committee on legal questions of the said Committee 
abstained from sitting in the case in question (see Seventh 
Anniial Report, p. 287). 

ARTICLE 25. 

In the course of the zznd and 23rd Sessions, it happened Quoruin. 
on several occasions that members of the Court were pre- Absencc of 
vented by indisposition from attending isolated private meetings a judge. 
of the Court. As however a quorum was always present, the 
Court held that it might validly proceed with its deliberations, 
and the judges in question were allowed to continue to sit 
in the case before the Court after their recovery. 
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RULES,  ARTICLE 30. 

Absence of a In the case of the free zones (third phase), the hearings 
quorum. originally fixed to begin on October 14th, 1931, had to be 

postponed until April 1932, in the absence of a quorum 
(cf. Statute, Art. 13, above, p. 246). 

ARTICLE 31. 

Procedure for The practice of the Court in regard to the appointment 
the appoint- of judges ad hoc had been to draw the attention of the 
ment of jud- 
ges ad hoc, government concerned to its right to appoint a judge ad hoc, 

wherever the existence of this right appeared evident ; if it 
did not appear evident and a government appointed a judge, 
the Court would give a dccision ex o$cio. 

In the case concerning the Austro-German customs régime 
however, the Court, after examining the application of Article 31 
of the Statute and Article 71 of the Rules of Court in 
this case, decided that there was no occasion for it to pro- 
nounce upon the question unless officially requested to do so, 
and instructed the Registrar to communicate this decision to 
the interested States. 

The Agent of the Austrian Government having officially 
submitted the question to the Court, the latter decided at  
once to communicate the Austrian Agent's letter to the Agents 
of the other interested governments, and to inform them that 
on the day fixed for the opening of the hearings and before 
any argument on the case, it would hear any observations 
they might wish to submit and then give its decision on the 
question brought up by the Austrian Government. The same 
course was adopted when the Agent for the Czechoslovak 
Government subsequently submitted the same question to 
the Court. 

I t  was understood that the question was not incidental to 
the proceedings in the case, but was a preliminary question. 

In view of the change thus introduced into the Court's 
practice, the Registrar, on the next occasion, addressed to the 
government of the country which had no judge on the Bench, 
a letter to the effect that if that government exercised its 
right to appoint a judge ad hoc without awaiting an invita- 
tion from the Court to do so, there would be no objection 
on the part of the Court. 

A similar course has been adopted in subsequent cases, 
i.e. the governments concerned have been informed that they 
need not await notification from the Registrar before exer- 
cising the right mentioned in Article 31 of the Statute (71 of 
the Rules) if they considered that the right in question applied 
to them in the particular case. 
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RULES, ARTICLE 71, paragraph 2. 

In the course of the zznd, 23rd and 24th Sessions, the "Existing 
Court dealt with five advisory cases : the Austro-German dispute". 
customs régime, railway traffic between Lithuania and Poland, h$c 
Polish war vessels in the port of Danzig, Polish nationals a t  
Danzig, and the interpretation of the Caphandaris-Molloff 
Agreement. In al1 these cases the opinion for which it was 
asked concerned-in the view of the Court-a question relating 
to an existing dispute, within the meaning of Article 71, 
paragraph 2, of the Kules. Judges ad hoc sat in the four last- 
named cases. 

In the case concerning the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement, 
one government questioned whether there really was an 
"existing dispute", since by the first question put by the 
Council the Court was asked to say whether in the case at  
issue there was a dispute between Greece and Bulgaria within 
the meaning of that Agreement. The Court nevertheless 
decided that Article 71, paragraph 2, of the Rules should be 
applied and, accordingly, that the appointment of judges 
ad hoc should be accepted, since there \vas in any case dis- 
agreement between the two Governments as to whether there 
was or was not a dispute between them within the meaning 
of Article S of the Caphandaris-PvIolloff Agreement. 

ARTICLE 31, PARAGRAPH 4. 

In the case for advisory opinion concerning the customs Part ies  in 
régime between Germany and Austria, the question of the in the same 
application of Article 31, paragraph 4, arose. The Court interest. 
arrived at  the conclusion that, for the purposes of this case, 
al1 governments which come to the same conclusion in pro- 
ceedings before the Court must be held to be in the same 
interest. Seeing that the arguments advanced by the Austrian 
and German Governments led to the same conclusion, whereas 
the argument< advanced by the French, Italian and Czecho- 
slovak Governments led to the opposite conclusion, and that 
the Court, as constituted for the case, included judges of 
French, German and Italian nationality, the Court, in view of 
the statements made by the Austrian and Czechoslovak Agents 
with regard to the appointment of judges ad hoc by their 
respective Governments, decided by its Order of July zoth, 
1931, that there was no ground for the appointment of judges 
ad hoc either by Austria or Czechoslovakia. 

In  the opinion of five dissenting judges, the question 
referred to the Court related only to Austria's international 
obligations; Austria therefore was a "Party" to the dispute, 
whereas Germany was not. They held that the latter's inter- 
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vention in the proceediags under Article 73 of the Rules could 
not endow her with the capacity of a Party to the dispute 
and that, accordingly, the question whether, Germany and 
Austria being in the same interest, Article 31, paragraph 4, 
was applicable, did not arise. 

Character o f  In discussing the form to be given to the decision regarding 
t h e  decision. the question of the applicability of Article 31 of the Statute, 

the Court came to the conclusion that the form of an order 
should be adopted, but without any reference to Article 48 
of the Statiite, since the decision on this point did not relate 
to the conduct of the case. (See also Statute, Art. 48, below, 
pp. 266-267.) 

The conclusion which the Court had reached in its Order 
was made public a t  the sitting of July zoth, 1931 ; on the 
other hand, the text of the Order was published only on 
September jth, in the same time as the advisory opinion to 
which it referred. 

ARTICLE 32. 

Judges' The judges of the "Zones" case who sat at the Court's 
allo\?-ançf..;. 25th Session to conclude the zones case (cf. above, pp. 246-247, 

Statute, Art. 13) but who, since January ~ s t ,  1931, had no 
longer been members of the Court, received the allowances 
fixed by the Resolution of the Assembly of the League of 
Nations dated September 25th, 1930, for "deputy and national 
judges". 

ARTICLE 33. 

Approval of On RIarch 7th, 1932, a t  the end of the 24th Session, the 
budget esti- Court decided, in accordance with precedent, to empower 
mates. the President to approve the budget estimates for the year 

1933. The adoption of this course was necessary, because, 
under Article 32 of the Instructions for the Registry, the esti- 
mates could only be submitted to the Court or to the Presi- 
dent, as the case might be, in the last week of March, and 
because there were special reasons preventing a departure from 
this rule. 

LVhen examining the supplementary budget estimates for 
1932, on July 3oth, 1931, the Court, in order to draw a 
distinction between those articles of the budget which were 
outside the competence of the Registrar and which were 
regarded as exclusively within the province of the Secretary- 
General of the 1,eague and the remainder of the budget, 
decided to approve these supplementary estimates for 1932 and 
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to note a proposal of the Secretary-General relating to one of 
the articles referred to above. 

ARTICLE 35, PARAGRAPH 2 .  

On November 18th, 1931, the Turkish Government--Turkey Acceptance 
being neither a Member of the League of Nations nor mentioned of the Court's 
in the Annex to the Covenant-made a declaration accepting JUrisdiCtion. 
the Court's jurisdiction for the dispute which had arisen 
between the Turkish Government and the Italian Govern- 
ment in connection with the delimitation of the territorial 
waters between the island of Castellorizo and the coasts of 
Anatolia, and whicli forms the subject of the Special Agree- 
ment signed by the delegates of the two Governments on 
May 3oth, 1929. 

Under Article I I I  of the Special Agreement, the Turkish 
Government had undertaken to make the above-mentioned 
declaration. 

ARTICLE 36. 

In a case for advisory opinion, in which the request set .Agreement 
out two questions, the second only being put in the event to confer 
of an affirmative reply to the first, the Agent and Counsel jUriSdiction~ 
of the two governments concerned stated that they were 
anxious to have the opinion of the Court upon the second 
question, whether or no the reply to the first was in the 
affirmative. The Court, its answer to the first question being 
in the negative, did not feel able to comply with this desire, 
since it was bound by the terms of the questions as formu- 
lated by the Council. By deferring to the wish of the two 
governments, the Court would in effect have been allowing 
them to submit a question for advisory opinion, and this 
would have been contrary to Article 14 of the Covenant. 

The Court held that the request only envisaged an exten- 
sion of the advisory procedure and that therefore there was 
no need to consider whether an iinderstanding reached in the 
course of the proceedings could serve as a kind of "special 
agreement" initiating a contentious proceeding before the Court. 

In  the case of the free zones, one of the Parties argued Jurisdiction 
that if the Court, for any reason, did not find it possible iindera5pecial 
to carry out the whole of the mission entrusted to it by the "flec'nent~ 

special agreement, it should declare itself incompetent as to 
the whole dispute and deliver no judgment at ail. The Court 
observes in this connection that the special agreement repre- 
sents the joint will of the Parties. If the obstacle to fulfilling 
part of the mission which the Parties intended to submit to 



256 DIGEST OF DECISIOKS TAKEN BY THE COURT 

the Court results from the terms of the special agreement 
itself, it results directly from the will of the Parties and can- 
not therefore destr3y the basis of the Court's jurisdiction for 
the reason that it was counter to the will of the Parties. 

Objection to (For procedure in regard to a preliminary objection, see : 
the jurisdic- Rules, Art. 38, below, p. 260.) 
tion. 

Agreement In  a case submitted to the Court by special agreement, 
between the information reached the Court that the Parties had settled 
Parties re- 
garding the the questions at issue by friendly agreement. In  this connec- 
settlement of tion, the attention of the Parties was drawn, by a letter 
a dispute. from the Kegistrar, to the terms of paragraphs I and 2 of 

Article 61 of the Rules, and reference was made to the pre- 
cedents for the application of this Article-in the case between 
Belgium and China and that of the factory a t  Chorzow (indemn- 
ities) (see Fifth Annual Report, p. 2j4, and Sixth Annual 
Report, p. 288). 

ARTICLE 40. 

RULES, ARTICLE 35. 

Formal con- In  the case concerning the interpretation of the Statute of 
ditions to be Memel, the application did not give the name or names of 
fulfilled by 
a n  applica- the Agents appointed by the applicant Powers. Since, how- 
tion. ever, the covering letters recortled the appointment-whether 

provisional or final-by each of these Powers of its agent 
for the case, the application was held to fulfil the forma1 
conditions laid down by the Statute and Rules of Court 
(Order of April 16th, 1932). 

ARTICLE 42. 

Absence of In the course of the hearing of a case for advisory opinion, 
.an *gent. one of the Agents fell ill. He gave notice that he had 

delegated his powers to an officia1 of the government con- 
cerned who accompanied him, and he stated that lie agreed to 
the Court's continuing to hear the statement of the Agent 
for the other government concerned, notwithstanding his 
own absence. The Court agreed that it might continue the 
hearing of this statement. 

In the Memel case, one of the Parties appointed an assistant 
Agent, who in that capacity replaced the Agent in the course 
of the hearings in the case. 
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ARTICLE 43, PARAGRAPHS 2 and 3. 

RULES, ARTICLE 33, paragraph I. 

In connection with a case submitted for advisory opinion Fixing of 
011 May ~ q t h ,  1931, a conversation took place between the time-limits 
Registrar and the representatives of certain interested govern- ~~"~~~ 
ments. This conversation related to the following points : ings, 

(1) time-limits for the written .proceedings and the intention 
of the "urgency" clause contained in the Council's resolution ; 

(2) the States to which the "special and direct commiini- 
cations" (Rules, Art. 73) should be sent ; 

(3) whether the States to which such communications would 
be sent intended to submit written statements (and written 
replies) ; 

f4) the date for the hearing. 
The views of the representatives of the governments were 

to be communicated by the Registrar to the President of 
the Court, who would thus be in possession of data which 
would be useful urhen deciding these points. 

In connection with a case for advisory opinion submitted 
to the Court on May nznd, 1931, a consultation of the same 
kind took place. The representatives of the interested govern- 
ments indicated to the Registrar the wishes of their govern- 
ments in regard to the time-limits for the written proceedings. 

In  the case concerning Eastern Greenland, the Court decided 
to postpone the fixing of the time-limits pending the appoint- 
ment of the Agents of the two Parties, in order to  be able 
to ascertain the wishes or intentions of the two States con- 
cerned ; subsequently, the time-limits were fixed in accordance 
with a proposal made by the two Agents in mutual agreement. 

In a case submitted to the Court by special agreement, the 
Parties had indicated the time-limits for the written pro- 
ceedings which they desired the Court to fix, but requested 
the Court to fix the date from which the first time-limit 
should begin to run. The Court decided to take, not the date 
of the filing of the special agreement, but the date of the 
order of Court fixing the time-limits ; the latter were so 
fixed that the case would only be ready for hearing after 
the summer months of the following year, during which months 
the Court had decided not to sit Save in the event of an 
urgent case srising. 

In  a case before the C,oiirt for advisory opinion, the order 
fixing the time-limits had, in addition to fixing a date for 
the filing of first written statements by each interested govern- 
ment, fixed a date for the filing of second statements if ordered 

17 
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or authorized by the Court or by the President. The 
Agent of one of the interested governments having asked 
permission to submit a second written statement, the Court 
subsequently decided to grant permission, but not to use the 
right which it had reserved to  order the sutlmission of a 
second statement by the other government. 

RULES, ARTICLE 33, parngraph z .  

Extensions Extensions of time in the written proceedings were granted 
Of time in the the interested governments in the cases for advisory opinion 
written 
proceedings. concerning Polish nationals a t  Danzig and the interpretation 

of the Caphandaris-Molloff Agreement. As these extensions 
were sought by one Party only, the granting of them was 
made dependent on the consent of the other Party. 

In the second case mentioned, an extension of the time for 
the filing of the first written statement was granted without 
any mention of the time-limit for the filing of the second 
statement ; accordingly, the latter time-limit would expire on 
the date previously fixed : a special request for an extension 
thereof was however subsequently made. 

The time allowed for the filing of the Cases in the Castel- 
lorizo case was extended by three months at the request of 
the two Parties, who stated that the questions at issue had 
been settled by a friendly agreement which, however, was 
subject to  ratification and the ratifications had not yet been 
exchanged. 

Before the expiration of this time-limit, the Court, nt the 
request of the Parties, granted a further extension of six 
months of the time-limit for the filing of Cases. 

In the Greenland case, the applicant Party asked for an 
extension by six weeks of the time-limit for the filing of its 
Reply. The Respondent objected on the ground inter alia 
that the times had been fixed on the basis of an agreement 
between the Parties. The Court decided that, in the interests 
of a sound administration of justice, the time allowed to the 
applicant government should be extended and that this 
extension must also invoIve a corresponding extension of the 
time allowed for the submission of the Rejoinder if the respond- 
ent government made a request to that effect. Accordingly, 
the Court, subject to any agreement between the Parties, 
granted an extension of three weeks for the submission of 
the Reply. As regards the Kejoinder, the order fixed two dates, 
one to be applicable if the Respondent made no request for 
an extension and the other if it did so. The latter government 
made such a request, whereupon the second date automatic- 
ally became operative. 
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In the case concerning railway traffic between 1,ithiiania Belated filing 

and Poland, one Agent asked for an extension of the time Of documents 
allolved for the filing of the second statement. The President Of 

written 
proceedings. 

informed him that, for reasons peculiar to the case, he was 
iinfortunately unable to grant this request, but that he would 
be prepared to  suggest to the Court, which was then in ses- 
sion, that it should regard as valid the filing of the document 
in question even though effected after the expiration of the 
time-limit fixed, provided that it was filed within eight days 
of the date of expiration. 

The document did not, in point of fact, reach the Registry 
by the date fixed, namely, July 15th, 1931. The Court, 
after considering whether it should accept the document, not- 
withstanding its belated presentation, decided merely to record 
the fact that the Counter-Memorial had not been filed within 
the time-limit fixed and to reserve its officia1 decision until the 
document was in its possession. 

On Jiily aoth, after the filing of the document, the Court 
decided that this proceeding should be considered as valid. 

In the case concerning the interpretation of the Statiite of 
Memel, the Lithuanian Counter-Case was filed one day late. 
The President, applying paragraphs 2 and 3 of Article 33 of 
the Rules, decided to regard this proceeding as ralid. (It 
should be observed that the President had not seen fit to 
grant a request for an extension of the time allowed for the 
filing of this document.) 

RULES, ARTICLE 34. 
In connection with the filing by a government of a docu- Tlie certi- 

ment of the written proceedings, the Registrar informed that dz:,i~~z 
government's Agent that the certificate of corrections required 
by Article 34 of the Rules in respect of ten copies must bcar 
the signature either of the Agent or of the official represent- 
ative a t  The Hague of the interested government or, finally, 
of the head of the comptent  officia1 department or of a per- 
son signing on his behalf. (On the documents actually filed, 
the capacity of the person certifying them as true copies of 
the original had not been indicated: it was subsequently 
established that the signature had been affixed in virtue of 
full powers given by the Agent.) 

In the case concerning the customs régime between Austria I:iiing of 
and Germany, the last paragraph of Article 34 of the Rules addition"' 
w-as applieti. The Registrar had forewarned the Agents of ,, 
the interested governments that this provision might be the written 
applied and had süggestcd to them that two hundred copies proceedings. 
of the writtcn statements, over and above the number required 
by the Rules, should accordingly be printed. 
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Printing of 
documents of 
the written 
proceedings 
by the 
Registry. 

Preliminary 
objection : 
fixing of 
time-limits. 

To the list of cases in which arrangements have been made 
regarding the printing by the Registry of documents of the 
written proceedings (cf. preceding Annüal Reports), the follow- 
ing are to be appended : 

Contentious 
or advisory cases. 

Case of the free zones of Upper 
Savoy and the District of Gex 
(third phase). 
Access to and anchorage in the 
port of Danzig for Polish war 
vessels. 
Interpretation of the Greco- 
Bulgarian Agreement of De- 
cember gth, 1927 (Caphan- 
daris-Molloff Agreement). 

Docunzents printed 
by the Court. 

Observations of the Swiss 
Government. 

Second Statement of the 
Senate of the Free City of 
Danzig. 
Memorial and Observations of 
the Greek Government. 
Rlemorial of the Bulgarian 
Government . 

Legal status of certain parts Case of the Danish Govern- 
of Eastern Greenland. ment, with annexes. 

Counter-Case of the Norwegian 
Government, with annexes. 

Interpretation of the Statute Al1 documents. 
of illemel (preliminary objec- 
tion and merits). 

RULES, ARTICLE 38. 
In the case concerning the interpretatio~~ of the Statute 

of Memel, the respondent government, on May 3Ist, 1.932, 
together with its Counter-Case, filed a "preliminary objection" 
submitting that the Court had no jurisdiction in regard to 
two of the six points upon which the Court was asked by 
the application to pass. Although the Court was to meet on 
June 7th, 1932, the President, by an Order dated June ~ s t ,  
1932, fixed the time-limits for the proceedings consequent upon 
this objection. Having regard to the terms of Article 38, 
paragraph 3, of the Rules ("Upon receiptM-"Dès réception"), 
which are explained hy the fact that the procedure envisaged 
is a summary procedure, the President did not feel that the 
publication of the Order could be delayed until the Court met. 

The last date for the filing of the Reply of the applicant 
Powers upon the objection was fixed as June 13th. In actual 
fact, the reply was officially filed on June 10th. I t  was agreed 
that the representative of the respondent Party should, a t  a 
hearing fixed for June 13th, argue the merits, Save in so far 
as his government had raised objection, and that at  the same 
time he should reply to the observations of the applicant 
Powers upon the preliminary objection. 
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RULES, ARTICLE 39. 

In the case concerning the interpretation of the Statiite of Documents of 
Meniel, the applicant Powers had, in their application, waived "?:gp: 

their right to file a written Reply and had asked the Court 
only to fix time-limits for the filing of Cases and Counter- 
Cases. Although the Court had not been notified of any 
agreement between the Parties proposing, in accordance with 
Articles 32 and 39 of the liules, a departure irom the pro- 
visions of the latter Article, time-limits were only fixed for 
the filing of Cases and Counter-Cases, because, according to 
the consistent practice of the Court, the right to present a 
written reply was an optional one which the Party concerned 
coiild renounce if it saw fit, and because the right to present 
a Rejoinder became rediindant if  no Reply were presented. 
(Order of April 16th, 1932.) 

On December 7th, 1931, the Court decided that on prin- Documents in 
ciple and for the future, the attention, of governments inter- 
ested in cases for advisory opinion should be drawn in good 
time to the fact that  Article 40, paragraph 1, head 4, and 
paragraph 2, head 5, of the Rules (list of documents in 
support) was regarded as applicable by analogy in advisory 
proceedings. 

The Registrar, when unofficially drawing the attention of 
the ilgents of the applicant governments to the above-men- 
tioned decision of the Court in the contentious case con- 
cerning the interpretation of the Memel Statute, explained that 
the Court appeared to incline towards an interpretation of 
Ahticle 40 of the Rules to the effect that there must be a 
list of documents cited in the case itself, and that the docu- 
ments enumerated in this list must be annexed to the Case. 
Accordingly, he requested the Agents to submit at  al1 events 
a portion of the documents cited in the Case before the 
opening of the hearings. The Agents replied that the reason 
whÿ they had not produced documents in support had been 
that these documents were undoubtedly known to the other 
side; they would however be able to produce most of these 
documents, if requested to do so. The Court decided to 
instruct the Kegistrar to address a request to this effect to the 
Agents of the applicant Powers. 

In view of the importance of strict accuracy in the text of Inaccuracies 
documents filed with the Court, the Court decided, in connec- gedpçuments 
tion with a case heard a t  the 23rd Session, to dra.\v the 
attention of the Agents to certain inaccuracies in documents 
which had been submitted to it. 
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RULES, ARTICLE 42, paragraphs 2 and 3. 

communica- On July r6th, 1931, the Court, with the consent of the 
tiOn Agents of the governments concerned, authorized the commu- 
documents of 
the written nication of the Memorials in the case concerning the customs 
proceedings régime between Austria and Germany to governments other 
to govern- than those concerned in the case, certain governments having 
mentSand t0 expressed a desire to have these Memorials. 
the public. At the same time, the Court decided that the communi- 

cation of the Memorials to the public and the Press would 
be authorized as soon as the interested governments (whose 
Agents had been unofficially approached on the subject) had 
given their officia1 consent : it was understood that documents 
of a public character might be communicated forthwith. 

These decisions constituted an application by analogy of 
Article 42 of the Rules to advisory procedure. Accordingly, 
the article was read as though it referred, not to "Parties", 
but to States Members of the League of Nations or inter- 
national organizations "immediately concerned" in accordance 
with the terms of Article 74, paragraph 2, of the Rules. 

In  the Memel case, the government of a State not a Party 
to the suit asked to receive the documents of the written 
proceedings. The Parties, on being consulted, gave their consent, 
and the communication of these documents was sanctioned. 

The same course was adopted in regard to a request from 
a government not a Party to the suit in the zones' case 
(third phase). 

In the Greenland case, a government of a State not a 
Party to the suit asked for the documents of the written 
proceedings. The Parties were duly consulted and gave their 
consent, whereupon the President-the Court not being in 
session-authorized the communication of the documents in 
question to that government under Article 42 of the Rules. 

ARTICLE 43, PARAGRAPH 5. 

The putting Since the 20th Session, the practice has been followed 
of questions of allowing judges, with the President's permission, to 
t0 represent- put questions to Agents and draw their attention to certain 
atives of 
Parties. points at  the hearing. The previous practice was that al1 

questions were put in the name of the Court. Questions in 
regard to which the Court is in general agreement are still 
put in this way. In neither case is the Agent, to whom 
the question is put, bound to reply on the spot. He may 
take time to prepare his answer and give it at  a later stage 
of the hearings. 

July zgth, With regard to certain questions which certain judges 
1931.  wished to be put to the Agents of the interested governments 
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in the case of the customs régime between Austria and Ger- 
many, it was agreed that these questions should not be put 
in the name of the Court; it was also decided that the mem- 
bers of the Court who were their authors should agree with 
the President in regard to the precise wording of the questions 
and the moment of time a t  which they should be put. The 
text of the questions was first communicated unofficially in 
writing to the Agents, and the questions were then officially 
put a t  the hearing by their respective authors. 

In connection with a case heard a t  the 23rd Session, the Court November 
decided, in the course of the preliminary exchange of views 7 t h  I93I. 

preceding the hearings, to draw the attention of the Agents 
to  the desirability of the Court's having their views on cer- 
tain questions and to cal1 for the production of certain docu- 
ments cited in the Memorials. The Registrar sent a letter 
to the Agents on the subject. 

In the same case, the Court decided to put to the Agents November 
a question regarding the interpretation of an expression in 11th. 193'. 
the question submitted to the Court by the Council of the 
League of Nations. I t  was understood that the Court was 
not asking for an interpretation of the expression in question- 
since that interpretation was in the last resort a matter for 
the Court-but merely an indication as to the manner in which 
the interested governments had themselves understood it. 

During the preliminary examination of a case dealt with December 
a t  the ~ 3 r d  Session, the Court decided to instruct the Regis- 7 t h  1931. 
trar to ask the Agents of the interested governments by 
letter for information on certain points 

At the hearings in the free zones' case ("third phase"), April 26th, 
some questions which certain judges wished to be put to 1932. 
the Parties' representatives were communicated to them by 
letter. Other questions were put a t  the hearing by the judges 
responsible for them. When the Parties' Agents had each 
concluded their first speech, a special sitting was held a t  which 
the Court was to hear the Agents' answers to these questions. 
At this sitting, the two Agents asked permission to answer 
some points in writing : this they did after the conclusion 
of the hearings. 

RULES, ARTICLE 33. 

After the date for the beginning of the hearing in the Date o f  
case taken a t  the 24th Session had been fixed, one of the the O~lening 
Agents asked that this date should be postponed. The Court, O f  hearings' 

when the question was referred to it, decided to maintain 
the original date. I t  was lield that it would be dangerous 
for the Court by granting this request-based exclusively 
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on considerations of persona1 convenience-to create a prece- 
dent which would place it at  the mercy of Agents and 
Counsel. 

Time for the In the case concerning the customs régime between Germany 
preparation and Austria, forty-eight hours was allowed the representatives 
of replies. of the Parties for the preparation of their replies. 

In the Memel case, the respondent government, in its 
Counter-Case filed on May 31st, 1932, had replied on the 
merits, in so far as concerned four of the six questions upon 
which the applicant governments had asked the Court to 
pass, and had raised a preliminary objection in regard to the 
other two questions. The Court fixed June 8th as the date 
for the first public hearing a t  which the representatives of 
the applicant Powers were to argue the four questions in 
regard to which the jurisdiction of the Court had not been 
disputed. The Agent for the respondent Party having asked 
for three days to prepare his answer, the next hearing was 
fixed for Monday, June 13th ; but it was understood that he 
was a t  the same time to reply to the observations of the 
applicant Powers on the preliminary objection, which observa- 
tions were filed on June 10th. 

Fixing of the At the 23rd Session, two cases were to be dealt with : 
date for the the date for the beginning of the hearing of one of them wras 
opening of 
hearings. not fixed directly the written proceedings had been concluded, 

because the other case had to be taken first. As soon 
as it was possible approximately to foresee when the exam- 
ination of the latter case would be completed, the Court 
decided, without a t  once fixing the opening date, officially 
to inform the interested Parties that it could take the first- 
mentioned case immediately after it had concluded its exam- 
ination of the case which was beiore it a t  the moment, and 
to warn them, provisionally and for their personal information, 
that they would probably be required to be a t  the Court's 
disposa1 as from a certain date (which was subsequently 
officially fixed as the opening date of the hearing). 

Transmission In the free zones' case, the Court received petitions and 
Of dOcurrients requests from certain private individuals and organizations. 
to Parties. These documents were communicated by the Registrar to the 

Parties to the case during the hearings. 

In a case taken a t  the 25th Session, one of the Agents 
relied on a letter not included in the Court's record. The 
Agent for the other side having asked for the production of 
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this letter, the President invited the Agent in question to 
file the said letter with the Registry of the Court. 

The same course had been adopted a t  the ~ 3 r d  Session. 

In the case of the Austro-German customs régime, it was Order of 

decided, with regard to the order in which the Parties' represent- r'leading. 
Ju ly  zoth, atives should be heard on the preliminary question (regarding r931. 

the right of the Austrian and Czechoslovak Governments 
to appoint a judge ad hoc), that  the Agent of the Austrian 
Government should speak first, in accordance with his request, 
and that the Agent of the Czechoslovak Government should 
follow him. The Court could then hear the Agents of the 
other interested governments in alphabetical order. After- 
wards, the Aiistrian and Czechoslovak Agents would be given 
an opportunity of speaking again if they so desired. 

In the same case, the President announced that he would ~ u l y  z7th, 

call on the representatives of the five interested governments '93'. 

to speak in the alphabetical order in French of the names of 
their respective countries. The Agents of the Italian and 
Czechoslovak Governments, however, expressed a desire to 
exchange their turns for speaking. There being no objection 
on the part of the representatives of the other interested 
governments, the President said that he a-ould first call on 
the representative of the Czechoslovak Government to speak. 

In the case concerning railway traffic between Lithuania September 
and Poland, an international organization, the Committee IOth. I93I. 

for Communications and Transit, Mas invited to be repre- 
sented before the Court, in accordance with Article 73 of the 
Rules. The representative of this Organization was called 
upon to address the Court first, before the Agents and Counsel 
of the interested governments. 

In the same case, the question was raised whether it  would 
not be more natural-having regard to the assimilation of 
advisory procedure to contentious procedure-that the govern- 
ment which had brought a question before the Coiincil should 
speak first before the Court. However, the attention of the 
Agents was unofficially drawn to the possibility of an agreement 
between the Parties as to the order of speaking ; failing such 
an agreement, alphabetical order \vould be rnaintained. 

In the first case dealt with a t  the 23rd Session, the Court November 
also decided. in fixing the order in which re~resentatives of Oth, I93I. u 

interested governments were to speak, to follAm. its previous 
practice and to adopt the alphabetical order, subject to  an 
agreement to the contrary between the Parties. 
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November 
30th, 1931. 

June Bth, 
1932. 

Correction 
of record of 
speeches. 

The forin of 
the Court's 
decisions. 

This decision was taken in spite of weighty reasons to the 
contrary, because the Court, if it had in this case departed 
from the previous practice, might, in view of a submission 
embodied in the written statement of one of the govern- 
ments, have appeared to be implicitly deciding a fundamental 
question before having investigated the case. 

In the other advisory case taken a t  the 23rd Session, only 
one of the interested governments filed a second written 
statement. The Court instructed the Registrar to inform the 
Agents that, failing an agreement between them, the Court 
would call upon the Agent of the government which had not 
filed a second written statement to speak first (according to 
alphabetical order, he should have spoken second). An agree- 
ment to  the effect suggested by the Court was concluded 
between the Parties. 

In  the Memel case (merits), the Court decided to call upon 
the representatives of the four applicant Powers to  speak 
first, since no agreement as to the order of speaking had been 
concluded between the Parties. The Agents of the four 
Powers were allowed to agree between themselves as to the 
order in which they would speak. 

RULES, ARTICLE 54, paragraph 3. 

In the case of the ,4ustro-German customs régime, the 
Court allowed Agents and Counsel to make corrections of 
form in the printed text of their speeches-though the ordin- 
ary practice is that the rights conferred on Parties by 
Article 54 are exhausted once they have had an opportunity 
of correcting the typed text of their speeches. In accordance 
with established practice, the cost of these second corrections 
-apart from purely typographical errors-was charged to  the 
governments concerned. 

ARTICLE 48. 

In  the case concerning the Austro-German customs régime, 
the Court decided, on July 31st, 1931, to embody its decision 
concerning the appointment of judges ad hoc in that case in 
the iorm of an Order 1. I t  was agreed to refer to Article 31 

l An examination of the Court's previous practice in regard to  the form of 
its decisions showed the following results : 

( r )  I n  giving the form of Orders to  two decisions which had to  be taken 
under Article 6 1  of the Rules, the Court had taken as the criterion for 
establishing the line of demarcation between judgments and Orders, the 
existence or absence of a dispute. 

(2) The Court's decisions in matters which the President could decide when 
the Court was not sitting should preferably take the forin of Orders, since 
obviously the President's decisions could only take that  form. 

(3) Since the Court had made Orders which did not invoke Article 48 of 
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of the Statute and 71 of the Rules, but not to Article 48 of 
the Statute, since there was no question of the conduct of 
the case. I t  was decided that some indication of the grounds 
on which the decision was based should be given. 

In accordance with the precedents established in the Orders 
made in the case of the free zones, it was agreed that dis- 
senting opinions might be appended to the Order. On the 
other hand, the result of the voting wodd not be indicated 
in the Order. 

At the first public sitting held in the case concerning the 
Austro-German customs régime, the Court heard the observa- 
tions of the representatives of the interested governments on 
the question of the appointment of judges ad hoc in this case. 
The Court having withdrawn to consider its decision, the 
President, on the resumption of the hearing, announced the 
decision of the Court. 

But the publication of the Order setting out the grounds 
for this decision was postponed until the delivery of the 
Court's opinion in the case. 

The Order of Court of June 18th, 1932, concerning the Fixing of 
extension of the time-limits in the Greenland case, fixed two alternative 
dates for the filing of the Rejoinder of the Norwegian Govern- 
ment : the first date to apply if that Government made no 
request for an extension, and the second if it did make such 
a request. 

Upon the Norwegian Government submitting a request to 
this effect, the second date mentioned in the Order automat- 
ically became operative as the last date for the filing of 
the Rejoinder. 

In the advisory case taken a t  the 24th Session, the Court Form and 
decided to  inform the Agent of one of the governments that timeinwhich 
it was anxious that the standpoint of his government should ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ ~ J '  
be expressed in the form of submissions a t  the conclusion of clude its argu- 
his oral statement ; this would enable the Court, if necessary, ments. 
to  refer to an authoritative summary of this standpoint. This 
is a case of the application by analogy of Article 48 of the 
Statute to advisory proceedings. 

I n  the course of the zznd Session, the Court, which was not Delegation of 
to meet until further notice, gave full powers to the President ~ ; o l ~ e ~ s t o t l l e  
to approve the Orders which had to be made in the imme- Pre"ident. 
diate future in order to fix the times for the written pro- 
ceedings in two cases si~bmitted to the Court. 

the  Statute, Orders need not necessarily relate to  the "conduct of the case". 
(4) On one occasion, the Court had described a decision ~vhich was to be 

made public simply as a "decision", without using the tertns "Judgrnent" or 
"Order". 



DIGEST OF DECISIONS TAKEN BY T H E  COURT 

ARTICLE 49. 

Request for (For requests for information addressed to Agents, see also 
Statute, Art. 43, para. 5, above, pp. 262-263.) 

KULES, ARTICLE 45. 
In the course of the 22nd Session, the Court had addressed 

a request for information to the Agents of certain interested 
governments in regard to a point mentioned by them during 
the hearings. Refore the information had been received, the 
hearings were concluded. The question was raised whether 
the Court should maintain the request, since it could only 
use any information produced after it had been communicated to 
al1 interested Parties, and, if the latter raised any objections, 
the Court would be obliged to reopen the hearings. 

After an exchange of views, the President stated that the 
Court would accept tlie documents and information in question, 
but without committing itself as regards the procedure to 
be adopted in regard to them ; in no circumstances would the 
examination of the merits of the case be delayed. 

Request for In the 1-ase taken at  the ~ 1 s t  Session, one of the Agents 
t'le produc- had requested the Court to ask the Agent of the other Party 
tion of docu- 
ments. 

to produce an administrative document in support oi the 
interpretation of a certain conception of administrative law 
which he had expounded before the Court. The Court, after 
deliberation, decided to comply with this request and instriicted 
the Registrar to communicate with the Agent in question to 
this effect. 

ARTICLE 52. 

Adrnissihility In the third phase of the proceedings in regard to the case 
of argument<. of the free zones, the Agent for one of the Parties adduced 

certain new arguments. The Agent for the other side disputed 
his right to adduce these arguments a t  that stage of the 
proceedings and asked the Court to reject them as inadmis- 
sible. In so doing, he adverted to the Order of Augiist 6th, 
1931, according to which any obsersrations submitted in the 
third phase of the proceedings were iritended solely to enable 
the Court to take into account any new fact arising between 
the end of the second phase and the beginning of the third 
phase of the proceedings. The Court thought it preferable 
not to allow the objection as to admissibility, more especially 
because the settlement of an international dispute such as 
that before it could not be made to depend mainly on a 
point of procedure. 
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ARTICLE 54. 

RULES, ARTICLE 31, paragraph 1. 

(For the practice usually adopted by the Court in the 
elaboration of its decisions, see Third Annual Report, 
pp. 214-216.) 

For the purposes of the preliminary discussion of an advisory I'reiitninary 
case taken at  the ~ 3 r d  Session, the Court decided to follow deliberation. 
the old practice according to which judges, a t  this stage of 
the deliberation, confined themselves to  explaining the points on 
which they wished to have the views of their colleagues. 

In a case taken a t  the 25th Session, the Coiirt had elected Draftins 
as a member of the Drafting Committee for the preparation 
of a draft judgment a judge of the nationality of one of the 
Parties to the case. At the request of this judge, the Court 
reversed this decision, since it did not desire to depart from 
the rule generally followeci by it, namely, that judges who 
were nationals of States parties to a case should not be mem- 
bers of the Drafting Committee. 

In  the same case (decision iipon a preliminary objection), Individual 
the Court decided, as a special exception, to  dispense with the "Otes. 
individual notes in which members of the Court state the 
provisional opinion reached by them. 

RUI,ES, ARTICLE 31, paragraph 6. 

On September 3rd, 1931, it was agreed that, provi~ionall~,  JIinutej: of 
the name of any jiidge who had taken part in an exchange private 
of views should be meiltioned in the minutes. tiicetings. 

In a case taken a t  the ~ 2 n d  Session, the Court adopted, by 
way of experiment, a new method of keeping the minutes 
of private cleliberations: it was understood that the minutes 
of the meeting should only record facts such as the date, 
hour and duration of the meeting, and the subject of the 
disciission. At the same time, an unofficial schedule woiild 
be prepared of the successive votes taken during the deli- 
beration, indicating the majority and the names of judges in 
the minority, as had previously been done in the minutes 
themselves ; decisions taken without a vote would also be 
recorded. These unofficial schedules were to be circulated at  
the close of meetings and would be destroyed a t  the end of the 
session. 

The same method was adopted, as regards its main lines, 
for the two cases taken a t  the 23rd Session and also for the 
case taken a t  the 24th Session, but it was understood that 
the Court's decisions to adopt this method were applicable 
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only to the particular case and left open the question of the 
system ultimately to be adopted by the Court. 

This method was discontinued for the Court's deliberations 
during the 25th Session, and it was decided that the minutes 
should once more be prepared as provided in Article 31 of 
the Rules, inter alia, because it might be necessary to refer 
to the minutes in order to verify the meaning and scope of 
certain votes taken at an earlier stage of proceedings and for 
this purpose an authentic text approved by the Court was 
required. 

Approval of On August 4th, 1931, it was decided that, as an exceptional 
minutes. case, there should be no forma1 reading and approval of the 

minutes. Judges were to be asked to send in any amendments 
they might wish to make in writing. Judges who had not 
sent in amendments by a fixed time would be held to have 
approved the minutes in question. 

Subsequently, this method was adopted as a general rule. 

Insertion of a At the ~ 2 n d  Session, one of the members of the Court 
declarationin expressed a desire to use his right under Article 31 of the 
the minutes. Rules to append to the minutes a statement indicating his 

views on a question concerning the interpretation of texts. 
His desire was granted. 

So long as the new method indicated above for keeping 
minutes was observed, statements made under the above- 
mentioned Article 31 of the Rules were inserted in the minutes 
proper-and not simply in tlie "lists of decisionsfl-unless other- 
wise specially requested by the judge concerned. 

ARTICLE 55, PARAGRAPH 2 

nissenting (For dissenting opinions subjoined to an Order, see under 
opinions. Statute, Art. 48, above, p. 267.) 

ARTICLE 58. 

signature of The judgment given in the case of the free zones was signed 
judqment" by the judge who had presided over the hearings and delibe- 

rations in this case, with, under his signature, the words : 
"Judge acting as President" ; by the President, with the note : 
"Seen, the President of the Court", and by the Registrar. 
(The President of the Court had taken no part in the hearings 
and deliberations in the case, but he had fixed the time-limits 
in the third phase of the case and had convened the Court 
and, in general, undertaken duties not directly connected with 
the examination or solution of the case, but which, under the 
Statute and Rules, fa11 within the province of the "President 
of the Court" : see Statute, Art. 13, above, pp. 246-247.) 
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The Juclgment of June 24th, 1932, overruling the preliminary 

objection raised by the respondent government in the Memel 
case, was signed by the Vice-President of the Court, who had 
presided over the hearings and deliberations in this case in 
conformity with Article 13 of the Kules (see; above, pp. 246- 
247) ; under his signature were the words : "Acting-President". 
The President of the Court did not sign the judgment. 

In a contentious case, it was suggested, for practical reasons, Deliveryof 
that the Court's decision on a preliminary objection shouId be ajudgment. 
communicated to the Parties without awaiting the forma1 
delivery of the Court's judgment upon it. The Court, however, 
Iield that the terms of Article 58 of the Statute were explicit, 
and opposed such a proceeding. 

In the case of the free zones (third phase), the Agent of the contents of 
Swiss Government requested the Court, should it see fit, to "judgrnent. 

apprise France in its judgment of a declaration regarding the 
attitude which the Swiss Government would adopt, should the 
judgment upholcl the main Swiss contention. The Court 
recorded this declai-ation of the Swiss Government in the 
operative part of its judgment. 

RULES, ARTICLE 74. 

At the 23rd Session, two advisory cases in which the same Date of 
States were interested, were taken. The oral proceedings in delivery of 
the second were to begin before the opinion on the first had an 
been delivered. The public sitting for the delivery of the 
opinion was fixed to take place in the interval between the first 
oral statements and the replies in the second case. In this 
way it was possible, firstly, to deliver the opinion as soon as 
possible after the conclusion of the deliberations, and secondly, 
to ensure that the two interested governments were placed in 
a position of absolute equality for the purpose of the oral 
proceedings in the second case : for, by this arrangement, in 
the event of the decision in the first case having any bearing 
on the second case, the two governments would have a precisely 
equal opportunity of adducing it before the Court. 

ARTICLE 59. 

In the Judgment of June 7th, 1932, coacluding the case of A judgrnent 
the free zones, the Court maintained the opinion expressed by is binding on 
it in its Order of December 6th, 1930, namely that it would the 
be incompatible with its Statute and with its position as a 
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Court of Justice to render a judgment which would be depend- 
ent for its validity on the subsequent approval of the Parties. 

Referencesto In  its Opinion of May ~ j t h ,  1931 (Series A./B., Fasc. No. 40), 
previous the Court cited Judgment No. 12 which related to the same 
deciîions. subject. 

In its Opinion of February 4th, 1932 (Series A./B., Fasc. 
No. 44), the Coiirt referred to certain principles regarding the 
responsibility of States enunciated in its Opinion No. 15 and 
in Judgment No. 7 (pp. 24, 25). I t  also referred to the inter- 
pretation of Article 2 of the Treaty of Minorities given by it 
in Opinion No. 7 (p. 39). 

ARTICLE 63. 

Intervention. On receipt of notification of the Special Arbitration Agree- 
ment between Italy and Turkey of May 3oth, r g q ,  submitting 
to  the Court the questions which had arisen between those turo 
countries concerning the delimitation of the territorial waters 
between the island of Castellorizo and the coasts of Anatolia, 
the Registrar sent the communication provided for by Article 63 
of the Statute to the various States which had participated 
in the Treaty of Lausanne, certain provisions of which urere 
cited in the Special Agreement as the basis on which the 
Court was as1;ed to give its decision. 

For the application by analogy of Article 63 of the Statute 
in advisory procedure, see under Rules, Article 73, Xo. 1, 
paragraph 3, below, page 274. 
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SECTION II.--ADVISOR\' PROCEDURE. 

RULEÇ, ARTICLE 71, paragraph 2. 

(For the appointment of judges ad hoc in advisory cases, see Judges ad 
under Statute, Art. 31, above, p. 253.) hoc. 

In a case for advisory opinion taken at the 24th Session, Jurisdiction 
the Court decided that it was bound by the terms of the i n a d v i m r ~  
questions submitted to it by the Council and that, accordingly, 
it was inadmissible to extend the scope of advisory proceedings 
in order to comply with a desire of the interested governments 
expressed only to the Court. To do this would, in fact, be 
tantamount to allowing governments directly to refer a question 
to the Court for advisory opinion (see also Statute, Art. 36, 
above, p. 255).  

RULES, ARTICLE 73, No. 1, paragraph 2. 

The resolution of the Council of the League of Nations International 
submitting to the Court the case concerning railway traffic organiza- 
between Lithuania and Poland contained the followring para- f:E:Eh:& 
graph : furnish in- 

"The Advisory and Technical Committee for Commu- formation. 

nications and Transit is requested to provide the Court 
with any assistance it may need for the examination 
of the question submitted to it." 

With regard to this paragraph, letters were exchanged 
between the Registrar and the Secretary-General of the Com- 
mittee, from which the following points emerge : 

(a)  That it was doubtful whether the above-quoted clause 
was comparable with clauses concerning the International Labour 
Organization in other Council resolutions asking the Court for 
an opinion, because the last paragraph of Article 26 of the 
Statute does not appear in Article 27. 

(b) That the Court would have to consider a legal situation 
upon which the Committee had already pronounced its opinion 
and would therefore, in fact, be in the position of a Court of 
appeal in relation to the Committee. 

(c) That, accordingly, if observations were to be submitted 
on behalf of the Committee, these should relate exclusively 
to points of fact or points concerning the interpretation of 
the Committee's opinion. This would make it clear that the 
Committee was not appearing as a Party. 

18 
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The Court, upon the question being referred to it, held that 
it would be valuable to have the views of the Advisory 
and Technical Committee for Communications and Transit 
of the League of Nations on questions of general interest to 
be considered in connection with the advisory opinion for 
which it had been asked ; it accordingly decided on July 17th, 
1931, to forward to that Committee, through the Secretary- 
General of the League of Nations, the communication provided 
for in Article 73, paragraph 2, of the Rules. As the times 
allowed for the submission of written documents had expired 
on July 15th, 1931, the Court only heard an oral statement 
on behalf of the Committee. 

In the case for advisory opinion concerning the employment 
of women during the night, the choice of the organizations 
to which the special and direct communication provided for 
by Article 73 was to be sent, was made on the basis of 
unofficial conversations between the Registrar and the Depiity- 
Director of the International Labour Office, the request having 
been submitted a t  the instance of the International Labour 
Organization. 

RULES, ARTICLE 73, No. 1, paragraph 3. 

- 4 ~ ~ l i c a t i o n  In the advisory cases concerning Polish war vessels a t  
by Of Danzig and the treatment of Polish nationals a t  Danzig, Article 63 of 
the  s tatute ,  the same method was employed as in two previous cases: the 

special and direct communication provided for by Article 73, 
No. 1, paragraph 2, of the Rules was only sent to the 
governments directly interested, namely the Polish Govern- 
ment and the Senate of the Free City, and a letter, drawing 
their special attention to Article 73, No. 1, paragraph 3, of the 
Kules was sent to al1 States parties to the Treaty of Versailles, 
the interpretation of which might be affected. 

The same method was adopted in the advisory case con- 
cerning the employment of women during the night. The special 
and direct communication was only sent to three international 
organizations, whilst a circular letter drawing attention to 
Article 73, No. 1, paragraph 3, of the Rules was sent to the 
governments of States which had ratified the Convention 
concerning the employment of women during the night. 

To this letter, the Government of Great Britain replied that 
it wished to be represented a t  the hearings in this case. The 
Court decided to grant this request. 

RULES, ARTICLE 74. 
Delivery of (For the fixing of the date for the delivery of an opinion, 
an opinion. see Statute, Art. 58, above, p. 271.) 
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SECTION III.-OTHER ACTIVITIES. 

At the 23rd Session, the Court, which was called upon Appointment 
under clause IX of Agreement No. II concluded a t  Paris of a "eutr"' 
on April 28th, 1930, between Hungary and the Creditor Powers member of a 

mixed arbi- 
(cf. Seventh Annual Report, p. 305)) to appoint a successor tral tribunal. 
to  M. Nyholm as a member of the Hungaro-Yugoslav Mixed 
Arbitral Tribunal, decided to undertake this mission and to 
carry it out upon receipt of a request to that  effect from the 
two Governments concerned ; on Xovember j th ,  1931, it made 
the necessary appointment. 



ANALYTICAL INDEX OF SUBJECTS 
TO CHAPTER VI.  

ABBREVIATIONS : 

1. L. O. International Labour Office. 
L. N.  League o f  Nations. 

Stotute. 

ADMINISTRATIVE QUESTIONS : 
Budget 33 

33 
33 

Distinction made regarding 
articles exclusively within 
province of L. N. 

Press 

Publications 

Decisions re new Series A./B.,  
introduction and summary, 
and re Advisory Committce 
for questions concerning- 

Represcntation of Court a t  
Assembly, etc. 

l 3 = Third Annual Report. 
4 = Fourth ,, ,, . 
5 = Fifth ,, , ,  . 
6 = S i x t h  ,, ,, . 
7 = Seventh ,, ,, . 
8 = Eighth ,, ,, , i.e. the present volurne. 
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Statute. 

ASSESSORS : 

Decision re appointment and 
choice of- 26-28 

Inadmissibility of-for advisory 
procedure 26-28 

Presence of-in full Court 26-28 
Remuneration 32 
Remuneration, when sitting a t  

reqilest of Parties 26-28 
Solemn declaration by- 20 

CASES : sec Procedure (Conten- 
tious-, and Advisory-). 

CHAMBERS : 

Special : 
Application for recourse to- 

from one Party 
Election of- : see Elections. 
Labour cases ; relations with 

1. L. o. 
Summons of substitutes for- 
Transit and Communication cases 
Summary Procedure : 
Convening of members (amend- 

ment of Rule re-) 
Derogation from Rules 
Election of- : see Elections. 
Notification made by one Party ; 

presumption of acquiescence 
in-by other Party after rea- 
sonable delay 

Presidency of Chamber 
Procedural decisions 
Sessions 
Transference from-to full Court 
Urgency claim , decision re- 
Written proceedings (amendment 

of Rules re-) 
COURT (THE-) : 

Annual Report 
Communication to a govern- 

ment of information for 
inclusion in-previous to  i ts  
publication 

Appointment of additionalneutral 
members to  certain mixed 
arbitral tribunals : see "Ques- 
tions outside ordinary activi- 
ties" below. 
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Statute. Rules. 

COURT (THE-) (cont.) : 
Bulletin of- 46 - 
Communications to  and from- 44 - 

44 - 
- 71-74 

Channel of coinmunication 
with Danzig 43 (3, 4) 33 

- 71-74 
Composition of- : 

Absence of judges : see Judges ,  
Absence u~ider  various con- 
ditions. 

Assembly Resolution of Sep- 
tember 2 j th ,  1930, increas- 
ing nurnber of judges to 
fifteen 3 - 

Attendance of a judge having 
given up his seat in the 
Court for a certain case, 
a t  meetings concerning 
questions not connected with 
that  case 23 27 (4) 

Changes should not be made 
in-save for exceptional rea- 
sons 24 - 

For further stage of case 
already heard 13 - 

National Judges : see Judges, 
National. 

Principle tha t  continuity of 
session not affected by 
change in- 2 3 28 (4) 

Provision for increase 3 - 
Quorum : see tha t  title below. 
Resumption of seat on case 

by member of Court after 
absence 25 - 

Revision of Rules 30 
Vacancies, filling of- 14 I 

4-6 - 
7 - 
8-1 I - 

14 
Question raised re consti- 

tution of new Court (1931) 2 j 29 
25 30 

Conditions under which open 
to States not Members of 
L. N. 35 35 - - - ~ 

35 - 

35 - 
Decisions of- (form) 48 - 

. Pages. 
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Stat.irfe. Rules. I .ol i i t~ie .  

COURT (THE-) (coltt.) : 
Deliberations : see Procedure 

(Contentious-, aind Advisory 
-), Deliberatioris. 

Elections : see Judges, Elections. 
Establishment of- I - 3 
Expenses of- : contributions 

from Parties 35 35 3 
35 35 

- 
4 

33 
- 

5 
64 C 

Jurisdiction : 
Agreement by Parties to 

confer-not complied witli, 
a s  contrary t o  Art. 14 of 
Covenant L . N .  36 - 8 

Collection of Texts govern- 
ing- 3 6 , 3 7  - 3 
(Letters to governments) 36, 37 - 4 

neclaration of acceptance of- : 
see Parties beforecourt, States 
not Members, etc. 

Decision to abstain from sett- 
ling certain pciints 60 - 7 

Objectioris to- 36-38 38 3 
36-38 38 4 
43 (2, 3) 38 8 

in advisory pr.ocedure - 72 8 
Leave for overseas judges : see 

Judges and Lleputy- Judges, 
Holidays. 

Lists of cases for--: see 
Sessio~zs.  

Minutes of meetings : see Pro  
cedure (Contentiozts-, and 
Advisory-), Deliberations 
(Records of-). 

Orders by- : 
Application by analogy of 

Art. 57 of Çtatute 48 - 
- 

7 
57 7 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 57 of Statute and 
Art. 62 (2) of Rules, but 
not of Art. 6:2 (1, No. IO) 

of Rules 48 62 6 
57 62 6 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 58 of Statute 38 61 6 

58 - 6 
Application by analogy of 

Art. 59 of :Statute 59 - 7 
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Nt(rtote. Rules. V O ~ Z L I I L C .  
COURT (THE-) (cont.) : 

Orders by- (cont.) : 
Application by analogy of 

Art. 60 of Statute 60 - 7 
Application by analogy of 

Art. 63 of Statute 63 - 7 
Appointment of judges ad hoc : 

no reference to Art. 48 of 
Statute in- 31 - 8 

Binding force and final effect 
(Orders have no-) 48 - 6 

for conduct of cases 48 33 3 
43 (3, 4) 33 4 
48 33 4 
48 - 6 
49 - 6 

- :; 6 
- 8 

Decision rendered in form of- 48 - 6 
48 - 

- 
7 

59 7 
48 - 8 

Dissenting opinions permitted 48 - 6 
48 - 

- 
7 

57 7 
48 - 8 
55 (2) - 8 

for expert enquiry 50 - 5 
for interim protection 41 57 3 

41 57 4 
Decision that  indication of- 

should always be made by 
Court (and not by Pre- 
sident) 41 57 7 

for production of documents 49 48 3 
for terminating proceedings 38 61 5 

38 61 6 
Parties before- : see Purties. 
Practice of- : 

Decision to consider-in so far 
as not regulated by Rules 30 
See also Procedure (Conten- 

tious-), Deliberations. 
President : see President and 

Vice- President. 
Privileges granted to-, a t  scat 

of- 19 
19 

Publications of- : see Adminis- 
trative Questions, Publications. 

Pnges. 
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Statzcte. Rules. Vol?one. 
COURT (THE-) (cont.) : 

Public sitting of-to jnfoim 
public re activities since 
previous session 46 43 4 

Question of compatibility of 
terms of a special agreement 
with Statute 36-38 - 7 

36 - 8 
Questions outside ordinary acti- 

vities of- - - 
- - 

3 

- - 
4 

- - 5 

- - 
7 
8 

Quorum : 
Abstention from voting not 

to  affect- 25 30 3 
Decision to  continue deli- 

beration since absence of 
a judge does not affect- 25 29, 30 7 

25 - 8 
Decision re exclusion of judges 

ad hoc 25 30 .i 
Failiire to  obtain' prescribed- 25 30 

- 
5 

25 6 
25 30 8 

Representation of-at Assembly, 
etc. : see A d~ni~zistrative 
Questions. 

Rules of- : see Rules of Court. 
Ruling re interpretation of 

Art. 38 of Rules 36-38 38 6 
43 (2, 3) 38 8 

Seat of- 22 12, 19 3 
Sessions of- : see Sessions. 
Vacations : Resolution of Janu- 

ary 3oth, 1931 23 27 (5) 7 
Vice-President : see jDresident and 

Vice- Pre~ldent. 

(Under Statute, Art. 21, 26, 27 
and 29.) 

Time for holding of- 21 9. 14 4 

INTERIM MEASURES FOR PROTEC- 
TION : see Court (Orders of-). 



282 ANALYTICAL INDEX TO CHAPTER VI 

Statwte. Rztles. Volunte. I'uges. 
JUDGES A X D  DEPUTY-JUDGES : 

Absence, under various con- 
ditions 2 5 - 3 186-187 

25 - 4 273 
25 - 5 249-250 
25 30 j 251-252 
31 - 

- 
5 252 

25 6 284 
54 6 298 
2 3 27 (4) 7 285 
25 7 288 
2 5 29?30  7 

- 
289 

2 5 8 251 
Ad hoc : see Judges, ilTational. 
Allowances: see "Salaries" below. 
Attendances of deputies 2 5 3 3 187-188 

2 5 3 5 250-251 
25 3 7 288 

Convocation of deputies 25 3 3 187-188 
25 - 4 273-274 
2 5 3 (1) 5 250-251 
25 3 7 288 

for removal of a judge 15 2 3 176 
Presence not required for 

election of President 2 1  (1) 13 7 279-280 
Presence not required for 

revision of Rules of Court 15 2 3 176 
30 Preamble 3 193 
15 2 7 276 

- 30 7 291 
Question raised re constitution 

of new Court 2 5 29, 30 7 289 
Convocation, failure to comply 

with-by deputy 31 - 6 285 
Death of- 1 4 5 245 

- 32 5 252 
Decorationq, acceptance of-by- 16-17 - 3 178 

16-17 - 
16-17 - 
16-17 - 

Disqualification of- : see "In- 
compatibility of functions" 
below. 

Election 4-12 - 
4-6 - 

7 - 
8-11 - 

14 - 

4-6 - 

7 - 
8-11 - 
8-11 - 
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Stat?.de. Rules. l.01101te. 

JUDGES A N D  DEPUTY-. JUDGES 
(cont.) : 
Election (cont.) : 

List of candidates 7 - 7 
Nominations for-- 4-6 - 7 
Special public sitting to  

announce results 2 O 5 
External status : sec "Prece- 

7 

dence" below. 
Holidays for overseas judges 23 27 ( 5 )  

23 
Incompatibility of functions 

27 (5) 8 
16, 17 - 3 
16, 17 - 4 
16, 17 - 6 
16, 17 - 7 
17, 24 - 8 

Resolution conceirning mem- 
bership of conciliation com- 
missions 16, 17 - 

- 
7 

Withdrawal or disqualification 24 3 
24 - 

Attendance for business 
7 

during session not con- 
nected with above 23 

Comparison of Art. 17 and 
27 (4) 7 

24 of Statute 24 - 
- 

7 
Increase in numbers of- 3 3 

Assembly Resolution of Sep- 
tember zgth, IZ930, re- 3 - 7 

Indemnity : see "Salaries" below. 
Leave : see "Ho1id;iys" above. 
Pensions 32 - 

- 
3 

32 7 
Precedence 15 2 3 

External situation, negotia- 
tions and agreement re- 19 - 4 
after re-election 13 2, 13 7 

2 1  (1) 1 2 ,  13 7 
Presence for whole session 23 27 (4) 7 
Privileges 19 - 

- 
3 

19 
- 

4 
Qualifications 2 

- 
3 

2 
- 

5 
2 6 

Removal of- I 8 6 
- 

3 
18 6 

Summons of depcities for- 15 2 
- 

3 
Remuneration 32 3 

32 - 

- 
7 

Enquiry re deputies 32 
- 

3 
Resignation 14 

- 
4 

4-6 5 
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.st(ctcite. K ~ f l e s .  

JUDGES A N D  DEPUTY- JUDGES 
(cont.) : 
Right of deputies to  vote on 

certain questions 15 2 
Salarics and allowances : ex- 

judgessitting to complete acase 32 - 
Solemn declaration by- 20 5 

20 5 
Summons of deputies : see 

"Convocation" above. 
Term of office 13 

Art. 13 of Statute not appli- 
cable t a  case hardly begun 13 - 

Art. 13 of Statute not appli- 
cable re interpretation pro- 
cedure 60 66 

Art. 23 (2) of Statute not 
applicable by analogy 2 3 28 

Filling of vacancies 14 I 

4-6 - 

14 - 

4-6 - 

Principle of completion of 
cases by judges 60 66 

25 - 
After expiration of term 

of office 13 - 
13 - 

Travelling expenses 32 - 

JUDGES, NATIONAL : 
Appointment of-in place of 

deputy-judge of same nation- 
ality not present 31 - 

Attendances of- 3 1 

31 - 

35 35 
31 - 

Presence not required for 
framing orders by Court 31 - 

Prescnce not required for 
decision as to  appointment 
of another national judge 31 - 

Prescnce not required for 
decisions as  to  composition 
of Court 31 - 

Presence reqiiired for deci- 
sion re joinder of prelimin- 
ary objection to  merits 31 - 

36-38 38 
Decision of Court re-given in 

foim of an Order 31(4)  - 

Volrotte. Pages. 
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In advisory procedure : 
Art. 31 of Statute applicab!e 

Change in practice of Court 
re notifications iinder Art. 31 
of Statute 

Criterion for decision re- ; 
Art. 71 ( 2 )  of liules applic- 
able 

Modification of practice 
Reniinciation by Parties of 

right under Art. 31 
(Art. 31 previously held 

inapplicable) 

Question of ari "existing dispute" 
Question of "Parties in the same 

interest" 
Quorum not to  include- 
Remunerat ion of- 
Solemn declaration by- 

ORAL PROCEDURE : sec Procedzire. 

Admissibility of- : 
Applications from Hcimatlosen 
Applications from other priv- 

a te  persons 
Communication from a non- 

governmental institution 
Agents : ree "Representatives" 

below. 
Agreement termiiiating pro- 

cecdings 

Non-pi~blication o f-by Court 
Agreement to confer jurisdiction 

to the Court 
Assist Ccmmittee of Experts 
Communication of result of 

Court's deliberaticn to- 

Niimber of copies supplied 
Consent obtained rc members 

of Court continuing t o  sit 
in spite of absence from 
hearings 
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Stuizite. 

PARTIES BEFORE COURT (cont.) : 
Contributions from- 35 

3 5 - - 

35 
Costs to be paid by-, decisions 

~ e -  64 

Documents transmitted to- 
64 

(petitions from private sour- 
ces) 

Failure of-to appear 
43 (5) 
53 

J 3  
International organizations 

likelv to be able to furnish 
information - 

Modification of Rules ~ r o ~ o s e d  
I I  

by- 43 
Obiection to admissibilitv of 

Rules. L701?iine. Pages. 

jrguments not allowed 52  - 8 
Oral statement only, made by 

an international organization - 73 8 
Order of pleading 43 (5) 46 4 

43 (5) 46 

Producticn of new evidence 
43 (5) 46 

by- 48 33 7 
43 (2, 3) 40 (1) 8 

Acceptance of information 
after closure of hearings 
without prejudice to proce- 
dure to be adopted 49 48 8 

49 45 8 
Production of secret documents 

by- 48 47 
- 

4 
(Not admitted) 52 6 

Publication of documents of 
procedure by- 2 1  (2) 24, 42 6 

21 ( 2 )  24, 42 7 
Questions put to Agents by 

judges during hearings - 71-74 7 
43 (5) - 7 
43 ( 5 )  - 8 

Renunciation of right to  appoint 
national judges in advisory 
~~rocedure 71 

Representation of- 
5 

42 35 3 
42 35 4 
42 35 7 

Absence of an Agent and dele- 
gation of powers to deputy 42 8 
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Stutwte. K~cles. 

PARTIES BEFORE COURT (cont.) : 
Representation of-. (cont.) : 

Agents should have neces- 
sary powers re questions of 
procedure 42 - 

Appointments of ilgents should 
be contained iiî application 40 35 

Requests made to-for addi- 
tional information 48 47 

49 48 
43 (5) - 

Residence of Agerits 

4 2  
States Members of 1,. N., ctc. 35 

35 
States not Members, etc. 35 

35 
35 

Declaration of acceptance of 
Court's jurisdiction by- 3 j 

Submissions by- (Amendment 
35 ( 2 )  

of-during hearings) 
In advisory proc6,dure 

48 

Order of Court calling for 
48 

additional- 49 
Timc-limit for prescntation 

of- (point reserved) 
Withdrawal of- 

48 
40 

Time for preparation of oral argu- 
ments : see "Proceedings (Oral-)" 
undcr Procedure (conte~ztious). 

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT : 
Acting President 

Signs judgment con case for 
which he has presided 

Duties of Vice-President 

Signs judgment on case for 
which he has presided 

Election 

Before solemn declarations 
Modification in time of 

holding- 
Presence of depu-ties not re- 

quired for- 
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Stntwte. K ~ i l e s .  t e .  Z'arres. 

PRESIDEKT A N D  VICE-PRESIDENT 
(cont.) : 
Powers and duties of President : 

Approval of Budget : see 
Administrative Questions, 
Budget. 

Casting vote 55 (2) 13 3 216 
55 (2) 13 (2) 4 291 
55 (2) - 6 299 
55 (2) - 7 2 98 

Provision re clection of De- 
puty-Rcgistrar deleted 21 (2 )  17 7 2 80 

Control of correction and 
revision of oral procedure 43 (5) 54 7 295 

Control of hearings 45 29 3 208-209 
General 21 (1) 12 7 279 
Orders made : 

Appointing Expert Com- 
mittee 50 - 5 25s 

Closing session 2 5 30 5 251-252 
45 10, 29 5 

- 
257 

48 5 258 
In absence of Court 48 33 3 210 

41 57 3 204 
43 (2, 3) 38 8 260 
48 - 8 267 

In absence of quorum 2 3 2 8 5 248 
Terniinating expert enquiry 38 61 6 288 

Replacement of-, if of na- 
tionality of Party to case 24 - 3 186 

2 1  (1) 13 8 247 
Residence 22 I2,19 3 183 

21 (1) 12  7 279 
Revision of Art. 57 of Rulcs 

re indication of measures of 
protection by- 

Summons of extraordinary ses- 
sions 

Term of officc 
Requests addresscd to  President 

(re appointment of arbitrators, 
etc.) 

Retiring President 

Amendment re special pre- 
cedencc deleted 

To preside over further stage 
of case already begun 

Vacation 
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Application instituting proceed- 
ings : see "Institution of pro- 
ceedings" below. 

Communication with govern- 
ments 

Deliberations : 
Method of proccdure 

Preliminary discussion not part 
of deliberation proper 

Kecords of- 

Declaration inse1 ted in- 
Resiilt of-cannot be made 

known unofficially 

Dissenting opinions : see "Judg- 
ment" and "Orders" below. 

Evidence and wit~iesses : 
Application by analogy of 

Rule 47 
Communication of evidence to 

Parties 
Discarding of evidence signed 

by proxy 
Enquiries, experts 

Examination of witnesses 
Exclusion of- 

Objections to-by Parties 

Orders of Court for produc- 
tion of- 

Refusa1 to  receive furtlier 

Request granted for time to  
produce new evidencc 
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Statute. Rules. Volume. 

PROCEDURE (COBTENTIOUS) 
(cont.) : 
Evidence and witnesses (cont.) : 

Requests for production of 
additional documents 48 47 4 

49 48 4 
43(5)  - 7 
43 (2, 31 40 (1) 8 43 (5) - 
49 48 8 

Secret documents and records, 
production of- 46 43 3 
Access to- 48 47 4 

48 47 6 
Solemn declaration and pro- 

fessional secrecy 51 50 3 
Time allowed for examination 

of new documents produced 48 45 6 
Withdrawal of exhibit attached 

to  written proceedings 43 (2) 33, 40 6 
Hearings : 

Control of- 45 29 3 
45 10, 2 9  5 

Closure of- 54 31 3 
54 31 4 

General procedure 43 (1) 32 3 
Publicity or secrecy of- 46 43 

- 
3 

46 4 
Records of- 47 55 3 

Institution of proceedings : 
Application 40 36 3 

Contents required in- 40 35 8 
Joinder of applications 40 36 3 
Withdrawal of- 40 6 I 5 

Special Agreement 40 36 3 
43 (2) 39 4 

Compatibility of terms of- 
with Statute 36-38 - 7 

36 - 8 
Irregularity of- 48 - 6 
Modification of time-limits 

fixed by- 43 (3, 4) 33 7 
Interim protection : 

Decisions re- ; revision of 
Art. 57 of Rules 41 5 7 7 

Officia1 communication of 
documents to  L. N. 41 - 6 

Order 41 - 3 
41 57 4 

Pages. 
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Statute. Rules. Volume. 
PROCEDURE (CONTENTIOUS) 

(cont.) : 
Interpretation : sec' below 

"Judgment", "Orders", and 
"Languages", etc. 

Intervention : 
Construction of convention 63 60 

- 
3 

63 8 
Interpretation of Art. 63 of 

Statute 63 - 7 
Legal interest 62 58 3 

Joinder of prelimiinary objec- 
tions to  merits : see "Objec- 
tions to  jurisdic:tionH below. 

Judgment : 
Binding force and weight of 

precedents 59 64 3 
59 64 4 
59 6 
59 -- 8 

By consent 38 61 3 
38 61 5 

Contents of- 56 62 3 
Declaration bji a govern- 

ment recorded in- 58 62 8 
Declaratory 63 62 3 
Delivery and communication 

of- 58 63 ,65  3 
58 63, 65 4 
58 - 8 

Exception to iisual practice 58 63 6 
Dissenting opinions 57 62, 31 3 

Reading in public 57 - 4 
Submission of-- 57 62 4 

Interpretation ancl revision of- 60 66 3 
60 66 4 
60 66 5 

(Application b'j analogy of 
Rule 38) 60 66 4 

Majority 55 (1) 62 3 
Parallel preparati'on of-in two 

similar cases 54 - 6 
Signature of- 58 - 8 
Translation : see "Languages 

used before Court" below. 
Voting on- 55 13 (2) 2 

55 (2) - 
Languages used before Court 39 37, 44 3 

39 - 4 
Interpretation 39 44 4 

39 44 6 

Pages. 
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Strrtritr. Htrles. V o l ~ o ~ c e .  Z'o!les. 
PROCEDURE (CONTENTIOUS) 

(cont.) : 
Languages used before Court 

(cont.) : 
Translation 39 37 4 277 

39 (2) - 6 289 
Use of one language only 39 37 6 289 

Minutes : see "Deliberations", 
Records of--, and "Hearings", 
Records of-. 

Notification made by onr P a r t y ;  
presumption of acquiescence 
in-after reasonable delay 43 (3, 4) 33 3 206-207 

Notification to Council L. N. of 
measures re interim protection 41 - 6 290 

Notification to Statcs 1:ot 
Members of L. N . ,  etc. 35 36 3 198-199 

35 - 6 287 
Objections to jurisdiction, etc. 36 38 3 199-200 

Joinder to merits of case 36-38 38 4 276 
36-38 38 5 253-254 

Ruling of Court re interpre- 
tation of Art. 38 of Rules 36-38 38 6 287-288 

43 (2, 3) 38 8 260 
Urgency of proceedings 36-38 38 4 276 

43 (2. 3) 38 8 260 
Orders bv Court or President : 

~ ~ ~ l i c a t i o n  by analogy of 
Art. 57 of Statute and Art. 
62 (2) of Rules 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 57 of Statute 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 58 of Statute 

Application by analogy of 
Art. jg of Statute 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 60 of Statute 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 63 of Statute 

Closure of session 

Decision rendered in form of- 

Dissenting opinions permitted 
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Stat.ufe. Rules. C I O I ~ L ) I L C .  Pages. 

PROC EDURE (CONTENTIOUS) 
(cont.) : 
Orders (cont.) : 

Expert enquiry 
For conduct of cases 

For iiiterim protection 
For production of documents 
Publication of- 
Terminating proceedings in 

cases 

Preliminary objection : 
see "Objections to jurisdic- 
tion" above. 

Proceedings 

Oral : 
Additional documcnts cited 

during- (cc~mmunication 
of-) 

Amendment of original sub- 
missions during pleadings 

Exclusion of publications 
submitted as evidence 
at- 

Fixing of date 
Modifications of- 

Agreement bt tween Agents 
for delrtion of certain 
expressions 

Delegation of powers re 
control of--to Presidcnt 

Niimber of spec'ches allowrd 
Order of pleacling 

Questions put to Agents 
during hearings 

Recording of- 
Expenses oil additional 

corrections 
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Siutute. Rules. Volume. 

PROCEDURE (CONTENTIOUS) (cont.) : 

Proceedings (cont .) : 

Oral (cont.) : 

Time for preparation granted 48 33 3 
48 33 6 
48 45 6 

(After last oral state- 
ment by opposing side) 48 33 7 

43 (5) 33 8 
Written : 

Certification of documents 43 34 8 
Communication of- 43 (3j4)  - 3 

21 (2) 24, 42 7 
4 3 ( 2 > 3 )  33 (1 )  8 

To States other than 
Parties in case 35 42 (1) 5 

21 (2) 24, 42 7 
43 (2, 3) 42 (2. 3) ; 

To Press 21 (2) 24, 42 
21 (2) 24, 42 7 
43 ( 2 7  3) 42 (2, 3) 8 

Composition of- 43 (2) 341 39j40 3 
Corrected and additional 

documents 43 (3, 4) 33 4 
43 (2) 35 4 
43 (2) 339 40 6 

Documents in support of- : 
Filing of-with list 43 (2, 3) 40 8 

43 (2, 3) 42 (2, 3) 8 
Inaccuracies in- 43 (2, 3) 40 8 

Institution of proceedings : 
see that title above. 

Number of copies to be filed 43 (2) 33, 34 6 
Option to submit second 

statement 43 (2, 3) 39 8 
Printing of documents by 

Court 43 (2) 33, 34 4 
43 (2) 339 34 5 

List 43 (2) 33, 34 6 
43 (2) 331 34 7 
43 (2, 3) 34 8 

Party concerned agrees to 
bear whole expense in- 
volved 43 (2) 33, 34 7 

Publication of- : see 
"Communication" . above. 
Time-limits for- : see 

below. 
Withdrawal of documents 

by Parties 43 (2) 347 39J40 3 

Payes. 
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Statzafe. Rules. Volzrnze. 
PROCEDURE (CONTENTIOUS) P CO^.) : 

Proceedings (cont .) : 
Written (cont.) : 

Termination of proceedings : 
By agreement between 

Parties 38 61 5 
38 61 6 

By withdrawal of appli- 
cation 38 61 5 

Variation of-under special 
agreement 43 (2) 39 4 

Protection : see In ter im pro- 
tection. 

Representation of Parties 42 35 3 
42 35 4 

Residence of Agerits of Parties 42 35 3 
42 35 4 

Revision : see "Interpretation", 
etc., under Jzddgment. 

Sessions : see that title. 
Special agreement : see 

"Institution of Proceedings" 
above. 

Submissions by Parties : see 
Parties before Court. 

Summary procedure : sec 
Chambers. 

Termination of proceedings by 
agreement between Parties 36 61 8 

Time-limits and extension of time 43 (3, 4) 33 3 
48 33 3 
43 (3, 4) 33 4 
43 (1) 32 5 
43 (31 4) 33 5 
43 (3) 4) 33 7 
43 (2, 3) 33 (1) 8 48 - Alternative dates 

PROCEDURE : 
B .-Advisory. 

Advisory opinions : 
Communication of-to L. N: 
Competence to  give and 

right to  refuse- 
Delivery and communication 

of- 

Notification of- 
Precedents, value given to- 

295 
Pages. 
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Stahcfe. 121~1~s. V01to11e. 

PROCEDURE (AIIVISORY) (cont.) : 
Advisory opinions (cont.) : 

Refusa1 to  accept docu- 
ment iiivolving post- 
ponement of delivery of- 23 [z) - 3 

Application by analogy of 
Statute and Rules : 
Rules : 

General 73 3 
-4rt. 23, 34, 37, 40 and 47 - 73 4 
Art. 28 23 28 5 

23 28 
- 

7 
-4rt. 32 73 6 
Art. 34 43 (2) 33, 34 6 
Art. 40 43 (2, 3) 40 8 
Art. 42 43 (2, 3) 42 (2,  3) 8 

Statute : 
Art. 17 17 - 

- 
7 

Art. 23 23 
- 

3 
71-74 6 

23 28 
- 

7 
Art. 24 24 

- 
7 

Art. 26 26-28 3 
Art. 31 (admissibility of 

national judges in ad- 
visory procedure) 31 71 4 

31 
Art. 43 

7' (2) 5 
- 73 

Art. 48 48 - S 
Art. 62 and 63 (inapplicable 

in advisory procedure) - 73 3 
Art. 63 - 71-74 7 

73 7 
- 73 (1, 2) 8 

Assessors, presence of- 26-28 7 3 
Communication with govern- 

ments 44 - 6 
- 73 6 

(Channel of communication 
with Danzig) 43 (3, 4) 33 

- 7 
71, 74 7 

D2liberations on cases (method 
of procedure) 54 31 3 

54 5 
54 31 7 
54 31 (1) 8 

Record of- 54 31 7 
54 

Declaration inserted in- 54 
31 (6) 8 
31 (6) 8 

Dissenting opinions 57 62, 31 3 
Keading in public 57 4 
Submission of- 57 71 4 
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S t ( i t . i ~ t p .  Ihiles. I.oh~?)ie. 

PROCEDURE (ADVISORY) (cont.) : 
Evidence : 

Acceptance of--, after ex- 
piration of time-limit 52 - 3 

Acceptance of information 
received after conclusion 
of hearings without pre- 
judice to procedure to be 
adopted 49 48 8 

Questions put to  Agents 
by  judges during hear- 
ings : see "'Proceedings", 
Oral-, belovri. 

Refusa1 to accept further-- 52  - 3 
Request for production of 

additional documents and 
information 49 48 8 

Request granted for time 
to produce new- 48 33 7 

43 (5) - 8 
Secret documents, access 

to- 48 47 6 
Expenses, reimbursement of- 

to government, for sup- 
plying of information 64 56 3 

Experts, siirnmon.~ of- 43 46 3 
51 51 3 

Hearings : 
Control of-, by President 45 29 3 
Decisions re granting of- - 73 3 

2 3 28 8 
Questions put to  Agents 

by judges during- : see 
"Proceedings", Oral, 
below. 

Intervention 62 59 3 
- 71-74 6 

Application by analogy of 
Art. 63 of Statute - 73 (1, 3) 8 

Construction of convention - 71-74 7 
- 

- 
73 7 
73 (1, 2) 8 

Languages used before Court 39 37, 44 3 
39 37 4 

National judges : 
Admissibility of-in- - 71 3 

- 71 4 
7' (2) ; 

31 71 (2) 
Renunciation of  right to 

appoint- - 71 5 

"97 
Parles. 
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Statute. k'ules. 

PROCEDURE (ADVISORY) (cont.) : 
Orders by Court or President : 

Appointment of judges ad 
hoc;  no reference to Art. 
48 of Statute 31 (4) 71 (2) 

Conduct of cases 43 33 
48 - 

Decision rendered in form 
of- 48 - 

Dissenting opinions pcr- 
mitted 48 - 

55 (2) - 

Organizations (International), 
admission of evidence from- 34 - 

- 73 
Proceedings : 

Oral : 
Absence of a judge 25 - 0 

Admission of- - 73 
Date of- 43 (5) 33 

43 (5) 41 
Decision not to hold- 

(with reservation) - 71-74 
Fixing of- ; modification 

of Rules 43 (5) 41 
Modifications in record 

of- : 
Corrections allowed in 

printed text 43 (5) 54 (3) 
Delegation of powers 

re control to Pre- 
sident 43 (5) 54 

Number of speeches allowed : 
request granted for sub- 
mission of short statement 
after oral rejoinder - 71-74 

Option converted to obli- 
gation - 73 

Order of hearing 43 (5) 46 

Questions put to Agents 
43 (5) 46 

by judges during liearing 43 (5) - 
- 71-74 
43 (5) - 

Re-opening of-under con- 
sideration - 71-74 

Submissions a t  conclusion 
of oral statements (appli- 
cation by analogy of 
Art. 48 of Statute) 48 - 
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Statz~tp. Rules. VoEu~rte. 
PROCEDURE (ADVISORY) (cont.) : 

Proceedings (cont .) : 
Oral (cont.) : 

Time for preparation 
granted 
(After last oral state- 

ment by opposing side) 48 33 7 
43 (5) 33 8 

Written : 
Additional copies filcd 43 34 8 
Admission of-- - 73 3 

- 
- 

73 4 
73 6 

Certification of- 43 34 8 
Communication of- 43 (3, 4) 42 

- 3 
73 6 

21 (2) 24, 42 7 
43 ( 2 9  3) 42 (29 3) 8 

To Press 2 1  (2) 24, 42 7 
43 ( 2 7  3) 42 (2, 3) 8 

Decisions re acceptance of- - 
- 

73 3 
73 6 

Direct exchange of mem- 
oranda betureen govern- 
ments - 73 3 

- 73 6 
Documents in support : 

Application by analogy 
of Art. 40 in advisory 
proceedingç 43 (2, 3) 40 8 

Inaccuracies in- 43 (2) 40 8 
Failure to comply with 

Rules r e  submission 43 (39 4) 33 4 
Number of copies to be 

filed 43 (2) 33, 34 6 
Option to submit second 

statement - 71-74 7 
43 (2, 3) 33 (1) 8 

Printing of documents by 
Court (list) 43 (2) 33, 34 6 

43 33, 34 
43 (2, 3) 34 

Request to make oral or 
E 

written statement after 
conclusion of oral rejoinder - 71-74 7 

Requests for advisory 
opinions : 
Court bound by terms of 

question submitted 36 72 8 
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St«titte. 1Zules. T701ur~re. I'ages. 

PROCEDURE (ADVISORY) (cont.) : 
Proceedings (Written-) (cont .) : 

Requests, etc. (cont.) : 
Exact formulation of 

question by Court - 72 5 262 
Inclusion of questions in 

list for session (inter- 
pretation of Rules, 
Art. 28) 23 28 5 248 

Notification of- 35 
- 

36, 42 3 198-199 
73 3 222-223 

Postponement incompat- 
iblc with Art. 23 of 
Statute 71-74 6 301-302 

Time-limits and extension 
of time 43 (3, 4) 33 3 205-207 

43 (3, 4) 33 4 281-285 
43 (37 4) 33 
- 

7 295 
73 7 303-304 

43 (2, 3) 33 (1) 8 257 
PROVISIONAL MEASURES : 

See Court, Orders by-for in- 
terim protection. 

REGISTRAR AND DEPUTY-REGIS- 
TRAR : 
Appointment 21 (2, 3) 17 3 180-181 

21 (2, 3) 17 5 247 
New Deputy-Registrar 21 (2) 17 7 281 

Decorations. acceptance of- 
by- 16, 17 - 3 

16, 17 - 
178 

4 270 
16, 17 - 5 246 

Duties 2 1 26 3 183 
2 1  (2, 3) - 5 246-247 
2 1  (2) 24, 42 7 280-281, 

282-283 
Holidays 2 2 19 7 283 
Pension 32 - 3 194 
Presence of-at private meet- 

ings 54 31 3 215 
Representation of Court by- : 

see =Idmi.nistrative Questions. 
Reelection 21 (2) 17 6 283-284 
Reeligibility of Registrar 2 1  (2, 3) 17 5 247 
Residence 2 2 12, 19 3 183 

2 2 19 7 283 
Salary 32 - 3 193 

32 (6) - 6 2 86 
Substitutes for-, during 

absence 21 2 2 3 182 
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Stnttnte. Rules. 
REGI~TRY : 

Administrative Tribunal L. N .  21 21 
Appointments 21 20 

2 1 20 
Decision not to m,ake appoint- 

ment provided for in Budget 21 (2) 20 
"Persona1 Assistant to Regis- 

trar" 21 (2) 20 
Ilccorations, acceptance of-by 

members 16, 17 - 
External status of higher officiais 19 - 
Intcrpreters, presence (if-at 

private meetings 54 31 
Privileges of officials 19 - 

- 

Promotion of an official to new 
19 

category 21 (2) 20 
Regulations for- 2 I 2 1 

Amendments appi-oved 2 1 ( 2 )  21 
Exception re leave- 21 20 

Salaries 2 1 21 
Reduction in- 2 1 21 

Sickness expenses 21 21 
Stabilization 21 (2, 3) 2.1 
Staff Providrnt Fund (L. N.) 21 21 

3 2  - 

KULES OF COURT: 
Statirte. 

Numerical list, wi1.h reference 
to  articles of Statute on whicli 
they depend : 

Articles I 14 
2 15 
f > 3 1 
, , 13 
> I 15 
3 25 
:, (1) 25 
> 9 2 5 
4 2 5 
> > 31 
5 2 0 
> > 3 1 
> > 20 
6 18 
7 26-28 
8 20 

9 2 2 
, , 
9, IO and II  

22 (1) 
21 

1 O 45 
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Stutute. Volume. Pages. 

RULES OF COURT R CO^.) : 
Articles II 2 1  (1) 7 279 

1 2  2 2 3 183 
7 9 21 (1) 7 279 
13 2 1 3 180 
, , 24 3 186 
I > 13 7 276 
, > 8 246-247 
, , & (1) 7 279-280 
, , ,, (,,) 8 247-248 
, ,  (2) 55 (2) 3 216 
7 ,  (,,) 55 (2) 4 291 
14 26-29 3 190 
15 and 16 26-28 3 190 
17 21 (2, 3) 5 247 
, , 21 (2) 6 283-284 
, , 2 1  (2) 7 280-281 
,, and 18 2 1  (2, 3) 3 180-181 
19 22 3 183 
> > 22 7 283 
2 O 2 1  (2) 7 282 
20-21 2 1 4 271-272 
2 1 2 1  (2, 3) 5 247 

,> 21 (2) 7 282 
20-26 2 1  (2, 3) 3 180-183 
24 21 (2) 6 284 

,> 21 (2) a 280-283 
2 1  (2) 248 & and 28 23 3 183-185 

27 23 7 284-286 
27 (1) 23 8 249 
27 (3) 23 8 249 
27 (5) 23 8 249-250 
28 23 (2) 4 272-273 

> >  23 5 248 
23 7 283, 286 

,, (4) 23 8 250 
29 45 3 2 O9 
, 45 5 257 

> >  2 5 7 289 
30 25 3 188 

I >  2 5 5 251-252 
> f  2 5 I 289 
> >  25 252 
31 54 3 214-216 

57 3 217 
54 4 289-290 

I >  54 7 297-298 
,, (1) 54 8 269 
9 ,  (6) 54 8 269-270 
32 43 (1) 3 205 
i> 43 (1) 5 255 
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Statute. Volume. Panes. 

RULES OF COURT (cont.) : 
Articles 33 43 (3J 4) 3 205-207 

,, 43 (2) 4 279-281 
, > 43 (3, 4) 4 281-285 
> >  43 (3, 4) 5 256-257 

48 4 287 
43 (2) 6 290-291 
48 (2) 6 296 
43 (3, 4) 7 295 
48 7 297 
43 (5) 8 263-264 

9 l  (1) 43 (2, 3) 8 257-258 
l J  (2) 43 ( 2 9  3) 8 258-259 
,, and 34 43 (2) 5 256 
, ,  , ,  ,, 43 (2) 6 291 
> f  >, > >  43 (2) 7 294 
34 43 3 205 
, ,  43 (2) 4 279-281 

35 26-28 3 190 
29 3 190 

, 35 3 197-198 
40 3 202 

42 3 204-205 
35 4 276 
42 4 278-279 
42 7 293-294 
40 8 i k  256 
35 3 198-199 

,, 40 3 202-203 
37 39 3 200-201 

39 4 277 
39 6 

3'8 
289 

36-38 3 199-200 
> >  36-38 4 276-277 

36-38 5 253-254 
, , 36-38 6 287-288 

36 8 
8 

256 
43 ( 2 ,  3) 260 

39 43 (2) 3 205 
43 (2) 4 281 
43 (2, 3) 8 261 

40 43 (2) 3 205 
, ,  40 6 289-290 

43 ( 2 )  6 290-291 
43 (2, 3) 8 261 

41 43 (5) 3 207 
I > 43 (5) 7 

8 
296 

43 (5) 264 
42 35 3 158-199 

43 (3, 4) 3 205 
> I 63 3 220  

21 (2) 6 284 
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RCLES OF COURT (cont . )  : 
Articles 42 

INDEX TO CHAPTEK VI 

&'f<ltllt?. ~ ~ 0 ~ 1 6 1 1 1 <  
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Stutwfr. Vol?o~ie .  Purles. 

RULES OF COURT (cont.) : 

Articles 62 57 3 216-217 
> > 5 7 4 291 
> I 5 7 6 

8 
299 

5 j 5 8 271 
58 3 217 

, , 58 4 292 
> , 5 8 6 299 

5 i  5s 7 298 
59 3 217-218 

> > 59 4 292-293 
65 5 8 3 217 
, , 5s 4 202 

56 
46 
60, 61 

7 296 
3 218-219 

, , 60 4 293-295 
60 5 260 

5 ; '9 3 190 
68-70 29 3 191 
71 - 3 see 222,  

223-223 
71 (2) 31 9 253 
71-74 2 3 6 301 

>>-,, 43 6 301 
72 - 3 see 222 

73 35 3 '98-199 
> > 

- 3 sce also 
224-226 

74 - 3 sce 226- 
227 

,, 5 8 8 271 

Amendment to-, admission of 
national judges in advisory 
procedure - 

Revision of- : 
Judge consulted re amend- 

ment proposed a t  second 
reading after liis departurc 25 

Method adopted for- 30 
I l  , , ('931) 30 

Minutes, method of recording 54 
30 

Summons of cleputjr-judges 
54 

for- (not necessary) 15 

29, 30 7 
Preamble 3 
- 7 
31 3 
- 7 
31 7 

2 3 
Preamble 3 

2 7 
7 
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.Stut,ute. Rules. Volume. 

SESSIONS : 
Pages. 

Administrative questions 

Annual : see Ordinary. 
Application by analogy of Art. 23 

of Statute 
Application by analogy of Art. 23 

( 2 )  of Statute unnecessary 
Closure by presidential order : 

see President, Orders made 
by-. 

Extraordinary : 
Avoidance of- 
Summons of- 

Postponement of cases on 
account of failure to 
obtain quorum 

Interruption of- 
Lists of cases for-: 

General List 
Inc!usion of new cases in- 

Cases for advisory opinion 
to  be treated in same 
w-ay as contentious cases 

Interprctation of Rules, Art. 28, 
reference inclusion of ques- 
tions for advisory opinion 

Order of cases in- 
Priority on account of urgency 

of request 
Removal of case or question 

from- 

Revision of Rules, Art. 28 
considered 

Treatment of question of juris- 
diction apart from merits 

Urgency of proceedings re 
preliminary objections 

Ordinary : 
Administrative decisions 

made at- 
Date of-- 
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Statute. Rules. Volume. Pages. 

SESSIONS (cont.) : 
Ordinary (cmt.) : 

Postponement of- 23 (1, 2 )  27, 28 3 183-185 
Postponement of case incom- 

patible with Art. 23 of 
Statute - 71-74 6 301 

Postponement of' first public 
meeting 23 - 6 284 

23 27 (1)  8 249 
Revision of Ruiles, Art. 27 

considered 23 (2 )  - 3 185 
Permanent : incompatible with 

Art. 23 of Statute 23 27 (1)  7 284 
Principle that  continuity of 

session not affected by change 
in composition of Court 23 28 (4) 8 250 

Revision bf Rules : 
Art. 28 of Rules considered 23 28 7 .  286 

WRITTEN PROCEDURF : sec Proce- 
dure. 



CHAPTEK VII. 

PUBLICATIONS O F  THE COURT. 

(See Sixth Annual Report, p. 327.) Questions of 
printing. 

A new edition of the catalogue (No. 9) was issued incatalogues. 
hIarch 1932. Like preceding editions, i t  has been widely 
circulated by the Publishers of the Court's publications and 
by Agents for their sale, as also by the Publications Service 
of the League of Nations. Furthermore, it has been inserted 
in various European and American legal reviews, as also in 
one of the volumes of an important digest of jurisprudence 
recently published in Germany. 

Up till January ~ s t ,  1931, the Court's publications were 
issued in the six following series : 

Sevies A. : Collection of Judgments. 
,, B. : Collection of Advisory Opinions. 
, C. : Acts a.nd Documents relating to Judgments and 

Advisory Opinions given by the Court. 
,, 1). : Acts and Documents concerning the organization 

of the Court. 
,, E. : The Coiirt's Annual Reports. 
,, F. : General Indexes. 

Series of 
Publications. 

On Februüry Z I S ~ ,  1931, the Permanent Court of Inter- The Series 

national Justice adopted a new draft of Article 65 of its ;bea::w:zk", 
Rules providing for the combination in a single series (A./B.) A . p .  



of the judgments, orders, and advisory opinions delivered by 
it which hitherto had been divided into Series A. (Judgments) 
and Series B. (Opinions). 

The fascicules of the new Series A./B. can be coiiected 
into annual volumes ; to facilitate reference to these volumes, 
the fascicules bear two page numbers, one (at the bottom of 
the page) referring to the fascicule, and the other (at the top) 
referring to the annual volume. The last fascicule of each 
year is accompanied by an index designed to facilitate refer- 
ence to the text of judgments and opinions, similar to that 
formerly appended to Chapters IVland V of the Annual Reports. 

Furthermore, the text of each judgment or advisory opinion 
is hencefonvard preceded by a summary, such as is given 
in the introduction to Chapters IV and V of the present 
volume (pp. 161-176). 

The table given below of judgments, orders and advisory 
opinions published since the establishment of the Court indi- 
cates firstly the numbering employed for the fascicules of 
Series A. and B. before the creation of the new Series A./B., 
and secondly, opposite this, the numbers according to the 
new system of grouping. This table thus explains how it is 
that the first fascicule of the new Series A./B. (Advisory Opin- 
ion of May 15th, 1931) is numbered 40.1 

SERIES A./B.- Judgments, Orders and Advisory Opinions. 

New Old 
numbering. numbering l. Short title of  Cases. 

I B I DESIGNATION OF THE WORKERS' DELE- 
GATE FOR THE NETHERLANDS at the 
Third Session of the International 
Labour Conference. 

2 B 2 COMPETENCE OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
and 3 LABOUR ORGANIZATION (persons employed 

in agriculture, and methods of agricul- 
tural production). 

3 B 4 NATIONALITY DECREES ISSUED IN TUNIS 
A N D  MOROCCO (French zone). 

4 B 5 STATUTE OF EASTERN CARELIA. 

5 A I THE S.S. "WIMBLEDON". 

l A : Judgment or Order (Series A.). 
B : Advisory Opinion (Series B.). 
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2 1 .4 9 
(Judgment No. 8.) 

Slzort title of Cases. 

QUESTIONS RELATING T O  SETTLERS O F  
GERMAN ORIGIN I N  T H E  TERRITORY 
C E D E D  B Y  GERMANY T O  POLAND. 

QUESTION CONCERNIKG T H E  ACQUISITIO?; 
O F  POLISH NATIOWALITY. 

DELIMITATIOX O F  T H E  POLISH-CZECHO- 
SLOVAKIAN FRONTIER (question of Jawor- 
zina) . 
T H E  MAVROMMATIS PALESTIKE CONCES- 
SIONS. 

THE MOXASTERY OF SAINT-NAOUM (Alba- 
nian frontier). 

TREATY OF KEUILLY, ARTICLE 179, 
AKPIEX, PARAGRAPH 4 (interpretation). 

EXCHAKGE O F  G R E E K  AND TURKISH 
POPULATIONS. 

INTERPRETATION O F  JUDGMENT NO. 3. 

T H E  BIAVROMMATIS JERUSALEM CONCES- 
SIONS. 

POLISH POSTAL SERVICE I N  DANZIG. 

CASE CONCERNING CERTAIN GERMAN 
INTERESTS  I N  POLISH U P P E R  SILESIA 
(question of j z t r i s d i c t i o n ) .  

INTERPRETATION O F  ARTICLE 3, PARA- 
GRAPH 2, O F  T H E  TREATY O F  LAUSANNE 
(frontier between Turkey and Iraq). 

CASE COKCERKING CERTAIN GERMAS 
INTERESTS  I N  POLISH C'PPER SILESIA 
(merits) . 
COMPETENCE O F  T H E  INTERKATlONrlL 
LABOCR ORGANIZATION (persona1 work 
of the employer). 

DENC'NCIATION O F  T H E  TREATY O F  
NOVEMBER znd, 1865, BETWEEN CHINA 
AND B ~ ~ G ~ u h f . - O r d e r s  : Question of 
measures of interim protection. 

CASE CONCERNIKG T H E  FACTORY AT 
CHORZOW (claim for indemnity-juris- 
diction). 

22 .A I O  
(Judgment No. 9.) 

T H E  "LOTUS" CASE. 



- 7  

I\ e w  Old 
~ z z t m b e r i n g .  ~ t u r n b e r i r z g .  

Short title of Cases. 

23 i\ II CASE O F  T H E  READrlPTATION O F  THE 
(Judgment NO. IO.) MAVROMMATIS JERUSALEM CONCESSIONS 

( j z w i s d i c t i o ? ~ ) .  

24 A 1 2  CASE CONCERNING T H E  FACTORY AT 
CHORZOW (indemnities).-Order : Ques- 
tion of measures of interim protection. 

25 H 14 JCRISDICTION O F  T H E  EUROPE.4N COM- 
hIISSION O F  T H E  DANUBE BETWEEN 
GAL-kTZ AKD BRAILA. 

2 6 .% 13 INTERPRETATION OF JUDGMENTS NOS. 7 
(Judgment No. I I . )  A N D  8 (Factory at Chorzow). 

27 A 14 DENUNCIATION O F  THE TREATY O F  
XOVEMBER znd, 1865, BETWEEN CHIKA 
A S D  B E L G I U M . - O ~ ~ ~ ~ .  

2 8 H 15 JCRISDICTION OF THE COURTS OF DAN- 

ZIG (claims of Danzig railway officials 
who have passed into the Polish service). 

29 A 15 RIGHTS O F  MISORITIES I S  UPPER SILESIA 
(Judgment No. 12.) ( 1 ~ 1 1 ~ 0 ~ 1 ' ~ ~  SCHOOLS). 

30 A 16 DENCNCIATION OF THE TREATY OF 
XOVEMBER 2 n d ,  1865, BET~VEEN CHINA 
A N D  n ~ ~ c I u ~ r . - O r d e r .  

3 1 B 16 INTERPRETATION OF THE GRECO-TUR- 
KISH AGREEMENT O F  DECEMBER Is~, 
1926 (FINAL PROTOCOL, ARTICLE IV). 

37 A 17 THE FACTORY AT CHORZOW (claim for 
(Judgment x o .  13.) indemnity-merits) . 

33 A 18/19 DENUNCIATION O F  THE TREATY O F  
NOVEMBER znd, 1865, BETWEE?; CHINA 
AXD BELGIUh1.-CASE COXCERNING THE 
FACTORY AT CHORZOW (indemnities).- 
Orders terminating the cases. 

34 A 20/21 CASE CONCERNING THE PAYMENT O F  
(Judgment Nos. 14 v,4RIOCS SERBI.4N L0.4NS ISSUED IN 

and 15.) FR-4NCE.-CASE CONCERNING THE PAY- 
M E S T  IPU' GOLD OF THE BRAZILIrlX FED- 
ERAL LOANS ISSCED IX FRANCE. 

35 A 22 CASE OF T H E  FREE ZOSES O F  UPPER 
SAVOY AND T H E  DISTRICT O F  GEX 
(fîrst plznsr) .-Order. 

36 A 23 CASE RELATING TO THE TERRITORIAL 
(Judgment NO. 16.)  JURISDICTION O F  THE IXTERXATIONAL 

C0311111SSIOS O F  T H E  RIVER ODER. 



Short title of Cases. 

jS 13 18 FREE CITY OF JIANZIG A X D  IXTERNA- 
TIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION. 

39 A 2 4  CASE O F  T H E  F R E E  ZOXES O F  C P P E R  
SAVOY .-\NI) T H E  UISTRICT O F  G E X  
(secoqzd filzase) .--Order. 

Xew Pz~blicatio~zs in Series A./B. : 
Fascicule 

NO. 40. ACCESS T O  GERMAN MINORITY SCHOOLS I N  U P P E R  
S I L E S I A . - ~ ~ ~ V ~ S ~ ~ ~  Opinion of May I j th ,  1931. 

No. 41. C U S T O M ~  RÉGIME BETWEEN GERMANY AND AIISTRIA 
(I>ROTO(:OL O F  M.-\RcH ~ g t l i ,  1931).-hdvisory Opinion 
of Scptember jtli, 1931. 

NO. 42. RAILWAY TRAFFIC BETWEEN LITHUANIA AND POLAND 
( R A I L \ V ~ ~ Y  SECI'OR LAND\VAR~W-K.-\ISI~DORYS).-A~V~S- 
ory O p i n i o i i  of October I j t t i ,  1931. 

NO. 43. ACCESS T O  O R  ANCHORAGE I N  T H E  PORT O F  DANZIG 
O F  POLISH WAR V E S S E L S . - A ~ V ~ S O ~ ~  Opinion of 
D c c e i n b e r  ~ r t h ,  1931. 

NO. 44. TRE.4ThIENT O F  POLISH NATION.4LS AND O T H E R  PER- 
SONS O F  POLISH ORIGIN OR SPEECH I N  T H E  DANZIG 
T E R R I T C ) R Y . - A ~ V ~ S O ~ ~  Opinion of February 4th, 1932 .  

NO. 45. INTERPRETATION O F  T H E  GRECO-BCTLGARIAN AGREEMENT 
OF UECEMUER gth,  1 9 2 7  (ÇAPHANDARIS-MOLLOFF AGREE- 
~ f ~ ~ ~ ) . - - A d v i s o r y  Opinion of I'iarch Bth, 1 9 3 2 .  

NO. 46. CASE O F  T H E  F R E E  ZOXES O F  UI'PER SAVOY AND T H E  
DISTRICT OF G E X . - J u d g m î r i t  of June  7th, 1932 .  

NO. 47. INTERPRETATION 01; T H E  STATUTE O F  T H E  hfEMEL 
TERRITORY (pre!iminary objection).-Judgment of 
Junc 2 4 t h ,  1 9 3 2 .  

NO. 48. LEGAL STATUS O F  T H E  SOUTH-EASTERN TERRITORY 
O F  G K E E N L A N D . - O ~ ~ ~ ~ S :  J o i n i i i g  of suits and interim 
measurc's of protection. 

NO. 49. INTERPI<ETr\TION OF T H E  STATCTE O F  T H E  MEhlEL 
TEKRITC)RY .-J udgment Of i \ ~ g ~ ~ t  11tf1, 1 9 3 2 .  

The Court d e c i d e t l ,  in February 1931, that the volumes or Series C. 

parts composing the collection of publications of Series C. 
should henceforward be numbered consecutively. This decision 
has been applied for the f i r ç t  time in respect of the volume 
containing the d o c i i m e n t s  relating to the Advisory Opinion 
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of May 15th, 1931 (Accesi t o  German Minority Schools in 
Upper  Silesia), which is accordingly numbered 52. 

The  following table of volumes of Series C. published since 
t h e  establishment of t h e  Court up till June 15th, 1931, 
indicates bo th  t h e  old a n d  new numbering. For  publications 
which have appeared since June 15th, 1931, see p. 319. 

series C. SERIES C.-S$eeches, oral statements and documents. 

N e w  Old 
nzlnzbering. n î~mbev i~zg .  Short title of Cases. 

I I First Session (June-August, 1922). 
Documents relating to  Advisory Opin- 
ions Nos. I, 2 and 3. 

2 2 Second Session (January-February, 1923). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opinion 
No. 4. 

3 , , Supplementary volume : 
NATIONALITY DECREES I N  TUNIS AND 
MOROCCO. Documents of the written 
proceedings. 

3 Third Session (June-September, 1923). 
Vol. S. Documents (minutes and 

speeches) relating to Advis- 
ory Opinions Nos. 5, 6 and 7 
and Judgment No. I. 

,, Vol. II. Documents (other than min- 
utes and speeches) relating 
to Advisory Opinion No. 5 
and Judgment No. I. 

,, Vol. 1111. Documents (other than min- 
utes and speeches) relating 
to Advisory Opinions Nos. 6 
and 7. 

,, Vol. III". Documents (other than min- 
utes and speeches) relating 
to Advisory Opinions Tuos. 6 
and 7. 

,, Supplementary volume : 
CASE OF THE S.S. "WIMBLEDON". DOCU- 
ments of the written proceedings. 

4 Fourth Session (November-December, 
1923). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opinion 
h'o. 8 (JAWORZINA). 
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New 
numbering. Short title of Cases. 

Fifth Session (June-September, 1924) .  
Vol. 1. Documents relating to  Judg- 

ment No. 2 (CASE O F  T H E  
MAVROMMATIS PALESTIKE CON- 
CESSIOKS). 

Vol. II. Documents relating to Advis- 
ory Opinion No. 9 (QUESTION 
O F  T H E  I\IOSASTERY O F  SAINT- 
NAOUM-ALBANIAN FRONTIER). 

Chamber for Summary Procedure. 
Documents relating to Judgment No. 3 
(TREATY OF NEUILLY, PART IX, SEC- 
T IOX IV,  ANNEX,  PARAGRAPH 4-INTER- 
PRETATION). 

Supplementar y volume : 
INTERPRETATION O F  JUDGMENT N O .  3. 
Sixth Session (January--3Iarch, 1925) .  
Vol. 1. Documents relating to  Advis- 

ory Opinion No. IO (EXCHANGE 
OF G R E E K  AND TURKISH POPU- 
LATIONS). 

Vol. II. Documents relating to  Judg- 
ment No. 5 (CASE O F  T H E  
MAVROMMATIS JERUSALEM CON- 
CESSIONS). 

Seventh Session (April-May, 1 9 2 5 ) .  
Documents relating to  Advisory Opinion 
NO. 11 (POLISH POSTAL SERVICE AT 
DANZIG). 

Eiglith Session (June-August, 1925). 
Docunîents relating to Judgment No. 6 
(CASE CONCERNING CERTAIN G E R ~ I B K  
IKTERESTS I N  POLISH UPPER SILESIA). 

Eighth Session (June-August, 1925 ) .  
EXPULSION O F  T H E  CECUhIESICAL PATKI- 
ARCH (request eventually withdrawn). 
Ninth Session (October-November, 1 9 2 5 ) .  
Documents relating to Advisory Opin- 
ion No. 1 2  (TREATY O F  LAUSAXNE, 
ARTICLE 3, PARAGRAPH 2. FROXTIER 
BETWEEY TURKEY AND IRAQ). 

Tenth Session (February-May, 1926 ) .  
Documents relating to  Judgment No. 7 
(CASE CONCERXING CERTAIN GERMAN 
IKTERESTS  I K  POLISH U P P E R  SILESIA- 
me~its) .  -3 Volumes. 
Vol. 1. Minutes.-Speeches.-German 

Case. 



THE COURT'S PURLICATIONS 

Old 
nunzbel ing. 

13-11 

13- I I I  

Short title of Cases. 

Vol. I I .  Polish Counter-Case.-German 
Rep1y.-Polish Rejoinder. 

Vol. I I I .  Other Documents.-Correspond- 
ence.-Indexes. 

Eleventh Session (Jurie- July, 1926). 
Documents relating to Atlvisory Opin- 
ion No. 13 (COMPETENCE OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL LABOCIi ORGANIZATION 
T0 REGCLATE, IKCIDENTALLY, THE PER- 
SONAL WORK OF THE EMPLOYER). 

Twelfth Session (June-December, 1927). 
Documents relating to Judgment Ko. 8 
(FACTORY AT CHORZOW-CLAIM FOR IN- 
» E ~ ~ I ~ ~ - j z n i s d i ~ t i o 1 2 ) .  

Twelfth Session (June-Decernber, 1927). 
Documents relating to Judgment No. 9 
(THE "LOTUS" CASE). 

Twelfth Session (June-December, 1927). 
Documents relating to Judgment Ko. IO 
(CASE OF THE READAPTATION OF THE 
MAVROMMATIS JERCSALEM CONCESSIONS- 
JITRISDICTIOS). 

Twelfth Session (June-Deceinber, 1927). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opin- 
ion x o .  14 (JCRISDICTION OF THE 
ECROPEAS CO>flfISSION OF THE U A X U B E  
BETWEEN GALATZ A N D  BRAILA).-4 Vol- 
umes of 2250 pp. altogether. 

Vol. 1. 3linutes.-Speeches. 

Vol. II .  Documents forwarded by the 
League of Nations.-Extracts 
from treaties, acts and regula- 
tions (1814-1883). 

Vol. I I I .  Extracts from treaties, acts 
and regulations (I~II).-Ex- 
rracts from the preliminary 
~1iscussions.-Diplomatic corre- 
spondence (1882-1921).- Proto- 
cols of the E. C. D., etc. 

Vol. IV. ~Iemorials, Counter-3lemorials, 
Notes, etc., with annexes and 
n1aps.-Opinions of Jurists.- 
Correspondence.-Indexes. 



Short title O/ Cases. 

Twelfth Scssion (Junc-December, 1927). 
1)ocunients relating t o  Jutlgmcnt No. II 
(INTEKPIIETATIOK OF JL~I)G~IESTS KOS. 7 
A N D  8-FACTOKY AT CHORZ~\Z'). 

Ttiirtecnth Session (February-April, 
1928). 
I)ocuinents relating to Advisory Opin- 
ion o .  15 ( J U R I S D I C T I O ~  OF THE - ,~ 

1)AKZIG COCRTS-ACTIOKS B T  CERTriIS 
It.\II-\Y:\\( OFFICI..ILS AGAISST THE POLISH 

Al~JIINISTRi\TIOP;). 

Tiiirteenth Scssion (Febr uary-April, 
1926). 
I)ocuinerits relating to Jutlgnient h'o. 12 
(III(;HTS OF ~ ~ I I K C J K I T I E S  I N  UPPER SILESIX 
-hIINORITY SCHOOLS). 

Fourteenth Session (Jiine-Septembcr, 

1928). 
I?ocuments relating to Advisory Opin- 
ion Ko. 16 ( I I \TERPRETATIO~ OF THE 
<,RECO-TVRIiISH -4GREEJIENT OF DECE31- 

BER I s ~ ,  1926--FISAL PROTOCOL, ARTI- 

CLE IV). 

Fourteenth Session (June-September, 
1928). 
Documents relating to Judgment No. 13 
(FA('TORY AT CHORZ~W-cL.41~ FOR IS- 
D-E~~NITI--merits). 

Sixteent11 Session (May-June, 1929). 
CASb COSCERNIKG THE DENUSCIATIOK 
OF THE T K E - ~ T Y  OF NOVEMBER and, 186j, 
BETWEEK CHIKA AND BELGIUXI (request 
evcntually ~vithdrawn). 

Sistecnth Session (hlay-June, 1929). 
Documents relating to the Orders of 
September 13th, 1928, October 16tl1, 
1928, Noveinber 14th, 1928, and May 
2jth,  1929 (FACTOR\( AT CHORZ~II- -  
~ ~ r ) ~ i \ ~ ; v ~ - r ~ ~ s - r n e r i t s )  (termination of pro- 
ceedings). 

Sixteenth Session (May-June, 1929). 
Documents relating to  Judgment No. 14 
(CASE CONCERNING THE I ~ A ~ ~ M E X T  OF 
Vl\RIOIJS SERRI.4hi LOANS ISSCEI) IS 
F R A N C E ) .  
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New 

numbering. 

THE Cc 

Old 
nztmbering. 

16-IV 

~ U R T ' S  PUBLICATIONS 

Short title of Cases. 

Sixteenth Session (May-June, 1929). 
Documents relating to  Judgment No. 15 
(CASE CONCERNIKG THE PAYMENT IN 
GOLD O F  THE BRAZILIAN FEDERAL 
LOANS ISSUED I N  FRANCE). 

Seventeenth Session (June-September, 
1929). 
Documents relating to  the Order of 
August ~ g t h ,  1929 (FREE ZOKES OF UP- 
PER SAVOY ASD THE DISTRICT OF GEX). 
-4 Volumes of 2520 pp. altogether. 

Vol. 1. Minutes.-Speeches by RIe Paul- 
Boncour and M. Basdevant 
(France) ; by M. Logoz (Swit- 
zerland). 

Vol. I I .  Special Agreement ; Cases, with 
annexes. 

Vol. III. Counter-Cases, with annexes 
and maps. 

Vol. IV. Replies, with annexes and map. 
-Correspondence.-Indexes. 

Seventeenth Session (June-September, 
1929). 
Docuinents relating to Judgment Ko. 16 
(TERRITORIAL JURISDICTION OF THE IN- 
TERNATION.4L C O h l ~ ~ I S S I O N  O F  THE RIVER 
ODER). 
Eighteenth Session (June-August, 1930). 
Documents relating to  Advisory Opin- 
ion No. 17 (THE GRECO-BULGARIAN 
"COMMUNITIES"). 

Eighteenth Session (June-August, 1930). 
Documents relating to  Advisory Opin- 
ion No. 18 (FREE CITY OF DANZIG 
A X D  INTERriATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZ- 
ATION). 

Nineteenth Session (October-Decem- 
ber, 1930). 
Documents relating to the Order of 
December 6th, 19% (FREE ZONES OF UP- 
FER SAVOY A N D  - T H E  DISTRICT OF GEX 
-second plznse) . 
Vol. 1. Minutes.-Speeches by A l e  Paul- 

Boncour and M. Basdevant 
(France) ; by M. Logoz (Swit- 
zerland) . 



New Old 
numbering. numtiering. Short title of Cases. 

48 19 Vol. II .  Documents, Proposa1 and Ob- 
servations of the French Gov- 
ernment, maps, etc. 

49 , t Vol. III. Documents, Proposal and Ob- 
servations of the Swiss Gov- 
ernment.-Publications of the 
Swiss Committees, and maps. 

50 ,! Vol. IV. Replies, with annexes. 
51 Vol. V. Documents filed and docu- 

ments forwarded .-Correspond- 
ence.-Indexes. 

Publications recently issued in Series C.  : 

No. 52. Twenty.First Session (April-May, 1931). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opinion of May 15th, 
1931 (ACCESS TO GERMAN MINORITY SCHOOLS I N  
UPPER SILESIA) . 

No. 53. Twenty-Second Session (July-October, 1931). 
Documeiits relating to Advisory Opinion of Septem- 
ber j th,  1931 (CUSTOMS RÉGIME BETWEEN GERMANY 
AND AIJSTRIA). 

No. 54. Twenty-Second Sessioii (July-October, 1931). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opinion of October I j th,  
1931 (RAILWAY TRAFFIC BETWEEN LITHUANIA 4 N D  
POLAND-RAILWAY SECTOR LANDWAROW-KAISIADORYS). 

No. 55. Twenty-Third Session (November 1931-February 1932). 
Documi-nts relating to Advisory Opinion of Decem- 
ber 11-th, 1931 (ACCESS TO OR ANCHORAGE I N  T H E  
PORT OF DANZIG OF POLISH WAR VESSELS). 

In  the Press on June 15tk, 1932 : 

No. 56. Twenty-Third Session (November 1931-February 1932). 
Docume~its relating to Advisory Opinion of Febru- 
ary 4t11, 1932 (TREATMENT OF POLISH XATIONALS AND 
OTHER PERSOSS O F  POLISH ORIGIN OR SPEECH I N  
THE DANZIG TERRITORY). 

No. 57. Twenty-Fourth Session (February-March, 1932). 
Documents relating to Advisory Opinion of hlarch Sth, 
1932 (INTERPRETATION OF THE GRECO-BULGARIAN 
AGREEMENT O F  DECESIBER 1927 [CAPHANDARIS-MOLLOFF 
AGREEBIEKT] ). 

No. 58. Tweilty-Fifth Session (.April-August, 1932). 
Documents relating to Judgment of Juile 7th, 1932 
(CASE OF THE FREE ZONES OF CPPER SAVOY AND 
THE DISTRICT OF GEX). 



Serieç D. SERIES D.- A c f s  a v d  Docîime~zts co~zce~gzing the orga~zizatiolt of the 
Coztrt. 

No. I. Statute of the Court.-Rules of Court (as amended 
on July p s t ,  1926). 

No. I (second edition). Statute and Rulcs of Court, 
and otlier constitutional dcc~mcnts ,  ~ u l c s  or 
regulations (with the modifications tfltctcd thtrcin 
up to February 15th, 1931). 

No. 2. Preparation of the Rules of Court.-hlinutcs of 
meetings during thc preliminary sessibn of the 
Court, with annexes. 

A d d e n d z m  to N o .  2 : 
Rcvision of tlie Rules of Court (hiinutes of 
meetiilgs of the Court ; r e p o ~ t  by the President ; 
notes, observations and suggestions by members 
of tlie Court ; report by the Registrar). 

Seco~ td  Adde?zdz~m to ATo. 2 : 
hlodification of the Rules, 1931 (3'Iinutes of 
meetings of tlic Court ; resolutions of the 11th 
Asscmbly of the L. N., 1930, etc. ; proposals 
of inembers of tlie Court and of the Registrar). 

No. 3. Collection of Texts governing the juricdiction of  
the Court. 

No. 4. Collection o f  Texts governing the jurisdiction of 
tlie Court. 
Second cdition (June ~ s t ,  1924). 

No. 5. Collection of Texts governing the jurisdiction of 
the Court. 
Third edition (brought up to date, October ~ s t ,  
I 926). 

No. 6. C?llection of Texts governing the jurisdiction 
of tlic Court. 
Fourtli edition (January 31st, 1932). 

Series E. SERIES E.- A~znz ia l  Reports. 

No. I .  Annual Report (January ~ s t ,  1922-June 15tli, 
1925). 

No. 2.  Second Annual Report (June 15th, 1925- June ~ g t h ,  
1926). 

h'o. 3. Third Annual Report (June ~ g t h ,  1926-June 15th, 
1927). 

No. 4. Fourth Annual Report (June 15th, 1927-June 15th, 
1928). 

Iio. 5. Fifth Annual Report (June 15th, 1928-June 15th, 
1929). 

h'o. 6. Sixtli Annual Report (June 15th, 1929-June 15th, 
1930). 



Xo. 7. s cv~n th  Annual R t ~ c ~ t  ( J~r .e  15th, 193~-June 15th, 
1931). 

No. 8. Eighth Annual Rrport ( J ~ n e  15th, 1931-June 15th, 
1932). 

SERIES F.-General If~dcxes. Series F. 

No. I. First Gene~al Index to the Publications of the 
Coiirt (Series A., B. and C.) .-First-Eleventh 
Sessions (1922-1926). Fnglish and Frcnch in one 
voli~me. 

Ko. 2. Second General Index to the Publications of the 
Cou,rt (Series A., B. and C.).-Twelfth-Kine- 
teenth Sessions (1927-1930). English and Frtnch 
in one volume. 

On the occasion of the tenth anniversary of the Permanent 'sTenYearsof 

Court of International Justice, the publisher of the Court's International 
Jurisdiction " 

publications brought eut  a volume, compiled in the Registry 
of the Court, and entitled Ten Years of International Juris- 
diction (1922-1932) '. 

* * * 
(Sec Fif th Annual Report, p. 291.) 

The following volumes of the German edition of the Court's 
publications had appeared up to  June 15th, 1932 : 

1 (Judgment:; and Advisory Opinions 1922-1923) 

11 ( >, > >  > >  , t  1924) 
111 ( ,, > >  > >  1 ,  1925) 
IV ( ,, > >  > > ,, 1926) 
V (  ,, > >  > > ,, 1927) 

V I (  ,> ,> > >  ,, 1928) 
VI1 ( ,, t >  f 9 , 1929-1930). 

Volume VI11 (Judgments and Advisory Opinions 1931) wilI 
appear in October 1932. 

As indicated in preceding Annual Reports, the German 
edition of the Court's publications is issued by  the Institut 
fiir Internationales Recht a t  Kiel ;  it is published with the 
authorization of the Registrar and subject t o  his control. 

l See also the introduction to  the  present volume, p. 8. 

21  

German 
edition. 



CHAPTER VIII. 

THE COURT'S FINANCES. 

RULES FOR- FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION. 

A.-BASIS AND HISTORICAL SKETCH. 

(See First Annual Report, p. 279.) 

(See First Annual Report, pp. 281-289, and Sixth Annual 
Report, pp. 339-342:.) 

Since the Sixth Annual Report, the League of Nations 
Financial Regulations have not undergone any modifications 
directly affecting th12 Court's financial administration. 

(1) MEhlRERS O F  THE COURT. 

(See First Annual Report, p. 289, Fifth Annual Report, 
p. 295, and Sixth Annual Report, p. 342.) 

On September z5th, 1930 (15th plenary meeting of the 
11th Session), the Assembly adopted a Resolution fixing the 
salaries and allowances of members of the Court as from 
January ~ s t ,  1931, until such time as the Resolution adopted 
by the Assembly on September 14th, 1929, in connection with 
the revision of the Court's Statute, should become applicable. 
See the Seventh Arinual Report, Chapter II ,  page 97, for the 
text of the Resolution of September 25th, 1930, and pages 93 
et sqq. for an account of the circumstances which led the 
Assembly to adopt this Resolution. 



On the same date, the Assembly also adopted another 
Resolution modifying the 1924 Regulations concerning the 
pensions to be accorded to members of the Court and 
to the Registrar ; this Resolution is reproduced on pages 97-99 
of the Seventh Annual Report. 

At its session in January 1931, the Council of the League 
of Nations invited the Supervisory Commission to examine the 
question of the revision of the regulations governing the grant 
of retiring pensions to judges and to the Registrar of the 
Court, more especially from the point of view of grants to 
widows and children. The Commission's report was submitted 
to the Council and by the latter to the Assembly (12th Ses- 
sion), but owing to lack of lime it was not fully discussed 
by the competent Committee (the Fourth) of the Assembly. 
The latter confined itself to referring the question back to 
the Supervisory Commission witli instructions to devote special 
attention to the two following points : (1) pensions for widows 
and orphans ; (2) invalidity pensions. 

The Supervisory Commission considered these questions a t  
its session in April 1932. With regard to the first question, 
the Commission did not feel able to recommend the grant of 
pensions to the widows and orphans of persons to whom the 
system of pensions established for members of the Court 
applied. Nevertheless, in view of the fact that, under the 
Court's Statute, a deceased judge can only be replaced after 
the lapce of several months, the Commission is suggesting to 
the Assembly a solution consisting in the payment to the 
widow or orphans below eighteen years of age left by a deceas- 
ed member of the Court of a sum corresponding to three 
months of his salary. 

ilTi.th regard to the second question, the Commission proposes 
that  no provision should be made for invalidity pensions for 
members of the Court. I t  points out in this connection that 
the absence of pensions of this kind will bnly be felt in the 
case of a judge resigning his appointment on grounds of 
health and not entitled to a retiring pension either because he 
has not been a judge long enough, or because he has not 
reached the age as from which pensions become payable. 
The Commission, in its report, emphasizes that for such cases 
a specific solution is to  be found in the provisions of Article I 



of the existing Regulations which make it possible t o  avoid 
difficult situations, harinful to the dignity of the Court. , 

This report ni11 now be submitted to the Assembly. 

(2) T H E  REGISTRAR. 

(See First Annual Report, p. 292.) 

On May zrst,  1931, the Council of the League of Nations 
adopted a Resolution regarding the Registrar's salary. This 
Kesolution is reproduced in the Seventh Annual Report, page 73, 
note 1. 

13y a Resolution adopted on Septeinber q t h ,  1931, the 
Assembly of the League of Nations approved, in regard t o  
the Registrar's emoliiments, the solution recommended in the 
report of the Foui-tli Committee on the organization of the 
Secretariat, the Intcrnational Labour Office and the Kegistry of 
the Permanent Court of International Justice. (See pp. 43-45 
of the present volume for the history of this question and 
more particularly the relevant passage of the Com~nittee's 
report.) 

R y  a Resolution of the same date, the Assembly adopted 
the conclusions of the Fourth Committee's report on financial 
questions. This report contains the following passage in 
regard to the  Registrar's salary : 

"Lastly, the Committee agreed to tlie Supervisory Commission's 
proposal, dated September 23rd, concerning tlie Registrar of the 
Permanent Court of International Jusfice. This ofîicial's position 
is, therefore, as follows : the scale of salary fixecl by the Council 
on the proposa1 of the Court for the period January rst, 1930- 
December 31st, 1936, ranging from 27,000 to 32,000 florins, by 
means of annual increments of 1,250 florins, is applicable as from 
now. On tlie other Iiand, the credit of 7,500 florins included in 
the supplementary budget by the decision of the Council, subject 
to the Assembly's approving the necessary credits, has been can- 
celled, as the Registrar lias, of his own accord, foregone, for 1932, 
the benefit of the above scale." 

(3) OFFICIA1,S O F  T H E  REGISTRY 

(See Second Anniial Report, p. 201, Fourth Annual Report, 
p. 327, and Fifth Annual Report, p. 76.) 

The question of the  new scale of salary for the Deputy- 
Registrar and that  of the salary of Counsellors were postponed. 



for a year by the Assembly (resolution of September zgth, 
1931 ; see pp. 43-45 of this volume). 

When efforts were made a t  the Twelfth Session of the Assembly 
of the League of Nations to  reduce the expenses of the League, 
the question was considered of extending the efforts a t  reduc- 
tion to  the salaries and other benefits of persons paid out 
of the budget of the League of Nations. It did not however 
appear possible to  touch salaries : the report of the Super- 
visory Commission says on this point : "The Commission, 
considering the nature of the contracts of the staff of the 
organizations and the principles followed in the past by the 
Assembly with regard to  the scale of salaries, does not feel 
i t  possible to propose a reduction of these salaries." In this 
connection it should be mentioned that the staff of the Regis- 
try had spontaneously offered to renounce a certain part of 
its salary, and that the Registrar of the Court informed the 
Supervisory Commission of this attitude in order that the 
staff of the Registry should receive the credit due to it for 
its offer. Again, the Commission considered whether it could, 
for 1932, withhold the annual salary increments. As however 
the legal position was debatable, the Commission did not see 
fit to adopt this course. Certain proposals made by the Com- 
mission to the Assembly, with regard to the travelling expenses 
of officials and their families on leave, likewise led to nothing, 
as they were rejected by the Financial Committee. 

On the other hand, the Assembly adopted the proposa1 of 
the Supervisory Commission to reduce the existing scale 
of the subsistence allowances provided for members of commit- 
tees and for officials of the League of Nations (including officials 
of the Iiegisti-y but not members of the Court). 

(1) BUDGET FOR 1932. 

With regard to the budget for 1932 (the budget estimates 
submitted to the 1931 Assembly for the financial year 1932 
are reproduced on p. 359 of the Seventh Annual Report), 
mention should be made of the following : 

When, in September 1931, the Fourth Committee of the 
Assembly of the League of Nations examined the League's 



budget, it considered tha t  appreciable economies must be 
effected, but t ha t  such economies must be reasonable, tha t  was 
t o  Say, they must not interfere with the essential work of 
the League of Nations. The Fourth Committee entrusted to  the 
Supervisory Commission the task of suggesting what savings 
could be effected and under what headings. 

\Vith regard to ]~>ossible savings in the  Court's budget, the 
miniites of the fourth meeting of the Committee (Sept. 15th, 
1931) contain the following statement made b y  the Registrar 
of the Court : 

''III. Hammarskjolcl (Registrar of the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice) said he was at the disposal of the Supervisory 
Commission. He pointed out, however, that, in view of the very 
special situation of the Court, he was afraid the result of the 
efforts of the Commission to economize would not be very appre- 
ciable. 

The previous discussion had shown that an endeavour must be 
made to effect economies in two directions : the curtailment of 
activities and the ra.tionalization of services. 

The Court was not in a position to restrict its activities, for 
they depended, not on its own will, but on the requirements of 
litigants. On the other hand, an analysis of the budget would show 
that efforts at  rationalization could affect only one-fourth of the 
budget. hforeover, the Court had expressed its present organ- 
ization, as it resultecl from the Assembly's work in 1929 and 1930, 
in the following formula: "Ihe judges are always at the disposa1 
of the Court, which is always at the disposal of litigants.' Ration- 
alization must not be carried to a point where it would render 
difficult the realization of this principle of organization. 

JI. IIammarskjold pointed out that the main reason for the 
increase in the total budget of the League of Nations for 1932 was 
the Disarmament Conference; it must not be forgotten, however, 
that the organization of international jlistice was a necessary 
complement to the work for disarmament." 

The report of the Supervisory Commission was for the 
greater part  adopted by  the Assembly on September 29th. As 
concerns the  Court, the report emphasizes tha t  any  consid- 
erable reduction uias made difficult owing to the statutory 
nature of most of the expenses and to the special char- 
acter of the  Court, which must hold itself constantly a t  the 
disposal of States and of the  Council for the solution of any  
question submitted to  it. Nevertheless, the Registrar, of his 
own accord, propored to the Commission reductions exceeding 
in al1 50,ooo florins. These reductions, which were accepted by  
the Commission ancl enumerated in the report, include inter alia: 



The contribution to  the fund t o  cover the expenses incurred 
in applying the pensions regulations for judges of the Court 
was reduced from 30,000 to  ro,ooo florins; the credit for duty 
allowance for judges was reduced by ro,ooo florins; finally 
the Registrar, in agreement with the Secretary-General, stated 
his willingness, for his own part,  that  an item of xo,ooo florins 
for amortization of the cost of additional premises for the 
Court should be omitted ; a saving of that  amount \vas 
thereby effected. 

(2) BUDGET FOR 1933 

At its 67th Session, the Council of the League of Nations 
had before i t  a memorandum on the expenditure of the  
League of Nations from the Government of the United 
Kingdom ; this memorandum emphasizes the necessity of 
effecting savings and proposes the appointment of a special 
committee to consider the steps to  be taken. In connection 
therewith, the Registrar of the Court drew up  a note concern- 
ing the application to the Court of the principles of the 
British memorandum. This note, which was communicated 
to Membèrs of the Council, was as  follows l : 

"1.-The British memorandum suggests the appointment of a 
special committee, the terms of reference of which would be : 

(1) to effect reductions in the 1933 budget of the three League 
Organizations by 

(a)  curtailment of activities ; 
(b) curtailment of staff ; 
(c) reduction of salaries ; 

(2) to devise a procedure for ensuring stricter control over 
League expenditure. 

II.-Whilst desirous of collaborating in every respect in the 
attainment of the ends envisagea in the British memorandum, the 
competent officia1 of the Permanent Court of International Justice 
feels that he should cal1 attention to the following considerations, 
which should perhaps be taken into account in the application 
of the principles of the memorandum to the Court. 

(1) The activities of the Court are, owing to their nature, incap- 
able of curtailment by external measures ; the purpose for which 
the Court was created would be undermined if it were not always 
at the disposa1 of States for the decision of disputes or of the 
Council and Assembly of the League for giving advisory opinions. 
The budget for 1932, as reduced in September 1931, is calculated 

1 League of Nations Document C. 473. 1932. X.-Geneva, May 18th, 1932. 



barely to enable the Court to fulfil this purpose ; tlie 1933 estimates, 
as passed by the Supervisory Commission, constitute in al1 
essential respects a repetition of the 1932 budget. 

(2) The more or less standardized level (r,zoo,ooo florins) tlius 
reached by the Court's budget is higher than the level of the bud- 
gets of a few years ago. The reason for this is to be found in 
the reorganization of the Court and of its work whicli was effected 
in 1930-1931 as a result of decisioris of the Asscmbly. 'The imme- 
diate causes are to be found in the increase in tlie number of 
regular judges, the 'stabilization' (substitution of important annual 
salaries for a system of a retaining fee and higli daily allowances) 
of tlieir salaries, and the fact that not al1 tlie present judges are 
sufficiently acquainted witli tlie two officia1 languages of the Court 
even to understand them (this, in fact, ei-itails a very considerable 
increase in temporary or auxiliary translating and typing staff). 

(3) About 7076 of the Court's expenses are incurred under the 
heads of salaries or iridemnities to judges ; sucli indeinnities, how- 
ever, cannot (Statute of Court, Art. 32) bc rcducetl during the 
period of office of jildges (subject, of course, to tlicir consent). 
The actual percentage allocation under the main heads of expend- 
iture is calculated ai; follows : 

I. Judges, assessors, etc., and Kegistrar . . . . . .  70 76 
II .  Members of :Registry (otlier than administrative 

. . . . . . . . . . . . .  and printing si:aff) 17 
I I I .  Premises and furniture, etc. . . . . . . . . .  5% 
IV. Administration . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  j 9 0  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  V. Printing 3 94 

I O 0  % 
-- - 

(4) It is possible that a reduction in expenditure could be realized 
if the Court could see its way to modifying its present method of 
work. The question of this method, however, is one that goes 
to  the very root of the problem of international jurisdiction and 
could not be decided exclusively or mainly on the basis of financial 
considerations. I t  is even suggested-with due diffidence-that 
i t  would hardly be for the Special Cornmittee which is envisaged, 
to discuss tliis question. 

(5) The expenses of the Court, excluding salaries and indemnities 
of judges but including salaries and indemnities of staff, amount to 
some 400,000 florins a year. As a standard of comparison, 
it may be mentioned that the contribution of States to the Perm- 
anent Court of Arbitration amounts to some 90,ooo florins; to  
this sum should be added an amount of 15,000 florins, which should. 
again (for reasons wliich it would Ise too long to explain here), 
be deducted from the amount of expenses of the Court of Justice. 
Now, Parties before the Court of Justice have no expenditure over 
and above Counsel's fees, whereas, before the Court of Arbitra- 
tion-in addition to Judges' and Counsel's fees-al1 expenditure 
except for premises and the assistance of the International Bureau, 
is charged to them. Further, Lvhereas the general list of cases 



of the Court of Justice since 1922 contains forty-eight cases, the 
corresponding list of the Court of Arbitration since 1922 includes 
four cases (three of which, however, were in reality not heard by 
that Court but by so-called 'special tribunals', the fourth being 
dealt with according to a special procedure). Nevertheless, States 
have shown no sign of finding their contribution to the Court of 
Arbitration excessive : on the contrary, they rejected in 1929 a sug- 
gestion the acceptance of which would have led to essential savings. 

(6) With regard to  the question of the number of the staff, 
the competent officia1 feels that the Court is most decidedly under- 
staffed, and that he has probably been inspired by a rnisguided 
sense of economy in that he has not, in periods of prosperity, 
insisted on a further development of the staff, certain sections of 
which are, under present conditions, undoubtedly submitted to 
prolonged periods of undue strain. I t  is readily admitted that 
certain highly specialized officials, while passing through periods 
of most severe strain, also enjoy relatively quiet periods. This state 
of affairs is, however, inherent in the Court's work, and it could 
probably be remedied only by a pooling of al1 similar officials 
within the three organizations, combined with a highly developed 
system of distribution of time between the various organizations ; 
but to envisage such a system would not, a t  least frorn the point 
of view of the Court, be a practical proposition. 

(7) Notwithstanding serious pressure on the part of certain 
governments, the competent officia1 has succeeded in maintaining 
the principle that the staff is recruited exclusively liaving regard 
to the exigencies of the work-i.e. regardless of considerations 
of nationality, more particularly of the desirability of an equitable 
distribution of posts between various nationalities. There can 
be no doubt but that this principle has resulted in the maintenance 
of the staff at  the numerically lowest possible level-though it 
may have resulted in dissatisfaction on the part of certain govern- 
ments and influential personalities. 

(8) With regard to the question of the reduction of salaries, the 
following considerations-over and above the considerations of law 
and expediency which will no doubt be advanced from other 
quarters-would seem to be particular to the Court : 

(a)  It  is not constitutionally possible to  reduce tlie emoluments 
of judges. If, however, salaries a t  the level of 45,000 florins, 
combined with pensions which may reach 15,000 florins and to 
which the incumbents do not contribute, must be left intact, it 
would no doubt be felt as a severe hardship if, within the same 
organization, salaries of from 1,500 to 15,ooo florins, combined 
with pensions to  which the incumbents contribute. were seriously 
reduced. 

(b) In December 1931, the staff of the Court unanimously 
offered to forego their annual increments for 1932. Tt is submirted 
that if the offer had been accepîed, there would have been no 
question of a further reduction in 1933. I t  should be noted in 
this connection that the competent official of the Court, at  a 
meeting of the Supervisory Commission, reserved the right to claim 



on behalf of his staff the moral benefit of i ts  gesture and that 
reasons of expediency alone prevented this reservation from appear- 
ing in the Commission's report. 

(c) The competent officia1 is prepared to  submit officia1 statistics 
showing the movemeint of the cost of living a t  The Hague during 
recent years. 

III.-There would be no objection, on the part of the competent 
officia1 of the Court, t o  the introduction of a still more strict 
control of expenditur'e, could a suitable and inexpensive system for 
the exercise of such control be devised : as it is, the Court pays 
some 1,800 florins a year for financial control." 

On May 21st, 1932, t h e  Council adopted a report referring 
t h e  three Iollowing questions t o  t h e  Supervisory Commission 
for examination: "a possible reduction of staff, t h a t  of 
salaries,-when 1 speak of salaries, 1 mean, of course, t h e  sal- 
aries of the  staff-and t h a t  of a stricter control of expenditure". 

The Supervisory Commission was instructed t o  report on 
theçe queçtions t o  t h e  Assembly. I t  met  on June 3rd t o  
discuss its instructions from t h e  Council a n d  to  make t h e  
necessary preliminary arrangements with a view t o  drawing 
u p  its report in due  time. 

After t h a t  meeting, the  Iiegistrar of the  Court submitted to  - 
t h e  Supervisory Commission a memorandum on the  "super- 
vision" of the  preparation of the  Court's budget and  of i ts  
expenditure ; this inemorandum was a s  follows 

"1.-Tlie 'competent official' of the Court has to submit to  
the Supervisory Con~mission a statement indicating tlie way in 
which financial supervision is exercised in so far as concerns the 
Permanent Court of International Justice, i.e. from the standpoint 
of supervision of the preparation of the budget and from that 
of supervision of expenditure. On the other hand, he is not called 
upon to deal with the question of supervision of the supplementary 
credits, the inclusion! of which in the budget in the course of a 
session of the Assenibly is made necessary by decisions taken a t  
that actual session, because in so far as this question can arise 
with regard to the Court, it is bound up with the general question 
arising in tliis respect which will doubtless be discussed by the 
Secretary-General. 

II.-(A) According to the Financial Regulations (Definitions, 
and Art. 7, $9 3 and 4), either tlie Registrar (as 'competent 
official') or tlie Court itself (as 'competent autliority') is respons- 
ible for estimating the financial requirements of the Court. 

The Court, on receiving the Financial Regulations which had 
then been recently adopted by the Assembly, decided on Janu- 



ary zoth, 1923, to entrust tliis task to  tlie Registrar. Accordingly, 
the Instructions for the Registry, drawn up under Article 26 of 
the Rules of Court, lay down that 'the Registrar is responsible 
for estimating the financial requirements of the Court". 

Nevertheless, and notwithstanding tliis decision cf the Court, 
these estimates also receive the approval c,f the Court itself (or 
given on its behalf) before being sutmitted to the Asscmbly. 111 
earlier years, this approval was normally given in June or July, 
i.e., after the session of the Supervisory Commission devoted to  
the budget ; at that time the Court's ordinary session only began 
on June 15th, and furthermore it was then possible for an auto- 
nomous organisation, apart from the procedure laid down for supplc- 
mentary credits, to ask for the re-insertion of a credit, which had 
been included in the draft budget as submitted to the Supervisory 
Commission, but had been droppcd from the draft commuriicated 
t o  Members of the League of Nations. 

When this arrangement was altered, it became necessary for 
the Court to approve the budget estimates at  latest about tlie 
end of March each year ; in connectinn with this, an amendment 
was made in the Financial Regulations enabling the Court to 
delegate to its President its powers as 'competent authority'. 

This change is taken into account in the present wording of 
the above quoted Article 28 of the Instructions for the Kegistry ; 
under this Article, the Registrar, after having estimated the Court's 
financial requirements, lias to 'submit such estimates first to the 
Court or the President, as tlie case may be, and then to the 
Supervisory Commission'. In practice, whenever the full Court 
is not in session in the second lialf of Zlarcli, the estimates are 
submitted to the President, wlio approves them in virtue of powers 
specially delegated to him by the Court at  the beginning of each 
year for the eurrent year. 

(B) The preparation of the Court's budget estimates by the 
Registrar is an operation which does not assume precisely the 
same aspect in regard to al1 groups of tlie budget items. 

(a)  One group includes items in regard to which i t  is merely 
a question of expressing in figures the budgetary effect of certain 
pre-established principles or provisions, having regard to a given 
set of circumstances. 

To this group belong sucli items as the judges' annual salaries, 
and their duty allowancesl ; the salaries (and annual increases) 
of the permanent staff; judges' pensions ; journeys of the judges 
'on long leave' ; the home journeys of the staff. 

(6) A second group includes items for which the Secretary- 
General of the League of Nations and not tlie Registrar is ulti- 
mately responsible : to this group belong items connected with the 
expenses of the Court's premises. The credits entered under these 
items are fixed by agreement between the Secretary-General and 

' Here, however, a slight amount of discretion may be exercihed : in view 
of the efforts t o  effect economy made of late years, the Registrar has assumed 
that ,  apart  from the "long leaves", tliere will, on the average, always be 
one judge unable to  sit. 



tlie Registrar on the basis, when necessary, of negotiations con- 
ducted in the name of the Secretary-General l. 

(c) The third group is that of items the calculation of which 
involves an element of appraisement and decision on the part of 
the Registrar in respect of the amounts to be entered under the 
respective items. 

Herc a distinction may be drawn between several categories 
of credits, e.g. : 

(na) credits for the creation of new posts-permanent or tem- 
porary (within the meaning of the Court's Staff Regulations) : 

(bb) the cretlit for auxiliary staff (within the meaning of the 
same Regcilations) ; 

(cc) credits for travelling expenses (judges, Registrar and staff) ; 
(dd) credits for ':;upplies' in tlie wide sense of the word, 

jncluding equipment, books, etc. 
-4s regards some of these categories, it is necessary to calculate 

indispensable requirements for the next financial period : such 
requirements will depend on the nuniber and nature of the cases 
~vliich i t  is possible to  foresee ; on the number of sessions for admin- 
istrative questions ; on the presence for a more or less extended 
period of one or more judges wlio can only effectively work in 
one of the Court's languages; on the bulk of the documents of 
the written proceedings, etc. ; in so far as concerns purchases, 
question of price (discounts in the case of a relatively large order, 
reductions in price prevailing a t  a particular time, etc.) may also 
enter into account. In such cases, the Registrar makes his calcu- 
lations in agreement with tlie heads of the competent services, 
including in every case the Accountant-Establishment Officer. 

As regards otlier catcgories, decisions of pri~iciple are necessary: 
is i t  desirable, or indispensable, to create a riew post or to convert 
a tcmporary post into a permanent one? is the purchase of some 
particular equipinent calculated to facilitate the work of the Court 
to  an extent sufficielit to justify the outlay required or to justify 
a liope that the e:ipenditure will be indirectly recovered (e.g., 
by sliorteiiing tlie duration of sessions) ? In such cases, the contem- 
platcd estimates are discussed, already at tkiis stage, with the 
President, and no item is included except in agreement with him. 

(Q) A last group of credits includes those which have, so to 
speak, breil standardized in tlie course of time. For instance, the 
credit for printiiig, ille credits for assessors and witnesses, as also 
the entries-to be (Leducteci from the estimated expenditure-for 
contributions from States not hlembers of the League of Kations 
(,lrt. 35 of the Statute). These credits, the amount of whicli 
113s become alinost stcreotyped, are rarely specially reconsidered, 
ttiough recently this lias been done in connection with the prevail- 
iiig efforts to effect economies. 

(C) (a) The Court examines the budget estimates prepared by 
the Registrar a t  a private meeting, after a sufficient time has 
elapsed since the distribution of the figures to enable members to 
make a thorough study of tliem. 

- - -- 

l I t  is to be noted that when approving the draft budget, the Court 
escepts these items, wl-iiçh it merely notes. 
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As a rule, the budget is not discussed article by article, but 
each judge, in turn, makes any observations or suggestions which 
occur t o  him after having studied the estimates, and the Court 
decides, after hearing the Registrar. 

The Court, in i ts  examination of the budget, has taken up a very 
severe attitude more particularly as regards increases in the staff 
of the Registry. 

(b) The corresponding examination by the President usually 
takes the form of a series of written questions and suggestions 
which he transmits to  the Registrar and to  which the latter replies. 
(It  is clear that al1 members of the Court-to whom the budget 
estimates are sent a t  the same time as they are sent to the 
President-have the fullest scope to communicate their observa- 
tions to the latter.) Once agreement has been reached between 
the President and the Registrar, the former approves the draft 
resulting from that agreement, and this draft is fonvarded to  the 
Supervisory Commission by the Registrar. 

(D) The supervision of the Court's budget by the Supervisory 
Commission and afterwards by the Fourth Committee of the Assem- 
bly has no particular feature distinguishing i t  from the supervision 
of the other 'parts' of the budget of the League of Nations except 
that, of conrse, for this purpose, the financial organs of the League 
of Nations have a t  their disposa1 a representative of the Court. 
In  accordance with Article 34 of the Instructions for the Registry, 
this representative is normally the Registrar l, who may liowever 
be replaced by an 'official' appointed by the Court. 

This general mandate includes of course the right of the Regis- 
trar to  discuss with the said organs al1 amendments to the draft 
budget, to  make counter-proposals and, within reasonable limits, 
to  accept new solutions. Thus, for instance, during the 1930 
session of the Assembly, the Registrar had to prepare an entirely 
new draft budget for 1931, neither of the alternative assumptions 
(status quo; entry into force of "Revised Statute") upon which 
th? original drafts had been based having materialized. 

I I I .  1.-Under the Financial Regulations, the Registrar (compet- 
ent official) or the Court (competent authority) is responsible 
for the expenditure of al1 funds voted and for the appropriation 
of such expenditure to the proper items of the budget (Financial 
Regulations, Definitions, Art. 7, $ §  3 and 4). The Court has decided 
to  entrust the Registrar with this additional responsibility (Rules 
of Court, Art. 26;  Instructions for the Registry, Art. 38 ; cf. also 
decisions of Jan. zoth, 1923). 

2.-In accordance with the Financial Regulations, the control of 
expenditure consists of interna1 control and external supervision. 

(A) At the Secretariat of the League of Nations, there is a 
highly developed system of intemal control to secure which there 
is a special department and to  whose activities great importance 

1 I t  follows that the mandate which the Court repularly confers on the 
Registrar each year in respect of the following year with a view to the 
representation of the Court before the Supervisory Commission covers al1 
questions other than budget questions. 



is attached ; this organization has i ts  basis in the Financial Regu- 
lations themselves. 

When these Regula.tions were adopted, the Registrar pointed 
out that the creation of a corresponding official for the Registry 
of the C ~ u r t  could hardly be contemplatcd : the volume of financial 
transactions was not great enough to  provide work for a special 
supervisor or to  justify the expense which the appointment of 
such an officia1 would involve. The financial organizations, and in 
particular the Supervisory Commission, having agreed on this point 1, 
i t  was subsequently uriderstood that the provisions of the Financial 
Regulations concerning internal control would apply to the Co~irt  
only in principle and not in respect of the procedure they laid down. 

The rules which apply to the administration of the Court the 
principles concerning internal 'control' laid down in the Financial 
Regulations appear in. the Instructions for the Registry, more 
particularly in Article:; 38 and 61-71 ; these provisions have natu- 
rally been somewhat developed in practice. 

The dominant principle is that 'the Registrar alone is entitled 
to incur liabilities in the name of the Court'. However, there 
may be doubtful cases in which the Registrar may seek assistance 
from the Court or from the President : 'it is for hirn to judge 
in what cases he should obtain previous autliorization from the 
Court or the President'. I t  should be particularly noted that this 
authorization, when obtained, in no way absolves the Registrar 
from responsibility to the organizations of the League of Nations ; 
and conversely, that -the Court or the President cannot compel 
the Registrar to incur expenditure which woiild, in his view, not 
be justified from the standpoint of the financial rules of the League. 

I t  may perhaps be useful to give some examples of the way 
in which the Registrair exercises internal control. 

Every purchase is made by means of an order form, signed 
by the Registrar and which must be attached to the invoice. 
Al1 journeys on official duty are made exclusively upon the writteri 
instructions of the Registrar; these instructions are attached to  
the claim-form for travelling expenses. Before any official tele- 
grams can be sent they must be initialled by the Registrar; more- 
over, every week the :Registrar approves the telegram account to 
which is attached a copy of the messages despatched a t  the Court's 
expense. Similarly, each month he approves the account for officiai 
trunk calIs. He certifies that the claims for expenses from the 
judges (travelling claim:;, etc.) are in accordance (for obvious reasons 
formai approval is given by the President) with the Regulations in 
force. He informs the Accountant-Establishment Officer in writing 
of the scale of payment of each officia1 (permanent, temporary and 
auxiliary) and, where -necessary (auxiliary staff), for what period. 
He approves the claims for travelling expenses submitted by the 
officials. Each month the Registrar verifies the appropriation account ; 
of course, before incurring any expenditure he also obtains infor- 
mation with regard to the position concerning the special item in 
question. At irregular and frequent intervals he checks the cash. 

1 These observations are no doubt confirmed by the relevant minutes ; 
these minutes are not a t  the disposal of the Registrar. 



Since the creation of tlie post of Deputy-Registrar, the Registrar 
has in practice eiitrusted a certain part of this control to the 
latter ; especially the checking of claims for expenses and the 
checking of accounts and cash. Otherwise, there is no delegation 
of the powers of control except in one case: the Archives Depart- 
ment, which is responsible for the despatch of mail, chccks the 
accounts of the mrssenger who performs the duties of postal 
clerk. In this conriectiori, it sliould however be added that no 
printing charges may be paid until they have been carefully checked 
by the Printing Department-whicli exercises very riçorous control 
over them-and not before tliey have been endorsed by that 
Department and by the Registrar. 

Judges, i~lcluding the Presideiit, and officiais of the Court, including 
the Registrar, do not receive any 'entertai~iment allowance'. 

To sum up, since there is no special official for the interna1 
control of the Court's expenses, the Kegistrar has felt bound to 
exercise this control perso:lally, except where, in certain cases, 
this dutv is entrusted to  the Deputy-Registrar. The Registrar 
therefore assumes entire responsibility for this control. 

(B) As to so-called external supervision, i t  should be observed 
that the Registrar's office is visited four times a vear at  irregular 
intervals and with only a few hours notice by the Deputy-Account- 
ant. Once a year-after the  accounts have been closed and before 
the Spring session of the Supervisory Commission-the Auditor 
gerierally pays a perso:~al visit. 

Any question which may arise is usually discussed verballv 
with the Xccountant-Establishment Officer direct; i t  is rare for 
the Auditor to wish an exchange of views with the Registrar 
on this mat ter ;  lie has iiever availed himself with regard to  the 
Court of the right conferred upon him by Article 47, paragraph 3, 
of the Financial Regulations. 

At tlie biginniiig of each month, the Auditor receives from the 
Registrar a statcment of receipts and expenditure for the previous 
month and also an abstract of the appropriation accounts for the 
expired period of the year, including the previous month. He 
also reczives at  the beginning of each year detailed inventories, 
togethrr witli a statement of those debts incurred during the pre- 
ceding year which still remain unpaid. 

Lastly, any resolution of the Court or the President authorizing 
transfers from one item to another of the same chapter of the 
budget is a t  once communicated to the Secretary-General. 

IV.-The relevant extracts from the "Instructions for the Regis- 
trv' (edition of Jan. rst, 1929, not subsequently amended) are 
appended to  the present note1. 

V.-The Registrar, bzing of opinion that, generallv speaking, 
and judgiilg by results, the system outlined above llas proved 
satisfactory, does not feel called upon to make suggestions with 
regard to possible reforms." 

1 See Fifth Annual  Report, pp. 58-76. 
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ANNCTAL ACCOUNTS l. 

1931. 

I .-BCDGET ESTI3IXTES. 

(Sce Seventh  Annual Report, p. 3j8.) 

- ---- 

1 For the details of budgets and accounts, see 
(a) for the 1931 budget : League of .Y-ations, Official Jozrvnal, XIth year, 

No. I O  (October 1930), p. 1243; 
(b) for the 1931 accounts: League of  vati ions Docunzent A. 3. 1932. X, 

p. 61 : 
(c) for the 1932 budget : League of h'ations, Oficia2 Journal, XII th  year, 

PYo. I O  (October 1931), p. 1974; 
( d )  for the draft budget for 1933 : Leagzte of ,\'utions Docztrnent A. 4 (b). 
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/ Credits. 1 Expenditure 

Ordiiiary Expenditure. 

Chapter 1. 
Sessions of the Court . . . . . 

Dutch florins. 

Chapter I I .  
General services of the Court. . 1 

l 
Chapter I I I .  

Cost of administration of the 

ChaPter 11. l 

Capital Account . . . . . . 20,000.- 10,943.60 
pp . -~ 

1.3o8.2RR.go 1,161,060.50 

Court's Funds . . . . . . 
Chapter I V .  

Contribution towards the fund 
to defray the expenses result- 
ing from the "Regulations 
for the grant of pensions to 
the members and to the 

Receipts to be deducted : 
Rank interest . . . . . . 

, 
Registrar of the Permanent I 

Court of International Justice" ~ 

Gold francs . . . . 2,712,668.- 
- - . 

- 

2,41j,155.80 
- -- -- 



3.  -SCTRIh1.4KY OF  ASSETS A N D  LlAliILI'I'IES ON DECEAIBER j rst, 193 1 .  

- 

L)eprcciatioti Account . . . . 103~~54 .034  
Surplus of asscts over liabilities . . 7)',830.~5 

in accordance with tlie 
details given below . . . . . 

Contributions to  be received D~it<,Ii  Ils. 
for the "Consolidated Ar- 
rcars Account" : 
Gold francs 748.53 1.81 363P.54.04 

(:ontributions t o  be received for 
the fifth financial period : 

l I Goid francs 28,497.27 13,912.82 
i Contributions to  be receivecl 

214,021.22 

i,513i00i.47 

1 

I 

1:urniture. type~vriters, etc. . . . (97,511.38 202,295.14 
l , i h r a j ~  . . . . 5,b42.654 1 11,726.08 
Contributions t o  be receivîcl 

for the sixth financial period : 
Gold francs 31,790.62 15.17353 

Contributions to  be received for 
the seventh financial period . 
Gold franc: 31,632.52 14.896.38 

Contributions to be received 
1 I for the eighth financial period : 

Gold francs 27,892.67 I 1,872.80 
l 1 Contributions to  be received 

for the ninth financial period : 
I Gold francs 30,474.40 rj,Cijo.26 
( Contributions t o  be receivecl 
1 for tlie tentli financial period . 

Gold francs 10,844.19 5,205.9~ 

I Contributions to  be received lor 1 the eieuenth financial period : i 1 Gold francs 95,936.74 46,056.72 
1 Contributions to  be received for 

the twelfth financial period : 
Gold francs I 13,980.06 54,718.91 

Contributions to  be received for 
the thirteenth financial period : 

i 
1 - - 

1<45.981.484 , - - - - -. . - 

a Gold francs 392,311.80 188,33929 

-- 
Cash in hand and a t  bank . . . . . . 

1,757,022.69 
- - 

-- z l 



Chapter 1. Dutch florins. 

. . . . . . . . . . .  Sessions of the  C.ourt 335,500.- 

Chapter II. 

. . . . . . .  General services of the Court 921,181.- 

Chaptev III. 

Cost of administration of the Court's funds . . IOO.- 

Chapter IV 

Contribution towards the fund to defray the 
expenses resulting from the "Regulations for 
the grant of pensions to the members and to 
the Registrar of the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice" . . . . . . . . . . .  10,000.- 

Chapter V .  

. . . . . . . .  Permanent installations, etc. 15,000.- 

Receipts to be deducted : 
Interest a t  Bank . . . . . . . . . . .  3,000.- 

l In  pursuance of resolutions adopted by the Assembly, a t  its Tnelftli 
Session, certain modifications were introduced in the budgetary estimates for 
1932, as shown a t  page 3.59 of the Seventli Annual Report. (Cf. pp. 316-328.) 



1933. 

I .-BUDGET ESTIAIATES 1. 

SECTION 1.-ORDINARY EXPEND- B 
ITCRE. Dutch florins. 

Clznptev I .  
Sessions of the Court . . . . . 1 1jo.800.- 

CIzapter I I .  1 l 

General services of the Court . . 
Chnptev I I I .  

Cost of administration of the 
Coiirt's Funds . . . . . . . 
Chapter IV. 

Contribution towards the fund 
to defray the expenses resulting 
from the "Regula.tions for the 
grant of pensions to the mem- 
bers and to the liegistrar of 
the Permanent Court of Inter- 
national Justice". . . . . . 

Permanent installations, etc. . . ' 12,000.- 1 12,000.- 1 -  .- 

i Receipts to be deducted : 
1ntirest at  Bank . 

- - - - - . . 1-- 1-- 
' As in the case of thc budgetary estimates for 1931, i t  has been thouglit 

atlvisahle to  prepare txvo sets of budget estilnate5 (il and B). 
E%t!!n;ites -4 are based on the Statute a t  present in force; estimates B 

on the revised Statute. 
'The Supervisory Coniriiittee, a t  i ts  session of April 1932, accepted both 

estimates and agreed with ttie Registrar's suggestion, since the total  of the 
two budgets was the saine, t ha t  the best solution would be t o  adopt the 
budget lvhich applied to  the present state of affairs (estimates A), with 
the reserve that  the Assenibly should be asked to  authorize transfers from 
chapter t o  chapter as an  exceptional measure, sliould the revised Statute corne 
into force. 



CHAPTER IX. 

No. 8. 

BIBLIOGRAPHICAL LIST OF OFFICIAL AND UNOFFICIAL 
PUBLICATIONS CONCERNING THE PERMANENT COURT 

OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE 1. 

The present list is a continuation of the bibliographical 
lists which appearecl in the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth 
and Seventh Annual Reports (Series E., Nos. 2 ,  3, 4, 5, 6 
and 7, ch. IX  2) .  I t  supplements and refers to them, the 
system of grouping being the same. 

The bib1iographic;il references are uniform only as concerns 
titles preparecl by the Registry ; the others have been repro- 
duced as they appear in national bibliographies or in the 
letters of casual correspondents : this explains the slight dif- 
ferences which will be observed in the system followed for 
these references or as regards the typographical composition of 
the Bibliography. 

- 

1 This list, like those in the seven preceding Annual Reports of the Court, 
has been prepared b u  M. J .  Douma, formerly Assistant Librarian of the 
Carnegie Library in the Peace Palace. As from January ~ s t ,  1931, RI. Douma 
has beconie a member of the Iiegistry of tlie Court in tlie capacitv of Head 
of the Docunients Department. 

Explanation of abbreviations iised for references : 
E 2 : Second Annual Report. 
Ti 3 : Third ,, , ,  . 
E 4 : Fourth ,, , ,  . 
E j : Fifth ,, . 
E 6 : Sixth , ,  . 
E 7 : SeventIl ,, ,, . 
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Idem.  1-andsti~zgets Forhandlixger, 1930 : Sp. 459, 672, 682-683, 

705-706. 
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' See also Nos. 3892-3894 of this list. 
,. ,, 2 3921-3993 , 9  2 ,  >. . 
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d'antre part, d ' u n  protocole, conclu à Genève le 14 septembre 1929, 
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(Chambre des Déput'6s, 14nlo législature, session de 1930, no 554, 
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3560 CHAMBRE DES DÉPUTÉS. Projet de loi tendant 2 autoriser l a  
ratification, d'une pa.vt, d ' u n  Protocole et son annexe,  en  date 2 
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de la  Cour pernzagze~zte de Jzdstice ititernationale, signé par ...., et, 
d'autre part, d 'un  Protocole, conclu à Genève le 14 septembre 1929, 
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3561. CHAMBRE DES DÉPUTÉS. Projet de loi tendant à autoriser le 
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l è r e  séance du 13 déc. 1929. 18 pages.) 
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tendant à autoriser la  ratification, d 'une part, d ' u n  Protocole et 
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amendements a u  Statut de la  Cour permanente de Justice irzter- 
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35b6. CHAMBRE DES DÉPUTÉS. 2me Rapport supplémentaire fait a u  

n o m  de l a  Commission des A f a i r e s  étrangères chargée d 'examiner:  
I O  le projet de loi tendant à autoriser le Gouvernement à adhérer à 
l'Acte général d'arbitrage; 2" le projet de loi tendant à azttoriser 
l a  ratification de l a  déclaration, en  date à Genève d u  19 septembre 
1929, portant adhésion de la  France à la  disposition facultative 
recorznaissant l a  juridiction de la  Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale telle qu'elle est décrite à l'article 36 d u  Statut,  par 
M. PAUL BASTID. (Chambre des Députés, rqme législature, session 
de 1930, no 3386 [liectifié], annexe au procès-verbal de la séance 
du 3 juin 1930. 7 pages.) 

3567. CHAMBRE DES DÉPUTÉS. Discussion [et adoption] : IO d u  6rojet 
de loi tendant à uz~toriser le Gouvernement à adhérer à l ' A c t e  
g é ~ é r a l  d'arbitrage approuaé par la  neuvième Assem,blée de l a  
Société des A'ations le 26 septembre 1928 ; 2" d u  projet de loi 
tendant à autoriser la  ratification de l a  déclaration, en  date à 
Genève d u  19 sepi. 1929, portant adhésion de la  France à la 
disposition facultative reconnaissant la  juridiction de la  Cour 
permanente de Justice internationale telle qu'elle est décrite à l'arti- 
cle 36 d u  Statut.  (.Journal officiel, Débats parlementaires, 1930, 
no 75, h juin, pp. 2408-2413 ; no 79, 12 juin, pp. 2456-2466.) 

3568. CHAMBRE DES IIÉPuTÉs. Discussion [et adoption] d u  projet de 
loi tendant à autoriser la ratification, d 'une part, d ' u n  Protocole 
et son annexe, e n  utale à Genèvc d u  14 septembre 1929, relatif à 
des amendements a u  Statut de la  Coztr Permanente de Justice 
internationale, signé par ...., et, d'autre part, d ' u n  Protocole, conclu 
à Genève le 14 septembre 1929, entre les Etrats signataires d u  
protocole de signature dzc Statut de la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale d u  16 décembre 1920 et les É f a l s - u n i s  d'Amérique 
ct relatif 6 l'adhésion des Etuts- L'.wis d'AnzPrigzle audit  prolocolc 
dzc 16 décembre 1 ~ 1 2 0 .  (Journal officiel, Débats parlementaires, 
1930, no  76, 6 juin, p p  2404-2408.) 

3569. SÉNAT. Projet de loi adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, 
tendant Ù autoriser la  ratification, d 'une part, d ' u n  Prolocole et son 
annexe,  en  date 2 Genève d u  14 septembre 1929, relatif à des 
antendements a u  Stcrtut de la  Cour permanente de Justice inter- 
n a t i o ~ a l e ,  signé par...., et, d'autre part, d ' u n  Protocole, conclu à 
Genève le 14 septembre 1929, entre .... et relatif à l'adhésion des 
Etats-Unis d'Amérique. (Sénat, annéc 1931, session ordinaire, 
Projet de loi adopté le 5 mars 1931 ; Loi du 8 avril 1931, 
Journal officiel du :ro avril 1931.) 

3570 SÉNAT. Projet de loi adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, 
tendant à autoriser: I O  le Gouvernement à adhérer à l'Acte général 
d'arbitrage approuvé par la  neuz~ième Assemblée de la  Société des 
Nat ions ;  2" la  ratification de la  déclaration, en  date à Genève 
d u  19 septembre 1929, portant adhésion de l a  France à la  disposition 
facultative reconnaissant la juridiction de la  Cour permanente de 

23 
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Justice internationale telle qu'elle est décrite à l'article 36 d u  Statut. 
Tex te  définiti f .  (Sénat, année 1931, session ordinaire, 11" 47, 
Projet de loi adopté l e  5 mars 1931 ; Loi du ~ e r  avril 1931, 
Journal officiel du 9 avril 1931.) 

3571. SÉNAT. Projet de loi adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, 
tendant à autoriser l a  ratification, d 'une part, d ' u n  Protocole et son 
annexe, en  date à Genève d u  14 septembre 1929, relatif à des 
amendements a u  Statut  de la  Cour permanente de Justice inter- 
nationale, signé par .... et, d'autre part, d ' u n  Protocole, conclu à 
Genève le 14 septembre 1929 entre .... et relatif à l'adhésion des 
Etats-Unis d'Amérique .... Exposé des Moti fs .  (Sénat, année 1930, 
session ordinaire, no 381, annexe au procès-verbal de la séance 
du 26 juin 1930. 5 pages.) 

3572. SÉNAT. Projet de loi adofité par la  Chambre des Députés, 
tendant à autoriser: I" le Gouvernement à adhérer ci L'acfe général 
d'arbitrage approuvé par la  neuvième Assemblée de la Société des 
Nat ions  le 26 septembre 1928 ; 2" la  ratification de la  déclaration, 
en  date à Genève d u  19 sefitenlbre 1929, portant adhésion de la  
France à la  dispositio~z faculfative reconnaissant La juridiction de La 
Cour permanente de Justice internationale telle qu'elle est décrite 
à l'article 36 d u  Statut.  Exposé  des ~ W o t i f s .  (Sénat, année 1930, 
session ordinaire, no 380, annexe au procès-verba! de la séance 
du 26 juin 1930. 8 pages.) 

3573. SÉNAT. Rapport fait a u  n o m  de la  Commission des Agaires  
étrangères et de politique générale des p~otectorats, chargée d'exami- 
n e r :  IO le projet de loi, adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, 
tendant à autoriser la  ratification, d 'une part, d ' u n  Protocole et 
son annexe, en  date à Genève du 14 septembre 1929, relatif à des 
amendements a u  Statut de la  Cour permanente de Jzwtice inter- 
nationale, signé par ...., et, d'autre part, d 'un  Protocole, conclu à 
Genève le 14 septembre 1929 .... relatif à L'adhésion des Etats- 
U n i s  d'Amérique ....; 2" Le projet de loi, adopté par la  Chambre 

des Députés, tendant à autoriser: 1" le Gouvernement à adhérer 
à I'Acte général d'Arbitrage ; 2" la  ratification de la  déclaration, 
en  date à Genève d u  19 septembre 1929, portant adhésion de la  
France à la  disposition facultative reconnaissant la  juridiction de la  
Cour .... telle qu'elle est décrite à L'article 36 d u  Statut,  par 
M. HENRY DE JOUVENEL. (sénat, année 1930, session extraordi- 
naire, 11" 560, annexe au procès-verbal de la séance du 25 nov. 
1930 39 pages.) 

3574. SÉNAT. Délibération s u r :  [et adoption d e : ]  I O  le projet de loi, 
adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, tendant à autoriser la  ratification, 
d 'une part, d 'un  Protocole et son annexe en  date, à Genève, d u  
14 septembre 1929, relatif à des amendements a u  Statut de la  Cour 
permanente de Justice intemationale, signé par .... et, d'autre part, 
d 'un  Protocole conclu à Genèzle Lc 14 septembre 1929, entre les 
États signataires d u  protocole de signature d u  Statut de la  Cour 
permanente de Justice internationale d u  16 décembre 1920, et les 
É ta t s -un i s  d'Amérique, et relativement à l'adhésion des É ta t s -un i s  
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d'Amérique audit  ;brotocole d u  16 décembre 1920 ; 2' le projet de 
loi adopté par la  Chambre des Députés, tendant à autoriser : I O  le 
Gouvernement à adhérer à L'Acte général d'arbitrage approuvé par 
la  neuvième Assemblée de la  Société des Nat ions ,  le 26 se#tembre 
1928 ; z0 la  ratification de la  déclaration en  date, à Genève, d u  
19 septembre 1929, Portant adhésion de l a  France à la  disposition 
facultatiz~e de La Cour permanente de Jzistice internationale, telle 
qu'elle est décrite à l'article 36 r l ~ t  Statut.  (Journal officiel, Dkbats 
parlementaires, 1931, no  39, 6 mars, pp. zzz-232.) 

3575. L o i  tendant à autoriser: I O  le Gouvernement a adhérer à l'Acte 
général d'arbitrage approuvé par la  neuvième Assemblée de la  
Société des Xat ions ,  le 26 septembre 1928 ; 2' la  ratification de la  
déclaration, en  date à Genève d u  19 septembre 1929, portant adhé- 
sion de la  France à la  disposition !aczdtative reconnaissant la  
juridiction de la  Cour permanente de Justice intcrnationale telle 
qu'elle est décrite à l'article 36 dzb Statut.  (Journal officiel de la 
République françai:ie, 63me année, 11' 83, 1931, 9 avril, lois et 
décrets, p. 3986.) 

3576. L o i  tefidant à at~toriser la  ratification, d'une part, d 'un  Proto- 
cole et son (annexe, en  date à Genève d u  14 septembre 1929, relatifs 
à des amendements a u  Statut de la  Cour permanente de Jzcstice 
i?zternafio~zaLt~, signé par .... et, d'autre part, d ' u n  Profocolc, conclu 
(i Genève le 14 septembre 1929, entre Les États signataires d u  pro- 
tocole de signature .... dzr 16 décembre 1 9 ~ 0  et les E t a f s - u n i s  
d'Amérique, et reliatif à l'adltésion des Etats-Unis d'Amérique 
audit  protocole d u  1:6 décembre 1920. (Journal officiel de la Répu- 
blique française, 63mo année, no 84, 1931, I O  avril, p. 4002.) 

3577. Promulgation d u  protocole et de son annexe relatifs à des 
amendements a u  Statut de la Coz~r  permanente de Justice inter- 
nationale signés par .... à Genève, le 14 septembre 1929, et d ' u n  
Protocole, conclz~ à Genève le 14 septembre 1929, entre Les États  
signataires d u  protocole de signature .... dzfi 16 ,déc. 1920 et les 
É ta t s -un i s  d'Amérique, relatif à l'adhésion des Etats-Unis  d 'Amé-  
riqtce audit  protocole d u  16 décembre 1920. (Journal officiel de la 
République francaise, 63me année, no 201, 1931, 29 août, Lois et 
décrets, pp. 9511-gij14.) 

3578. Questions brotbg.ht by H i s  Majesty's Government before the 
Court during 1930. Air. D. G. SOMERVILLE, House of Commons, 
II AIarch 1931. Answer of Mr. ARTHUR HENDERSON. (Par- 
liamentary Debates, Officia1 edition, Vol. 249, p. 1157.) 
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3579. Cases now awaiting consideration of the Court. Mr. MANDER, 
House of Commons, 25 March 1931. Answer of hlr. DALTON. 
(Parliamentary Debates, Official edition, Vol. 250, p. 355.) 

3580 Dioerences between Poland and Lithuania with regard to 
tra@c on  the Landwarbw-Kaisiadorys railway-sector. Mr. MANDER,  
Bouse of Commons, 25 March, 1931. Answer of Mr. DALTON. 
(Parliamentary Debates. Officia1 edition, Vol. 250, pp. 355-356.) 

3581. Reservation of Cuba to ratification of revision of the Statute. 
Mr. MANDER, House of Commons, 3 December 1931. Answer 
of Sir JOHN SIMON. (Parliamentary Debates, Officia1 edition, 
Vol. 260, p. 1260.) 

3582. Legge I" giugno 1931, n. 743. Approvazione della clausola 
facolfativa d i  cui all' art. 36 del10 Statuto derla Corte Permanente 
d i  Giustizia internazionale, accettata dallJItalia con rlichiarazione 
del g settembre 1929. - Déclaration formzslée par l'Italie pozir 
l'acceptation de la disposition facultative priuue a u  protocole de 
signature concernant le Statut de la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale. (Gazzetta iifficiale del Regno d'Italia, Anno 7zo, 
No 143, 1931, Anno IX, 23 giugno, p. 3007.) 

3583. Decrefo- Ley No 7398 L a  Jztnta Nacional de Gobierno, 
co~zsiderando : ... reszrelve : Aprobar dicho Profocolo y la decla- 
racihn que el Delegado del Perzi e n  la Asnmblea de la  Liga de 
las Naciones hizo el 19 de setieînbre de 1929 al f i m a r  la dis- 
pocidn facultativa prevista e:z cse Protocolo ... Lima, 30 de octubre 
,de 1931. ("El Peruano", Diario oficiai, Afio go, Tomo II,  So .  250. 
1931, Martes IO de Yoviembre, p. 978.) 

3 bis. RATIFICATIOK OF VARIOUS COUNTRIES. 

3584 Ratification des accords et conventions conclus soz~s les auspSces 
de la Société des Nations. Douzième Liste. (Annexe au Rapport 
supplémentaire sur les travaux du Conseil et du Secrétariat 
à la Douzième Session ordinaire de l'Assemblée de la Société 
des Kations.) Genève, le 3 septembre 1931. No officiel: A. 6 ( a ) .  
1931. V. Annexe. Série de publications de la Société des Nations. 
Questions générales. 1931. 6. In-fO, 115 pages. 
LI. Cour permanente de Justice internationale : Protocole de 
signature, Genève, le 16 déc. 1920, p. 5. Disposition facultative, 
Genève, le 16 déc. 1920, pp. 6-12.] 
[Voir aussi la Douzième Liste, mise à jour au 30 novembre 
1931 : Journal officiel [de la] Société des Nations, XIIIme année, 
no r ,  1932, janv., pp. 7-130.1 
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3585. État actuel des engagements internationaux enregistrés par le 
Secrétariat de la Société des Nations. Supfilément[s] à la  liste 
complète [douzième liste citée ci-dessus]. (Journal officiel [de la] 
Société des Nations, XIIIme année, no 2, 1932, févr., pp. 279- 
281 ; Ibidem, no 4, 1932, avril, pp. 951-953 ; Ibidem, no 6, 
1932, juin. pp. 1103-1106.) 

3586. Ratification of agreements and conve~ztions conclulied under 
the ausfiices of the League of Nations. Twelfth List.  (Annex 
to the Supplcmentary Report on the Work of the Council and 
the Secretariat to the Twelfth Ordinary Session of the Assembly 
of the League oit Nations.) Geneva, Sept. 3rd, 1931. Official 
No. : A 6 ( a ) .  1931 V. Annex. Series of League of Nations 
publications. General. 1931. 6. In-fO, 115 pages. 
[I. Permanent Couirt of International Justice : Protocol of sign- 
ature, Geneva, Dec. 16th, 1920, p. j. Optional Clause, Geneva, 
Dec. 16th, 1920, pp. 6-12.] 
[Sec also Twelfth List, brought up to date, November 3oth, 
1931 : Officia1 Journal [of the] League of Nations, 13th year, 
h o .  1, 1932, Jan.. pp. 7-130.1 

3587. Present Situation as regards International Engagements regis- 
tercd with the Secrtztariat of the League of Nations. Supplement[s] 
to the cornfilete bzst [Twelf th  L i s f ,  mentioned above]. (Officia1 
Journal [of the] 1,eague of Nations, XIIIth year, No. 2, 1932, 
Feb., pp. 279-281 ; Ibidem, No. 4, 1932, April, pp. 951-953 ; 
Ibidem, No. 6, 1932, June, pp. 1103-1106.) 

(See E 2, pp. 260-261 ; E 3, pp. 270-271 ; E 4, p. 348 ; E 5, pp. 31 5-317 ; 
E 6, pp. 376-377 ; E 7, PP. 378-380.) 

3588. HILL (NORMAN L.), National Judges in the Permanent Court 
of International Jlrstice. (The American Journal of International 
Law, Vol. 25, No. 4, 1931, Oct., pp. 670-683.) 

3589. N o v ~ o v r c  (BOGDAN), Ustanova nacionalnih sudaca u stalnom 
sudzs medjunarodne pravde. [National Judges at the Permanent 
Court o f  Internat.iona1 Justice.] (Illjesecnik, 1929, t .  LV, , pp. 
1-5.) [In Serbian.] 

3590. DAHL (FRANTZ), Dommer D. G. NYHOLM. F ~ d t  den 21. J u n i  
1858 i Randers, a'0d i Kgbenhavn den 31. August 1931. (m. 
Billede). (Nordisk Tidsskrift for International Ret, vol. 2, 1931, 
Fasc. 3, pp. 148-150.) 

3591. JENKS (EDWARD) , A Great International Jurist.  [ANDRÉ 
WEISS.] (The Journal of Comparative Legislation and Inter- 
national Law, 3rd Series, Vol. XIII, Part IV, 1931, Nov., 
pp. 266-268.) 
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5. INAUGURATION OF THE COURT. 

(See E 2, pp. 261-262 ; E 3, p. 271.) 

(See E 2 ,  pp. 262-263 ; E 3, pp. 271-272 ; E 4, pp. 348-349 ; 
E 5, ~pp. 317-318; E 6, p. 378; E 7, p. 381.1 

B .- U n o  ficial Publicatzons. 

3592. DUMBAULD (EDWARD) , Interim measures of protection in 
international controversies. Proefschrift, Leiden, 1932. 's-Graven- 
hage, Martinus Nij hoff, 1932. In-8". XV+zo4 pages. 
[Permanent Court of International Justice, pp. 27, 128-129, 
144-172.1 

3593. FELLER (A. H.), Conclusions of the Parties in the Procedure of  
the Permanent Court of International Justice. (Ainerican Journal 
of International Law, Vol. 25, No. 3, 1931, July, pp. 490-502.) 

3594. FRIEDE (WILHELM), Die Intsrvention i m  Verfalzren vor dem 
Standigen,, Internationalen Gerichtshof. (Zeitschrift für auslan- 
disches Offentliches Recht und Volkerrecht, lierausgegeben von 
VIKTOR BRUNS, Band I I I ,  Kr. 1, pp. 1-67.) 

3595. HUDSON (MANLEY O.), Amended rules of the Permanent 
Court of International Justice. (American Journal of Inter- 
national Law, Vol. 25, No. 3, 1931, July, pp. 427-435.) 

3596. HUGHES (CHARLES E.), Organization and mcthods of the 
Permanent Court of International Justice. (West Publishing 
Company's docket, Febr. 1931, Vol. 4 :  3430-3434.) 

3597. NIEMEYER (HANS GER»), Einstweilige Verfügz~~zgen des Welt-  
gerichtshofs, ihr  Wesen  und ilzre Grenzen. (Frankfurter Abhand- 
liingen zum modernen Volkerrecht, herausgegeben von F. GIESE 
und KARL STRUPP, Heft 28.) Leipzig, Robert Koske, 1932. 
In-go, VI1+1o8 pages.! 

3598. Permanent Court of International Justice. Rules adopted 
o n  March 24, 1922, as revised on Ju ly  31, 1926, and amended o n  
September 7 ,  1927, and February 21, 1931. (American Journal 
of International Law, Supplement of Officia1 Documents, Vol. 25, 
No. 3, 1931, July, pp. 152-174.) 

3599. Règlement arrêté par la Cour permanente de Justice inter- 
nationale. La Haye, le 24 mars 1922. (Recueil des Traités, 
Conventions et autres actes diplomatiques de la Suède, publié 
par STEN LEWENHAUPT, 1, pp. 686-711.) 
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3600. [Publications de la] Cour permanente de Justice internationale. 
Série D - No 6. Collection des Textes régissant la  compétence de 
la  C o l ~ r .  Quatrièint: édition (31 janv. 1932). - [Publications of 
the] Permanent Court of International Justice. Series D-No. 6. 
Collection of T e x t s  gover-rzing the jurisdiction of the Court. Fourth 
edition (Jan. 31st, 1932). Leyde, Sijthoff, j1g321. In-8", 12 +729 
pages. 

B8.- Clzoficial Publications. 

(See E 2, PI). 263-264 ; E 3, pp. 272-274 ; E 4, pp. 349-351 ; 
E 5, P P  319-320 : E 6, pp. 379-381 ; E 7, PP. 382-383.) 

3601. BALLADORE P..I.LLIERI (GIORGIO) , I "Pr inc ip i  generali del 
diritto riconoscizrti dalle lzazioni civili" nell' art. 38 dello Statuto 
della Corte $erman,:nte d i  Giustizia internazionale. (R. Università 
di Torino - Memorie delllIstituto Giuridico. Serie II .  Memoria XI.) 
Torino, Presso 1'I:;tituto Giuridico della R. Università, 1931. 
111-8", 89 pages. 

3602. CASTBERG (FREIIE), L'excès de pouvoir dans la  justice inter- 
nationale. (Recueil des Cours [professés à 1'1 Académie de Droit 
international, 1931, 1, tome 35 de la collection, pp. 352-472.) 

3603. CASTBERG (FR EDE), Internasjonale Domstolers overskridelse 
av s in  kornpetanse [Il. (Nordisk Tidsskrift for International Ret, 
Acta Scaridiiiavica juris gentium, vol. 3, 1932, Fasc. 1, pp. 32- 
52 . )  [A suivre.] 

3604 ENKIQUES (G.), L'accettazione, senza reciprocita, della Giztris- 
disione obbligatoria della Corte ficrrnanente d i  Giustizia internazio- 
nale. Padova, Cetiam, 1932. 

3605. FEINBERG (XA.THAN), Les conflits de comfiétence entre le 
Conseil et la  Cour en  matière de wtinorités. (Bulletin international 
du droit des minorités, zme année, no 4, 1932, févr., pp. 3-5 ; 
Ibidem,  no 5, 1932, avril, pp. 2-4.) 

3606. GEOCZE (BERTALAN), Nemzetkozi Birosdgok Hatdskore. (Magyar 
Jogaszegylet Konyvtara, 6.) Budapest, A Magyar Jogaszegylet 
KiadAsa, 1930. In-8", 335 pages. 
[Jurisdiction of International Tribunals. In Hungarian. Perm- 
anent Coiirt of International Justice, passim.] 
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3607. HARLE (ELFRIED), Die Entscheidungsgrundlagen des 1Yelt- 
gerichtshofes. Eine Auslegung des Art .  3S des Statuts des Standigen 
Internationalen Gerichtshofes unter besondere Berücksichtigung der 
Allgemeinen Rechtsgrundsatze. Basel, Iy3I. In-8", 300 pages. 
[Dissertation, Bâle, 1931. Mimeographed.: 

3608. HENSE (ARTUR), Das Sanktionssystem des Neuen Planes im 
Gegensatz z u  der bisherigen reparationsrechtlichen Regelung. Inau- 
gural-Dissertation . . . . der Hamburgischen Universitat. Hamburg, 
1931. In-8", 61 pages. 
[IV. Rechtsinstanzen des Sanktionssystems : a) Cour permanente 
de Justice (Volkerbundsgerichtshof), pp. 22-24.] 

3609. KELLOGG uarns  World Court on the limits of its power. 
(New York Times, Dec. 21, 1930, p. 7.) 

3610. MORELLI (GAETANO), L a  sentenza internazionale. (Studi di 
diritto pubblico, diretta da DONATO DONATI, 1.) Padova, Cedam, 
1931. In-8", VI1 4304 pages. 
[Corte permanente di Giustizia internazionale, passim.] 

3611. PERASSI (T.), I caratteri formali della clausola facultativa sulla 
giurisdizione obbligatoria della Corte permanente d i  Giustizia 
internazionale. (Rivista di Diritto internazionale, Anno XXIV, 
Serie I I I ,  Vol. XI ,  1932, Fasc. 1, I O  gennaio - 31 marzo, 
pp. 127-131.) 

3612. REVEL (G.), Rôle et caractère des commissio~zs de conciliation. 
(Revue générale de Droit international public, 3me série, tome V, 
1931 = tome XXXVIII, pp. 564-607.) 
[La limitation de la compétence de la Cour permanente de 
Justice, pp. 569-582.1 

3613. RODEN (ALBERT ANDREWS), L a  compétence de la Cour 
permanente. Les Observations KELLOGG. (Revue de Droit inter- 
national et de Législation comparée, 3me série, tome XII ,  1931, 
no 4> PP. 757-773.) 
[Zones franches de la Haute-Savoie et du Pays de Gex.] 

3614. SALVIOLI (G.), L a  compétence de La Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale dans les controverses de fait. Traduit de l'italien, 
sur manuscrit, par LÉON DEVOGEL. (Revue de Droit international 
et  de Législation comparée, 3me série, tome 13, 1932, no 1, 
pp. 71-88.) 

3615. STRUPP (KARL), Le  droit du  juge international de statuer 
selon l'équité. (Cours professé à l'Académie de Droit inter- 
national en 1930. Recueil des Cours, 1930: I I I ,  tom2 33 
de la collection, pp. 357-481.) 

3616. SIMONS (WALTER) [et] WALTHER SCH~CKING,  critique de 
l'ouvrage de STRUPP (KARL), Dus Recht des internationalen 
Richters, nach Billigkeit z u  entscheiden. (Frankfurter Abhand- 
lungen zum modernen Volkerrecht, Heft 20.) Leipzig, Robert 
Noske, 1930. (Juristische Wochenschrift, 61. Jahrgang, Heft 1, 
1932, 2. Jan., pp. 25-26.) 
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3617. M'OLFF (K.~RL),  Les principes généraztx dzt dvoit applicables 
dans les rapports irttevnatio~zaz~x. (Cours professé à l'Académie de 
Droit international en 1931. Recueil des Cours, 1931 : I I ,  tome 36 
de la collection, pl?. 479-5j0.) 

3618. L'œuvre de la XI Ime Assemblée. Les questions juridiques. 
I .... I I  .... I I I .  Proposition finlandaise tendant à conférer 
à la  Cour permanente de Justice internationale la  qualité d 'une 
instance de recours par rapport aztx tr ibunaux institués par les 
divers États.  (Reviie de Droit international, fondée et dirigée 
par A. DE GEOUFFRE DE LA PRADELLE, VIme année, 1932, tome IX, 
no 1, janv.-févr.-rriars, pp. 300-306.) 

3619. ERICH (R.), Le projet de conférer à la  Cour permanente de 
Justice internationde des fonctions d 'une instance de recours. 
(Revue de Droit international et de Législation comparée, 3me série, 
tome XII ,  j8me année, 1931, no 2, pp. 268-279.) 

3620. GARNER (JAMES WILFORD), Afipeal in cases of alleged invalid 
arbitral awards. (The American Journal of International Law, 
Vol. 26, No. 1, 19:32, Jan., pp. 126-132.) 

8. DIPLOMATIC I'RI\~II~EGEÇ AND ~&I.IRIUNITIES O F  JUDGES 

AND OFFICIALS OF THE REGISTRY. 

362 I . HILL (NORMAN L.) , Diplornatic privdeges arzd immunit ies  
in international organizations. (Georgetown Law Journal, Nov. 
1931, Vol. 20 : 44-fj6.1 

3622. PREUSS (LAWRENCE), Diplornatic privileges and immunit ies  
of agents invested with fz~nctions of a n  international interest. 
(The American Journal of International Law, Vol. 25, No. 4, 
1931,  OC^., pp. 694-710.) 

C.-THE JUDICIAL ANI) ,\DVISORY FLTNCI'IOSS 
OF THE COURT. 

(sec E 2, pp. 264-266 ; E 3, pp. 274-275 ; E 4, p. 352 ; E 5, p. 321 ; 
E 6, pp. 382-383 ; E 7, pp. 385-386.) 

[Publications de laIl Cour permanente de Justice internationale. 
Série C. Plaidoirie:;, Exposés oraux et Documents. - [Publica- 
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tions of the] Permanent Court of International Justice. Series C. 
Pleadings, Oral Statements and Documents. Leyde, Sijthoff, 
1931-1932. In-8'. 
[Contznuation .] 

3623. XXIme session - 1931. No 52. Accès a u x  écoles minoritaires alle- 
mandes en Haute-Silésie. Avis  consultatif d u  15 mai .  (Série A/B, 
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ANTOKOLETZ ( I l . )  2  : 781, 939. 3 : 

1574, 1580, 1594. 5 : 2494. 
~IXTOXELI,I (E.) 2  : 931. 
ANTONESCU (AI.) 6 : 2671, 2996. 
ANTONIADE 5 : 2363, 2364. 

1646. XNZILOTTI (D.) 4 : 1897, 1898, 19oj, 
ALLEN (E. \v.) 8 : 382j 1 1919, 2138. 5 : 2345, 2504, 2519. 
. ~ L L E N  (J). 2  : 376. 6 : 2782-2784, 2822, 2824, 2826, 
ALTAMIRA Y CREVEA (R.) 2 : 136, 2930, 2969 7 : 3247. 8 : 3634, 

137, 143, 913. 3 : 155'1. 4 : 1946, 1 3645, 3730. 
2074. 5 : 2321. 6 : 2820. 8 : 3634. i .\PPLETON (J.) 4 : 2246. 
3843. ARGENTIER (C.) 7 : 3432. 

ALTOMARE (G.) 6 : 2945. 
*\LVAREZ (A.) 3 : 1641. 4 : 2246. 

6 : 2973, 2974, 2980. 7 : 3441, 
3442. 8 : 3803, 3868. 

.\MERY (L. S.) 2  : 607, 608, 622, 
623. 4 : 1889. 

ARXOLD-FORSTER (W.) 3 : 1647. 
4 : 2213. 5 : 2647. 

ARNSKOV (L. Th.) 2  : 903. 
ASBECK (F. 31. van) 2 :  782. 3 : 1765. 
ASCARELLI (R.) 6 : 2859. 
ASCHER (A.) 6 : 2997. 

ANCEL (J .) 8 : 37-11. 1 .~SHC'RST (H. F.) 3 : 1348. 
ÂXDERSEN (H.) 7 : 3413. 

1 
ASSELIN (H.) 2 : 628. 

ANDERSON (Ch. P.) 2 : 273. 8 : 3708. .%STOR 5 : 2296. 6 : 2738 bis. 
ANDERSON (H. W.) 2 : 844. L 4 s ~ ~ ~ u ~ ~  7 : 3334. 8 : 3696. 
'%NDRASSY ( J . )  7 : 3424. ATWOOD (1. H.) 3 : 1702. 
- - - - - - - - - 

' Tlie present Index, like the Alphabetical Index of Subjects whicli is to be 
found on page 426, is cumulative, i.e. it covers the Bibliographies of the Second, 
Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and Seventh Annual Reports (Series E., Nos. 2 ,  3, 4, 
5, 6 and 7) as well as that  of  this volume (pages 347-404). 

The fatfaced figures whi.ch precede the numbers of titles refer to the corre- 
sponding volumes of Serie!; E. (2 : Series E., No. z ; 3 : Series E., No. 3 ; 4 : 
Series E., No. 4 ; 5 : Series 15., No. 5 ; 6 : Series E., No. 6 ; 7 : Series E., No. 7 ;  8 : 
Series E., No. 8, i.e. the present volume). No reference has been made t o  the  
Bibliography of the First Annual Report, as that  list was incorporated in the 
Bibliography of the Second Report. 
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BALFOCR OF BURLEIGH 5 : 2296. BEKITO (E. de) 3  : 1824. 
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BARBOSA CARNEIRO (5. ,4.) 2 : 884, 7 : 3530. 

895. RÉRARD (V.) 8 : 3804. 
BARCLAY (Th.) 2  : 52. 1 BERGE (G. W.) 4 : 1982. 
BARDA (M.) 7 : 3247. 
BARKLEY 8 : 3993. 
BARKARD (W. E.) 6  : 27 54. 

BERCE (W.) 7 : 3435. 
BERGER (E.) 7 : 3431. 
BERKELEY 2  : 356 a ,  534. 

BARRA (F. I*. de la) 6 : 3131. BERNIIOFT ( E I .  A.) 8 : 3802. 
BARTHÉLEMY (J.) 2  : 350, 3 51. 7 : ' BERXSTEIS (H.) 2  : 1054. 

3404. 1 RERYUS (P.) 6  : 2866. 
BARTIK (E.) 4 : 2232, 2246. 5 : 2312. / BEROLZHEIMER (F.) 2  : 1036. 
BASDEY~~XT (J.) 3  : 1404, 1444. 4 : BERTHÉLÉMY (H.) 3  : 1415.4 : 2246. 

2109, 2246. BERTIE OF THAME (Viscount) 7 : 
BASDEVAKT (S.) 7 : 3269. 3195 
BASSETT (J. S.) 4 : 2101. BESSOK (A.) 3 :  1.141. 
BASTID (P.) 5 : 2520. 8 : 3563, 3565, BEUCKER ANDREÆ (W.C.) 6  : 3113. 

3566. BEUMER 6  : 2756. 
BATTLE 5 : 2606 a. BECITE-MERY (M.) 3  : 1397. 
BATY (T.) 7 : 3434. BEVERIDGE (A. J . )  2 :  1096. 
BATY (Th.) 5 : 2368 BEVILAQUA (C.) 2  : 96, III, 112. 
BAUER (Ch. C.) 8 : 3556. BIBIÉ (M.) 6  : 2721. 8 : 3564. 
BAUMGARTEN 8 : 3693. RIDAU (E. L.) 4 : 2110. 
BAUMGARTEN (F.) 7 : 3153. BILFINGER (C.) 8 : 3709, 3710. 
BEAI-ES (A. C,. F.) 7 : 3139. BINET (H. T. P.) 7 : 3270. 
BEAMISH 6  : 2730. RING (F.) 8 : 372 5. 
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3 : 1O3j. BOUGEXOT (A.) 6 : 3007. 
BISE (E.) 2 : 59. 1 Bol-LTER (V. M.) 4 :  rrS7. 6 : 3021. 
BISHOP (C. YI. )  7 : 34 34. 1 7 : 3476. 
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B L A G O Y I ~ \ - I ~ ~ C I ~  (V. O.; 8 : 3797. 1-32. 5 : I J j I .  
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4 : 1984,2139,2223,2246.7 : 3450. 
8 : 3713, 37f4. 
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CHAPTER X. 

FIRST ADDENDUM 
TO 'THE FOURTH EDITION 

OF THE COLLECTIOX OF TEXTS 
GOVERKISG T H E  JURISDICTIOS OF T H E  COURT l .  

The fourth editiou of the Collection of T e x f s  governing the jztris- 
diction of tlze Court ,  dated January 31st, 1932, contaiiis, in the 
case of instruments for the pacific settlement of disputes, the 
complete text, and, in the case of other instruments, the extracts 
affeiting the Court taken from al1 the international instrumei~ts 
\vhich had come to the kiiowledge of the Kegistry by that date. 

Helow is given, in the form of Chapter X of the present Report, 
and under the heading "First Addeiidum", additional information 
obtaiiied between January 31st and June ~ j t h ,  1932. 

The present Chapi:er is intended to complete the fourth edition 
uf the Collection. I t  is divicled into two sections. The first com- 
prises modifications and additions affecting texts given in the fourth 
edition of the Collection and arising, amongst other things, from 
ne\\: signatures, ratifications, etc. ; the serial numbers refer to the 
Collection. The second section contains iiew international instru- 
ments which have come to the knowledge of the Registry since 
the fourth edition of the Collection was published. They are 
arraiiged according to the system followed in the Collectiolz. As con- 
ccrns the language in which the acts are reproduced, it seemed best 
to follow the systeni applied in the fourth edition of the Collection 
oj T e x t s  (see Prcface to that publication, p. I I ) ,  with the 
dif't'erence that, wherever i t  was possible to choose betwcen the 
two officia1 languagcs of the Court, English, inst.ead of French, 
was uscd. Thus, in the case of the instruments dranm in b ~ t h  
English and Frencln, both texts being equally authoritative, the 
English text has becn taken. 

The preseiit Chapter is followed by a list of errata to the fourth 
editiozi of the Collection of T e x t s  2.  

Publications of the Court, Series D., No. 6. 
"ection 1 of the present Chapter contains alio sonie indications relating 

to the lists of signatories given in the Collection, and wliich are intended to 
correct certain errors noticetl after tlie printing of the fourth edition of the 
Cnl!ection. 
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The Collection, with its addenda, does not claim to be absolu- 

tely complete or accurate. It relies, however, exclusively upon 
official information both as regards the actual existence of clauses 
affecting the Court's activity and as regards the text of such 
clauses, and the position iii regard to their signature and ratifi- 
cation. This information is of two different kinds : officia1 public- 
ations either by the League of Nations or its organizations, or 
by the various governments; direct commu~iications, from the 
same sources 1. 

The present Chapter has been reprinted separately in pamphlet 
form, so that the addendum may be easily added to the Collection 
of Texts. Copies of these reprints can be supplied to persons who 
possess the fourth edition of the Collection. 

See p. 63 of present Report for an  account of tlie steps talien by the 
Registrar of the Court witli a view to  obtaining tlic consent of al1 govern- 
ments entitled to  appear bcfore the Court t o  communicate regulnrly to tlie 
Registry the text of nen agreements concluded by the111 and containinp 
clauses relnting to the Court's jurisdiction. 



SECTION 1. 

MODIFICATIONS AND ADDITIONS AFFECTIA7G 
T H E  T E X T S  GIVEN I N  T H E  FOURTH EDITION 
OF THE COLLECTION OF T E X T S  GOVERNINI; 

T H E  JURISDICTION OF T H E  COURT l. 

3.-PROTOCOL OF SIGNATURE OF THE STATGTE FOR THE C O ~ R I  

Geneva, December 16th, 1920. 
-- 

Nov. zoth, 1925 
RIarch q t h ,  1932 

6.-PROTOCOL RELATING 

TO THE REVISION OF THE STATITTE FOR T H E  COITRT. 

Geneva, September 14th, 1929. 

Signatztres and ratifications (cont.) : 
Cuba Jan. 5th, 1931 
Ethiopi:~ 
Irish Free State August znd, 1930 
Italy April znd, 1931 

8 c P R O T O C O L  RELATISG 

TO T H E  ACCE.SSIO?I O F  T H E  UNITED STATES O F  ANERICA 

TO T H E  PROTOCOL OF SIGS.4TCRE O F  T H E  STATCTE FOR T H E  COURT. 

Geneva, September 14th, 1929. 

Signatures and ratifications (coilt .) : 
Ethiopia 
Latvia August q t h ,  1930 

l See page 437, note 2 .  

The reservation made by the Cuban Governinent wlien ratifying the 
Protocol was withdrawn by this Government by an instrument deposited 
with the Secretariat of the League of Nations on RIarch 14th, 1932. 



Declarations of acceptance of the Optional Clause 
(continued).  

Ethiopia (renewal) . 
Le soussigné déclare, au nom du Gouvernement impérial d'Étliio- 

pie, reconnaître comme obligatoire de plein droit et sans conven- 
tion spéciale vis-à-vis de tout membre ou Éta t  acceptant la même 
obligation, c'est-à-dire sous condition de réciprocité, la juridiction 
de la Cour conformément h l'article 36, paragraphe 2 ,  du Statut, 
pour une durée de deux années avec effet à partir du 16 juillet 
1931, en exceptant les différends futurs à propos desquels les 
Parties auraient convenu d'avoir recours à un autre mode de règle- 
ment pacifique. 

Geneva, April 15th, 1932. 
(Signed)  Couilt LAGARDE, duc ~ 'ENTOTTO.  



List of States having signed the Optional Clause l. 
Date of 

States. 
Date of 

signature 
deposit of 

ratification " 
(if any 2). 

Union of 19 I X  29 Ratification. 7 I V  30 
South A4frica Keciprocity. 

IO  years and tliereafter tintil 
notice of terminat ion is given. 
For al1 tlisputcs arising after rati- 

fication witli regard t o  situations 
or facts subsecluent to  ratification, 
except : 

-dispiites in regard t o  which 
tlie l'arties havtx agreed or sliall 
agree to  have recourse to  some 
ottier niethotl of peaceful settlement ; 

--<lisputes betjieen 3lciiibcrs of 
the League of Sations wlio are also 
3lcnibers of the British Comirion- 
xxe;ilth of Sat io i l i ;  

t l i s p u t e s  \vit11 regard t o  ques- 
tions \ihicli hy international law 
fall exclusively \vitIlin the jurisclic- 
tien of South Africa. 

The right is rcscrved in respect 
of an'- <lisputes considered by the 
('ouncil to  suspentl judicial pro- 
cee<litigs iinder certain conditions. 

Albania 17 11 30 Ratification. 17 IX 30 
Reciprocity. 
j years (as from the date of the 

deposit of the  instrument of 
ratification). 
For al1 disputes arising after 

ratification witli regard t o  situa- 
tions or facts subsequent t o  rati- 
fication. 

Escept the disputes 
(a) relating t o  the territorial status 

of Albania ; 
( h )  n i t h  rcgard t o  questions 

uliich by international laxv fail 
esclusively xvitliin the jurisdiction 
of Xlhania ; 

(c) relating directly or indirectly 
to  the application of treaties pro- 
xridirig for another method of paci- 
fie settleinent. 

- - - -  ---- ~ 

1 Sonietinies tlie (late of thc signature of the  Optional Clause does not 
;ilq>ear in the declaral.ion. In such cases, the list gives in brackets an  
approxiniate indication based on the date on ~i l i ich  the  declaration was first pub- 
lishetl in a n  oficial document of the Leagiie of Zations ; this document 
is then referred t o  in a note. 

"atification is iiot in fact requirecl iinder the  terms of the  Optional 
Clause. 
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Date of 
signature 

Conditions. 

Date of 
deposit of 

ratification 
(if any). 

Australia 2 0  IX 2 9  (See,  mutatis mutandis, the con- 18 \.;III 3 0  
ditions s t i f i~~ la ted  by the U n i o n  
01 Sou th  rljrica.) 

Austria 14 III 22  Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

Renewed on Ratification. 
12 I 2 7  Reciprocity. 

IO years (from the date of the 
deposit of the instrument of 
ratification). 

Belgium 2 5  rx 2 5  Ratification. 
Reciprocit y. 
15 years. 

For any dispute arising after 
ratification with regard t o  situa- 
tions or facts subsequent to such 
ratification. 

Except in cases where the Par- 
ties niay have agreed or may agree 
to  have recourse to  soine other 
method of pacific settlement. 

Brazil I XI 2 1  l Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

On condition that  compulsory 
jurisdiction is accepted by a t  least 
two of the Powers permanentlv 
represented on the Coiincil of the 
League of Nations 2. 

Bulgaria (1921) Reciprocity. 12 VIII 2 1  

Canada 2 0  IX 2 9  (See, mutatis mutandis, the con- 2 8  VII 3 0  
di t ions  stifiulated by the U n i o n  
of Sou th  Africn.) 

China. 13 v 2 2  Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

Colombia 6 I 3 2  Reciprocity. 

1 Rrazil's declaration is contained in the deed of ratification of the Pro- 
toc01 of Signature of the Statute (deposited on Sovember rst, 1921). 

2 Germany and Great Britain-Powers perinanently represented on the  
Council of the League of Nations-are now bound by the Clause, the first 
since February 29th, 1928, and the secoiid since February 5th, 1930. 

neclaration reproduced in the Tveati, Sevics of the League of Nations, 
Vol. VI ( r g z ~ ) ,  No. 170. 
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States. Date of 
signature. Conditions 

Costa Rica (Before Reciprocity. 
28 I 21) 

Czechoslo- 19 IX 29 Ratification. 
vakia Reciproci t ~ 7 .  

IO years (as from ttie date of 
deposit of the instrument of 
ratification). 
For al1 disputes arising after 

ratification with regard to  situa- 
tions or facts suhsequent to rati- 
fication. 

Except in cases wliere the Parties 
have agreed or shall agree to  Iiave 
recourse to  some other method of 
pacific settlement. 

Subject t o  the right of either 
Party to a dispute to  submit it, 
before any recourse to  the Court, 
t o  the Coiincil of the League of 
Sations. 

Deninark (Before Ratification. 
28 I 21) Reciprocity. 

. 5 years. 
Renezeied on Ratification. 
II xrr 25 Reciprocity. 

IO years (from June 13tli, 1926). 

Dominican 30 IX 24 Ratification. 
Republic Reciprocity. 

Esthonia 2 v 23 Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

For any future dispute in regard 
t o  xvhich the Parties have not 

Date of 
deposit of 
ratification 
(if 011y). 

l Declaration reproduced in the document of the League of Sations 
Ko. 21/31/6, A, dated Januarv 28t11, 1921. 

Costa Rica, on Deceniber zqth, 1924, inforinet1 the Secretary-General of lier 
decision to  witlidraw from the League of Sations, this decision to  take 
effect as from January ~ s t ,  1927. Before that  date, Costa Rica had riot 
ratified the Protocol of Signature of tlie Statute ; moreover, Costa Rica is 
not mentioned in the PLnnex to  the Covenant of the League of Sations. 
Tliis would seeni t o  point to the conclusion that  Costa Rica's obligations 
resulting from her signature of the I'rotocol of Decemher 16th, 1920, and 
of the Optional Clause yave lapsed. 

Declaration reprodiiced in the document of the League of Xations 
No. 21/31/6, A,  dated January zsth,  1921. 

3 Esthonia's declaratiori is contained in the deed of ratification of tlie I'ro- 
tocol of Signature of tlii; Statute (tleposited on May znd, 1923). 
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States. Date of signature 
Conditions. 

agreed t o  have recourse to  some 
otlier method of pacific settlement. 

Renewed on Extension for a period of I O  years 
25 VI 28 l as from Rlay znd, 1928. 

Ethiopia 12 YI I  26 Keciprocity. 
j years. 

Future disputes in regard to  
which tlie Parties iiiay have agreed 
to  have recourse to  some other 
inethod of pacific settlement are 
excepted. 

Renexled on Prolongation for a period of two 
15 IV 32 years, from July iOth, 1931. 

Finland (1921) Ratification. 
Keciprocitp. 
5 years. 

Regzewed on Reciprocitp. 
3 III  27 IO years (as from April 6th, 1927). 

France 19 I X  29 Katification. 
Keciprocit y. 

deposit of 
ratification 
( i f  aizy). 

5 years. 
For al1 disputes arising after 

ratification with regard t o  situa- 
tions or facts subsequent to  rati- 
fication ; 

Antl which cannot be settleù by 
a procediire of conciliation or by 
the Council according to  the terms 
of Article 15, paragrapli 6, of the 
Covenant. 

1-xcept cases in \<hich the Parties 
have agreed or shall agree to  have 
recourse to  sotne other method of 
arbitral settlenient. 

Germany 23 1s 27 Ratification. 29 II 28 
Reciprocity. 
.j years. 

For any future dispute arisi:ig 
after ratification regarding situations 
or facts subsequent to  ratification. 

1 Date of tlie letter by which the RIinister for Foreign Affairs of the 
Esthonian Government informed the Secretary-General of the League of 
Nations of the extension of the period for ~rliicli tliat Government \vas bound. 

* Declaration reproduced in the Tvealy Sevies of the League of Nations, 
Vol. V I  ( I ~ z I ) ,  NO. 170. 

This declaration replaces the declaration made on behalf of the French 
Government on October znd, 1924, whicli nas  subject to ratification but 
had not been ratified. 
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States. 

Germany 
(cont.) 

Great 
Britain 

Guatemala 

Haiti 

H ringary 

Irish Free 
State l 

Date of 
signature C'onditioiis 

Except in cases where the Parties 
may have agreed or iiiay agree t o  
have rccotirse t o  nnotlieï tnethod of 
pacific settlement. 

(Sec ,  mutatis mutandis, tlze corz- 
ditioizs s t i / )~ t ln ted  by the Cqzioiz 
of Solr t l~  .l,irica.) 

Reciprocit y. 
5 years. 

For al1 catcgorics of disputes 
eniliiieratecl iii Article 36 oi t l ie  
Statutc,  except : 

(a) disl~utes relating to the terri- 
torial statu5 of Gleece, iricluding 
tliose conccrning its riglits of sovcr- 
eign$ O\-er its ports and lincs of 
coiiiiiiunication ; 

( h )  (lisputcs relating directly or 
indirectly t o  tlic application of trea- 
ties or conventions accepted by 
Grcece and ~iroviding for anotlier 
pr9ce;iure. 

Ratification. 
Reciprocit y. 

(Withoiit conditions.) 

Ratification. 
Keciprocit y. 
5 years (from the date of the 

deposit of the instrument of 
ratification). 

(See ,  iniitatis mutandis, tlze con- 
d i t ions  stifiulnted by tlze Union 
of Sozitlz, A,irica.) 

Ratification. 
Reciprocity. 
2 0  years. 

445 
Date of 

deposit of 
ratification 
(if any). 

1 In his circular letter No. Io j ,  the Secretary-General of the League of 
Nations informed the  governments of RIeinl>ers of the  1,eague tha t  the 
Rlinister for 1:oruign Affairs of the Irish Free State had informed hitii by a 
letter datcd Augiist z r s t ,  1926, t ha t  the  Irish 1;ree State should be includc<l 
aniongst the Members of the  League whicli had ratified tlie Protocol of 
Signaturc. 

On October ~ l t h ,  1926, the  Secretary-General informed the Registrar of 
the Court tha t  the letter of August zrst  above mentioned had been handed 
t o  hini on .4ugust 26th by the represcntative of the  Irish Frcc State nccre- 
dited t o  the  Leagiie of Nations, aiid tha t ,  since tha t  date,  tlie Irish I:ree 
State has been incliided on the Secretariat's list as bound by the Protocol 
of thc Court. 
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Date of 
signature. 

Conditions. 

1tal~7 9 ix 29 Ratification. 
Reciprocit y. 

Date of 
deposit of 

ratification 
( i f  a a y ) .  

5 years. 
Subiect t o  anv other method of 

Latvia 

settlement provided by a special con- 
vention. 

In  cases ivhere a solution ùy means 
of diplomacy or by the action of the 
Council of the League of Nations is 
not attained. 

IO IX 29 l Ratification. 
Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

For al1 disputes arising after ratifica- 
tion of this declaration in regard to  
situations or facts subsequent to  rati- 
fication. 

Except in cases where the Parties 
have agreed or shall agree t o  have 
recourse to  some other method of peace- 
ful settlement. 

Liberia (1921) Ratification. 
Reciprocity. 

Lithuania 5 x 21 5 years. 16 v zz 
Renewed on 5 years (as from Jan. q t h ,  1930). 

14 1 30 
Lusemburg I j IX 30 Reciprocity. 

5 years (renewable by tacit 
reconduction). 
For al1 disputes arising after the 

signature in regard to  situations or 
facts subsequent to the signature. 

Except the cases where the Parties 
have agreed or shall agree t o  have 
recourse to  some other method of 
peaceful settlement. 

Netherlands 6 VIII 21 Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

For any future dispute in regard to  
which the Parties have not agreed to  
have recourse to  some other method 
of pacific settlement. 

1 This declaration replaces the declaration made on behalf of the Latvian 
Government on September r r th ,  1923, u-hich was subject t o  ratification 
but  had not been ratified. 

Declaration reproduced in the Treaty Series of the League of Nations, 
Vol. VI (1921), NO. 170. 

3 In  1921, the Governrnent of Luxemburg had already signed the Optional 
Clause, subject t o  ratification ; but ratification had not taken place. 
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States. 

Iletlier- 
lands 
(cont .) 

New Zea 
land 

Nicaragua 

Norway 

Panama 

Persia 

Date of 
signature. Conditions. 

Renewed on Reciprocity. 
2 IX  26 IO years (as froin August 6th, 

1926). 
For al1 future disputes excepting 

those in regard to  vvhicli the Parties 
niay have agreed after the entry into 
force of the Court's Statute, t o  have 
recourse to  sonle other method of 
pacific settlement, 

Date of 
deposit of 

ratification 
(if aizy).  

19 IX 29 (See,  mutatis mutandis, tlze con- 2 9  III 30 
ditions stipulated by the U n i o n  
of Sou th  A frica.) 

24 IX 29 (Unconditionally.) 

6 rx 21 Ratification. 
Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

Kenewed on Reciprocity. 
2 2  rx 26 IO years (from Oct. 3rd, 1926). 

25 x 2 1  Reciprocity. 

2 x 30 Ratification. 
Reciprocit y. 
6 years (and after expiration of 

that period, until notification 
of abrcgation). 
For al1 disputes arising after ratifi- 

cation with regard to  situations or 
facts relating directly or indirectly to  
the application of treaties accepted 
b y  Persia and subsequent to  the 
ratification. 

\Vith the exception of : 
( a )  disputes relating to  the terri- 

torial status of Persia, including those 
concerning the rights of sovereignty 
of Persia over its islands and ports ; 

(b)  disputes in regard to  \\-hich the 
Parties have agreed .or shall agree to  
have recourse to  sotne other method of 
peaceful settlement ; 

(c) disputes with regard to  ques- 
tions which, by international law, 
faIl exclusively within the jurisdiction 
of Persia. 

Subject t o  Persia's right t o  demand 
the suspension of proceedings before 
the Court in regard to  any dispute 
rcfcrrcd to  the Council of the League 
cf Sations. 
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Date of 
signature 

Peru 19 IX 29 Ratification. 
lieciprocit y. 
I O  J-ears (as from date of ratifi- 

Poland 

cation). 
For al1 di.iputes arising with regard 

to  situations or facts subseqiient to 
ratification. 

Except in cases where the I'arties 
inay have agreed either to  liave 
recourse to  sotiie other nictliod of settle- 
ment by arbitration or to subn~i t  tlie 
dispute previously to  the Council of 
tlie 1-eague of Sations. 

24 I 31 Iiatificatic~i~. 
Iieciprocit y. 
5 vears. 

For al1 disputes arising after tlie 
signature with regard to  situations or 
facts subsequcnt to  the signature. 

Except the cases where the Parties 
have agrecd or shall agree to  have 
recourse to  sonie otlier inethod of 
peaceful settlciiient. 

Exccpt the disputes : 
( 1 )  rvith regard t o  tnatters ~vhicli. by 

international law, are solely witliiti 
the domestic jurisdiction of States : 

(2)  arising between I'oland and 
States which rcfuse to  establish or 
maintain normal diplonlatic relations 
witli Poland ; 

(3) connected directly or indirectly 
witli the \Vorl<l \Var or \vit11 tl-ic 
Polono-Sovietic \l-ar ; 

(4) resulting directly or indirectly 
from the provisions of the Treaty of 
Peace signed a t  Riga on Rlarch 18th. 
1921 ; 

( 5 )  relating t o  provisions of internai 
law connected with points (3) and (4). 

Portugal (Before Kcciprocit y. 
28 I 21) l 

Date of 
deposit of 

ratification 
(if ai ! ! , )  

Roumania 8 x 30 Ratification. 9 1-1 31 
111 respect of tlie goverilinents 

recognized by Roumania and 
under reciprocity. 

.j years. 

l L)eclaration reproduced in the docuiiicnt of tlie League of Xations 
Ko. 21/31/G, A, dated January zôtli, 1921. 
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Date of 
signature. 

Koumania 
(cont.) 

Conditions. 

In regard t o  legal disputes arising 
out of situations or facts subsequent 
t o  ratification. 

Witli exception of the matters for 
which a special procedure has been 
or may be establislied. 

Subject t o  the right of Roumania t o  
submit the dispute t o  the  Council of 
the League of Sations before having 
recourse t o  the Court. 

\.\'ith the exception of : 
( a )  any question of substance or 

procedure urhich might directly or 
indirectly cause the existing terri- 
torial integrity of Roumania and of 
her sovereign rights, including her 
rights over her ports and communica- 
tions, to  be  brought into question ; 

( 6 )  disputes relating to  questions 
which, according t o  international law, 
fall under the doniestic jurisdiction 
of Koumania. 

Date of 
deposit of 
ratification 

Salvador 29 V I I I  30 1 nit11 the exception of any disputes 29 y111 30 
or differences concerning points or 
questions which cannot be submitted 
t o  arbitration in accordance with the 
political constitution of Salvador. 

Except the disputes which arose 
before the signature, and pecuniarp 
claimh madr against the  nation. 

Iieciprocity only in regard t o  States 
wliich accept the arbitration in tha t  
form. 

2 0  IX  29 Katification. 
Reciprocit y. 
10 years. 

Yor al1 disputes as to  which no otlier 
nieans of pacific settlenient is agreed 
upon between the Parties. 

Siam 

Spain 21 IX  26: Reciprocity. 
IO vears. 

For an)- dispute arising after sign- 
ature with regard to  situations or facts 
subsequent t o  such signature. 

Except in cases where the Parties 
map have agreed or map agree t o  have 
recourse t o  some other method of 
pacific settlement. 

' The declaration of S;ilvndor is contained in the deed of ratification of the 
I'rotocol of Signature of the Statute (deposited on .-lugust ~ q t h ,  1930). 

29 
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Date of 
signature 

Conditions 

Date of 
deposit of 
ratification 
(if anyj. 

Sweden 16 VIII 21 Reciprocity. 
5 years. 

Renewed on Reciprocit y. 
18 III 26 10 years (as from August 16th, 

1926). 

Switzerland (Before Ratification. 25 VII 21 
28 I 21) l Reciprocity. 

j years. 
Renezeied on Ratification. 24 VII 26 

I I I I  26 Reciprocity. 
IO years (as from deposit of in- 

strument of ratification). 

Uruguay (Before Reciprocity. 27 IX 21 
28 I 21) l 

Yugoslavia 16 v 30 Ratification. 24 XI  30 
In relation to  any government 

recognized by the Kingdom of 
Yugoslavia and on condition of 
reciprocit y. 

5 years (as from deposit of in- 
strument of ratification). 
For al1 disputes arising after ratifi- 

cation. 
Except disputes relating t o  ques- 

tions which, by international law, fa11 
exclusively within the  jurisdiction of 
the Kingdom of Yugoslavia. 

Ancl evcept in cases xvhere the Par- 
ties have agreed or sliall agree t o  have 
recourse to  some other method of 
peaceful settlement. 

' Declaration reproduced in tlie document of the  League of Nations 
No. 21/31/6, A, dated January 28th, 1921. 



~ ~ . - G E N E I < A L  .4CT FOR CONCILIATION, JCDICIAL 

SETTLEMENT AKD ARBITRATION. 

rzdopted nt the N i n t h  Assembly of the League of IC'ations 
nt G e n e ~ n  o n  Septembcr 26th, 1928. 

Accessions l: 

Australia (-4) May 21st, 1931 2.  

Belgium (A) May 18th, 1929 3 .  

For the signification~ of letters (A) and (B), see Articles 38 and 43 of the 
General Act. 

* The accession of Australia is subject t o  the following conditions : 
"(1) That  the followixig disputes are excluded from the procedure described 

in the General Act, includirig the procedure of conciliation : 

(i) Disputes arising prior t o  the accession of His hlajesty t o  the said 
General Act, or relating t o  situations or facts prior to  the said accession ; 

(ii) Disputes in regard t o  which the  Parties t o  the dispute have agreed 
or shall agree t o  have recourse to  some other method of peaceful settle- 
ment : 

(iii) Disputes between His Majesty's Government in the Com~iionwealth 
of Australia and the Governrnent of any other >lember of the League 
which is a member c~f tlie British Common~vealth of Nations, al1 of \\.hich 
disputes shall be settled in such a inanner as the Parties have agreed or 
shall agree ; 

(iv) Disputcs conceirning questions \\.hich by international la& are solely 
l ~ i t h i n  the domestic jurisdiction of States ; and 

(v) Disputcs with nny Party to  the General Act who is not a RIeniber 
of the League of Nai.ions. 
" ( 2 )  That  His Rlajesty reserves the right in relation t o  the disputes men- 

tioned in Article 17 of the  General Act to  require tha t  the procedure pre- 
scribed in Chapter II of the said Act shall be suspended in respect of any 
dispute whicli has been submitted to  and is under consideration by the Council 
of the League of Nations, provided tha t  notice t o  suspend is given after the 
dispute has been submitted t o  the Council and is given mithin ten days of 
the notification of the initiation of the procedure, antl provided also tha t  
such suspension shall be lixnited t o  a period of twelve months or such 
longer period as may be agreed by the Parties t o  the dispute or determined 
by a decision of al1 the kletiibers of the Council other than the Parties to  
the dispute. 

"(3) (i) That,  in the case of a dispute, not being a dispute mentioned in 
Article I 7 of the General Act, whicli is brought before the Council of the 
League of Nations in ;accordance witli the provisions of tlie Covenant, the 
procedure prescribed in Chapter 1 of the General Act shall not be applied, 
and, if already commenced, shall be suspended, unless the  Council determines 
tliat the  said procedure sliall be adopted. 

"(ii) That  in tlie case of such a dispute, the procedure described in Chap- 
ter I I I  of the General Act shall not be applied unless the Council has failed 
t o  effect a settlement of the dispute within twelve tiionths froin the date on 
bvhich is was first subniitted to  the Council, or, in a case where the proce- 
dure prescribed in Chapter 1 has been adopted without producing an  agree- 
ment between the Pari-ies, witliin six niontlis from the termination of the  
work of the Conciliation (:ommission. Tlie Couiicil may extend either of the above 
periods by a decision of al1 its RIembers otlier than the Parties to  the dispute." 

The accession of Belgiuni is subject to  the reservation provided for in 
Article 39 ( 2 )  (a), with the effect of excluding from the procedure described 
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Cariada (A) July ~ s t ,  1931 l. 
Denmark (A) April ~ q t h ,  1930. 
Esthonia (A) September 3rd, 1931 2. 

Finland (A) September 6th, 1930. 
France (A) May z ~ s t ,  1931 3 .  

Great Britairi (A) May zrst, 1931 4. 

Greece (A) September 14th, 1931 j. 

India (A) May z ~ s t ,  1931 4. 

Irish Free State (il) September 26th, 1931. 
1 taly (A) September 7th, 1931 6. 

-- 

in this Act disputes arising prior t o  the accession of Belgium or prior to the 
accession of any other Party with whom Belgium may have a dispute. 

l The accession of Canada is subject, nzutatis mutandis, to  the same con- 
ditions as those stipulatcd by Australia. 

The accession of Estlionia is subject t o  the following conditions : The 
following disputes are excluded from the procedure described in the Gcneral 
Act, including the procedure of conciliation : 

(a)  disputes resulting from the  facts prior either to  the accession of Esthonia 
or to  the accession of another Party with whoni Esthonia might have a 
dispute ; 

(6) disputes concerning questions wliich by international lau are solcly 
within the tlomestic jurisdiction of States. 

The instrument of accession of France contains the following declaration : 
"Ladite adhésion concernant tous les différends qui s'élèveraient après ladite 

adhtsion au sujet de situations ou de faits postérieurs à elle, autres que ceux 
que la Cour permanente de Justice internationale reconnaîtrait cornnie portant 
sur une question que le droit international laisse h la compétence exclusive 
de l 'État ; étant entendu que, par application de l'article 39 dudit acte, les 
différends que les Parties ou l'une (l'entre elles auraient déférés au Conseil de 
la Société des Kations ne seraient souniis aux procédures décrites par cet acte 
que si le Conseil n'était pas parvenu h statuer dans les conditions prévues k 
l'article 15,  alinéa 6, du Pacte. 

"En outre, conformément à la résolution adoptée par l'Assemblée de la 
Société des Kations a pour la présentation et  la recommandation de l'Acte 
<[ général n, l'article 28 de cet acte est interprété par le Gouvernement français 
comme signifiant notaniment que e le respect des droits établis par les traités 
o ou résultant du droit des gens s est obligatoire pour les tribunaux arbitraux 
constitués en application du chapitre 3 dudit Acte général." 

The accession is subject, mutatis nzuta7zdis, to  the saine conditions as the 
accession of Australia. 

The accession of Greece is subject to  the follo\ving conditions : The 
following disputes are excluded from the procedure described in the General 
Act, including the procedure for conciliation refcrred t o  in Chapter 1 : 

( a )  disputes resulting from facts prior either t o  the accession of Greece or 
t o  the accession of another Party with whom Greece ~n igh t  have a dispute ; 

(b) disputes concerning questions whicti by international laçv are solely 
within the domestic jurisdiction of States and in particular disputes relating 
t o  the territorial status of Greece, including disputes relating to  its rights of 
sovercignty over its ports and lines of communication. 

6 The accession of I taly is subject to  the following conditions : 
"1. - Seront exclus des procédures décrites dans ledit Acte : 
"a )  les différends nés au sujet de faits ou de situations antérieurs à la 

présente adhésion ; 



1-uxemburg (A) September ~ j t h ,  1930. 
Netherlaii~ds (B) August 8th, 1930. 
Scw Zealiind (A) May a ~ s t ,  1931 1. 
Sorway (A) Julie  th, 1930 < 
Peru (A) November z ~ s t ,  1931 3 .  

Spain ('4) September 16th, 1930 4. 

Sweden (B) May 13th, 1929. 

117.-CONVENTION D E  CONCILIATION, D'ARBITRAGE 

ET DE RÈGLEMENT JUDICIAIRE EXTRE LA BELGIQUE ET LA GRÈCE. 

Athènes, 25 juin 1929 .  

(Ratif ications échangées ti Bruxelles le 4 novembre 1930.) 

~ ~ ~ . - T R A L T É  D E  COSCILIATION,  D'ARBITRAGE 

ET DE R È G L E ~ I E N T  JUDICIAIRE ENTRE LE LUXEMBOCRG ET LE PORTUGAL. 

Luxembourg, I j août 1 9 2 9 .  

(Ratif ications échangées à Bruxelles le IO avril 1931.) 

149.-CONVENTIOX E N T R E  L'ISLANDE E T  LA SUÈDE CONCERNANT 

LE RÈGLEMENT PACIFIQUE DES DIFFÉRENDS. 

Tingvellir, 27 juin 1930. 

(Ratif ications échangées à Stockholm le IO février 1932.) 

- 
"b) les différends portant sur des questions que le droit international laisse 

h la compétence exclusive des Éta ts  ; 
"c) les difftrends touchant aux relations entre l'Italie e t  une tierce Puis- 

sance. 
"II. - II est entendu que, par application de  l'article 29 dudit Acte, les 

différends pour la solution desquels une procédure spéciale serait prévue par 
d'autres conventions, seront réglés conformément aux dispositions de  ces 
conventions ; e t  qu'en particulier les différends qui seraient soumis au Conseil 
oii h 1'.4ssemblée de 1;i. Société des Nations en vertu d'une des dispositions 
du I'acte, seront réglés conformément à ces dispositions. 

"III .  - II est entendu, d'autre part, qu'il n'est pas dérogé par la présente 
adhesion k l'adhésion de l'Italie au Statut  de la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale et  à la clause de ce Statut  concernant la juridiction obligatoire 
de  la Cour." 

l Tlie accession is siibject, mtttatis m u t a n d i s ,  to  the same conditions as the  
accrscion of .4ustralia. 

Norway acceeded, on June ~ i t h ,  1929, t o  Chapters 1, II  and IV, and 
acceeded, on June I   th, 1930, t o  Chapter III  of t he  General Act. 

The accession of Peru is subject t o  reservation (b),  provided for in Article 39, 
paragraph r ,  of the  General Act. 

4 The accession of Spain is subject t o  reservations ( a )  and (b) provided for 
in Article 39, paragraph 2 ,  of the  General Act. 



~ ~ ~ . - T R . ~ I T É  D E  RÈGLEMENT JUDICIAIRE,  D'ARBITRAGE 

ETi D E  CONCILIATION E N T R E  LES  PAYS-BAS 

E T  L A  YOUGOSLAVIE. 

La Haye, II  mars 1931. 

(Ratif ications échangées à L a  H a y e  le 2 avril 1932.) 

~ ~ ~ . - C O X V E X T I O K  CONCERKINC; CNEhlPLOYMENT 

adopted by  the International Labour Conference. 
LVashington, November A t h ,  1919. 

Ratifications (coiit .) : 

Netherlands February Oth, 1933 

I ~ ~ . - c O N V E N T I O S  cOKCERKII iG  T H E  EMPLOYMENT 

O F  IVOMEX DGRING T H E  NIGHT 

ndopted by the International Labour Conference. 
Washington, Kovember A t h ,  1919. 

Ratifications (cont.) 

Albatiia 
Portugal 

hlarch 17th~ 1932 
May ~ o t h ,  1932 

169.-COXVENTION CONCERNING T H E  MINIMUM AGE 

FOR T H E  ADMISSION O F  C H I L D R E S  TO INDUSTRIAL EIvlPLOYMENT 

adopted by  the International Labour Conference. 
LVashington, November 28th, 1919. 

Ratifications (cont.) : 
Albania 

170.-CONVENTION CONCERNING T H E  NIGHT WORK 

O F  YOUNG PERSONS EMPLOYED I N  INDCSTRY 

adopted by the International Labour Conference. 
LVashingtoii, November 28th, 1919. 

Ratifications (coilt.) 

Albania 
Hungary 
Portugal 

bIarch 17th, 1932 
April ~ g t h ,  1928 
May ~ o t h ,  1932 1 

' The ratification does not apply to the Portugiiese colonies 



~ ~ ~ . - C O N V E ~ \ T I O N  CONCERSING T H E  MIMIMUM AGE 

F O R  ADMISSION O F  YOUNG PERSONS T O  EMPLOYMENT 

AS  TRIMMERS OR STOKERS 

adopted by  the International Labour  Conference. 
Geneva, Kovember  th, 1921. 

Ratif ications (cont .) : 

Irish Free State July 5 t h  1930 

181.-CONVENTION CONCERSING T H E  AGE FOR ADMISSION 

O F  CHILDREN T O  EMPLOYMENT I?i AGRICULTURE 

adofited by the International Labour  Conference. 
Geneva, Noveinber 16th, 1921. 

Ratif ications ((:ont.) : 

Japa~i  December ~ g t h ,  1923. 

 CONV CONVENTION CONCERNING T H E  APPLICATION 

O F  W E E K L Y  REST I N  INDUSTRIAL UNDERTAKINGS 

adopted by the International Labour  Conference. 
Geneva, Kovember 17th, 1921. 

Ratif ications (cont .) : 

Sweden December zznd, 1931 
~ 

~ ~ ~ . - I N T E R N A T I O N A L  CONVENTION RELATING 

T O  T H E  SIMPLIFICATION O F  CCSTOMS FORMALITIES.  

Geiicva, Novernber 3rd, 1923. 

Ratif ications (cont.) : 

Finland 
Greece 
Siam 

May 23rd, 1928 
July 6th, 1927 
May ~ g t h ,  1925 



190.-CONVENTION CONCERNING OPIUM. 

G e i i e v a ,  February ~ g t h ,  1925.  

A ccessions (cont .) : 

Argentine 
Bolivia 
Irak 

April r g t h ,  1932 
August 8th, 1931 

I ~ ~ . - C O N V E N T I O N  FOR T H E  SUPERVISION O F  INTERNATIONAL TRADE 

I N  ARMS AND AMMUNITION A N D  I N  IMPLEMESTS O F  WAR.  

G e i i e v a ,  June 1 7 t h ,  1925 .  

Signatures ( c o i i t  .) : 

Norway 
Y ugoslavia 

I ~ ~ . - c O N V E N T I O N  COKCERNING T H E  SIMPLIFICATION 

O F  T H E  INSPECTION O F  EMIGRANTS ON BOARD S H I P  

adopted by the International Labour Conference. 
Geneva, J i i i i c  sth,  1 9 2 6 .  

Ratifications (cont .) : 

Albania March 17th, 1932 

I ~ ~ . - s L A V E R Y  CONVENTION. 

Geneva, September 2 j t h ,  1926. 

Ratifications (cont.) 

Gennany March  th, 1 9 2 9  

202.-CONVENTION ESTABLISHING AN INTERNATIONAL R E L I E F  UNION. 

Geneva, July ~ z t h ,  1927.  

Ratifications ( co i i t . )  : 

France 
Turkey 

-- 

' Under contlitions. 

April 2 7 t h ,  1932  

March ~ o t h ,  1932 



203.-INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION FOR T H E  .-IBOLITION 

O F  IMPORT A S D  EXPORT RESTRICTIOKS. 

Geneva, November Stti, 1927. 

Sigtzafzdres and acccssions (cnnt .) : 

India 
Netherlands (accession 

for Curaçao) Xpril ~ S t l i ,  1 9 3 2  

Turkey 

~ O ~ . - I N T E R N A T I O S ~ ~ L  CONVENTION FOR T H E  SITPPRESSION 

O F  ( O U N T E R F E I T I S G  ( 'CRRENCY. 

Gc~ieva, April m t h ,  1929. 

Colombia. 
Xetherlands 

~ O ~ . - C O N V E N T I C I N  CONCEXNING T H E  MARKING O F  LVEIGH'I 

O N  HEAVY PACKAGES TRASSPORTED R Y  S H I P  

adopted hy Ihe International Latiouv Conferen-e.  
Gerieva, June zrst, 1929. 

Ratifications (cent .) : 

Portugal 
Sweden 

E n t r y  in to  force : The Convention came into force on March gth, 
1932, by virtue of .Article 3. 

209.-CONVE NTION CONCERKING T H E  PROTECTION 

AG.%INST ACCIDESTS  OF U'ORKERS EMPLOYEI)  I N  LOADING 

O R  UNLOAUING S H I P S  

adofited hy  the Intevn~t t io~zal  1,ahour Conference. 
Geneva, Juiie 21st, 1 9 2 9 .  

E n t r y  into force : The Coriventioii caine into force on April rst, 
1932, by virtiie of .L\rticle 19. 

' Tlie ratitication does not apply to the Portugiiese colonies 



AD OF COS VENT ION OK CERTAIS  QUESTIONS 

RELATING T O  T H E  CONFLICT O F  NATIONALITY LAW'S. 

The Hague, April ~ e t l i ,  1930. 

Signatures (cont.) . 

Canada 
- 

~ ~ ~ . - P R O T O C O L  RELATIh'G T O  A CERTAIN CASE O F  STATELESSNESS. 

The Hague, April ~ z t h ,  1930. 

Signatures (con t .) : 

Canada 

213.-SPECIAL PROTOCOL CONCERNING STATELESSNESS. 

The Hague, April 12th, 1930 

Signatz~res (cont.) : 

Belgium l 

~ ~ ~ . - C O N V E N T I O X  CONCERSING FORCED OR COMPULSORY LABOUR 

adopted by the International Labour Conference. 
Geneva. June 28tl1, 1 9 3 ~ .  

Ratifications (cont.) : 

Denmark February  th, 1932 
Sweden December aznd, 1931 

Entry into force : The Convention came into force on May ~ s t ,  
1932, by virtue of Article 28. 

217.-CONVENTION ESTABLISHING AN INTERNATIONAL 

AGRICULTVRAL MORTGAGE CREDIT  COMPANY. 

Geneva, Rlay z ~ s t ,  1931. 

Ratifications (cont .) : 

Poland 
Roumania 

April zznd, 1932 
February 4th, 1932 

- 

l \\-itli the exception of tlie Belgian Congo and mandated territories. 



 CONVENTION FOR LIMITING T H E  MASLTFACTURE 

A X D  REGVLATING T H E  DISTRIBVTION O F  NARCOTIC DRIIGS. 

Geneva, Julv ~ g t h ,  1931. 

Ratifications and accessions (cont.) : 

United States of 
America 1 April 28th, 1932 

Nicaragua~ (accession) March 16th, 1932 
Peru (accession) hfav zoth, 1932 

~ ~ ~ . - T R A I T É  D E  COMMERCE E T  D E  NAVIGATION EPITRE 

L E S  PAYS-BAS E T  LA YOUGOSLAVIE. 

I%elgrade, 28 mai 1930. 

(Ratifications échangées k L a  Haye le z avril 1932.) 

~ ~ ~ . - T R A I T É  D E  COMlllERCE E T  DE NAVIGATIOS 

E N T R E  1.E DANEMARK E T  LA LITHCANIE .  

Kaunas, 21 juin 1930. 

(Ratifications échangées d Kaunas  le 19 mars 1931.) 

~~O.-COXVE'ITICIN RESPECTING AIR TRANSPORT SERVICES 

BETWEEPI GREECE AND T H E  UNITED KINGDO%l. 

Ailhens, April 17th, 1931. 

(Ratifications exclzanged at Athtvzs, Apr i l  16th, 1932.) 

1 Under conditions. 



SECTION II. 

ZNSTRCTAPENTS GOVERNING T H E  JURISDICTION 
OF T H E  COURT WHICH HAVE COME 

TO T H E  KNOVz'LEDGE OF T H E  REGISTRY S I N C E  
JANUARY p s t ,  1932. 

FIRST PART. 

COKSTITUTIONAL TEXTS 
DETERhIINIKG T H E  JURISDICTION OF THE COURT. 

( N o  neze: instrumenis.) 

SECOND PART. 

INSTRUIklENT!; FOR THE PACIFIC SETTLEMENT 
OF DISPIJ1'ES AND COKCEKKING THE JUKISDICTIOS 

OF THE COURT. 

( N o  îzew insfrztmenfs.) 

SECTION B : OTHER INSTRL~MENTS. 
Page 



COXI'ENTION D'ARBITRAGE 
E K T R E  LA FRANCE ET LA YOUGOSLAVIE 

PARIS, II NOVEMBRE 1927 l. 

(Ratifications échangées à Paris  le 2 décembre 1927.) 

Article premier. - Toutes contestations eiitre les Hautes Parties 
contractantes, de quelque nature qu'elles soient, au sujet desquelles 
les Parties se contesteraient réciproquement un droit, et qui 
n'auraient pu être réglées à l'amiable par les procédés diplomatiques 
ordinaires, seront soumises pour jugement soit à un tribunal arbi- 
tral, soit à la Cour permanente de Justice internationale, ainsi 
qu'il est prévu ci-après. I l  est entendu que les contestations 
ci-dessus visées comprennent celles que mentionne l'article 13 du 
Pacte de la Société des Nations. 

Cette disposition ne s'applique pas aux coiltestations ayant leur 
origine dans des faits antérieurs à la présente convention et qui 
appartiennent au passé. 

Les contestations pour la solution desquelles une procédure spé- 
ciale est prévue par d'autres conventions en vigueur entre les 
Hautes Parties contractantes seront réglées conformément aux 
dispositions de ces conventioi-is. 

Article 2. - Avant toute procédure arbitrale ou avant toute 
procédure devant la Cour permanente de Justice internationale, 
la contestation pourra être, d'un commun accord entre les Parties, 
soumise à fin de conciliation à une commission internationale per- 
manente, dite commission permanente de conciliation, constituée 
conformément 5 la prksente conventioii. 

Article 3. - S'il s'agit d'une contestation dont l'objet, d'après 
la législation intérieure de l'une des Parties, relève de la compé- 
tence des tribunaux nationaux de celles-ci, le différend ne sera 
soumis à la procédure prévue par la présente converition qu'après 
jugement passé en force de chose jugée et rendu dans des délais 
raisonnables, par l'autorité judiciaire nationale compétente. 

Article 4. - La commission permanente de conciliation prévue 
à l'article 2 sera composée de cinq membres, qui seront désignés 
comme suit, savoir: les Hautes Parties contractantes nommeront 
-- 

' Société des L\-ations, Recueil  des Traités, vol. T.SVIII (1927).  p. 381. 



chacune un commissaire choisi parmi leurs nationaux respectifs 
et désigneront, d'un commun accord, les trois autres commissaires 
parmi les ressortissants de tierces Puissances ; ces trois commis- 
saires devront être de nationalités différentes et, parmi eux, les 
Hautes Parties contractantes désigneront le président de la com- 
mission. 

Les commissaires sont nommés pour trois ans ; leur mandat est 
renouvelable. Ils resteront en fonction jusqu'à leur remplacement, 
et, dans tous les cas, jusqu'à l'achèvement de leurs travaux en 
cours au moment de l'expiration de leur mandat. 

Il sera pourvu, dans le plus bref délai, aux vacances qui vien- 
draient à se produire, par suite de décès, de démission ou de 
quelque autre empêchement, en suivant le mode fixé pour les 
nominations. 

Article j. - La commission permanente de conciliation sera 
constituée dans les trois mois qui suivront l'entrée en vigueur 
de la présente convention. 

Si la nomination des commissaires à désigner en commun n'inter- 
venait pas dans le délai ou, en cas de remplacement, dans les trois 
mois à compter de ].a vacance du siège, le président de la Confé- 
dération suisse sera, à défaut d'autre entente, prié de procéder 
aux désignations nécessaires. 

Article 6 .  - La s commission permaiiente de conciliation sera 
saisie par voie de requête adressée au président par les deux 
Parties agissant Cu11 commun accord, ou, à défaut, par l'une ou 
l'autre des Parties. 

La requête, après avoir exposé sommairement l'objet du litige, 
contiendra l'invitatioi-i à la commission de procéder à toutes mesures 
propres à conduire à une conciliation. 

Si la requête émane d'une seule des Parties, elle sera notifiée par 
celle-ci sans délai à la Partie adverse. 

Article 7 .  - Dans un délai de quinze jours à partir de la date 
où l'une des Hautes Parties contractantes aurait porté une contes- 
tation devant la cornmission permanente de conciliation, chacune 
des Parties pourra, pour l'examen de cette contestation, remplacer 
son commissaire par une personne possédant une compétence spé- 
ciale dans la matière. 

La Partie qui userait de ce droit en fera immédiatement la noti- 
fication à l'autre Partie ; celle-ci aura, dans ce cas, la faculté d'agir 
de même dans un delai de quinze jours à partir de la date où la 
notification lui sera parvenue. 

Article 8. - La c:ommission permanente de conciliation aura 
pour tâche d'élucider les questions en litige, de recueillir à cette 
fin toutes les informations utiles par voie d'enquête ou autrement 
et de s'efforcer de concilier les Parties. Elle pourra, après examen 
de l'affaire, exposer aux Parties les termes de l'arrangement 



qui lui paraîtrait convenable et leur impartir un délai pour se 
prononcer. 

A la fin de ses travaux, la commission dressera un procès-verbal 
constatant, suivant le cas, soit que les Parties se sont arrangées, 
et  s'il y a lieu, les conditions de l'arrangement, soit que les Parties 
n'ont pu être conciliées. 

Les travaux de la commission devront, à moins que les Parties 
en conviennent différemment, être terminés dans le délai de six 
mois à compter du jour où la commission aura été saisie du litige. 

Article 9 .  - A moins de stipulation spéciale contraire, la com- 
mission permanente de conciliation régIera elle-même sa procédure 
qui dans tous les cas, devra être contradictoire. En matière 
d'enquêtes, la commission, si elle n'en décide autrement à l'unanimité, 
se conformera aux dispositions du titre III (Commission inter- 
nationale d'enquête) de la Convention de La Haye, du 18 octobre 
1907, pour le règlement pacifique des conflits internationaux. 

Article IO. - La commission permanente de conciliation se 
réunira, sauf accord contraire entre les Parties, au lieu désigné 
par son président. 

Article I I .  - Les travaux de la commission permanente de 
conciliation lie sont publiés qu'en vertu d'une décision prise par la 
commission avec l'assentiment des Parties. 

Article 12. - Les Parties seront représentées auprès de la 
commission permanente de conciliation par des agents ayant n,ission 
de servir d'intermédiaires entre elles et la commissioii ; elles pour- 
ront, en outre, se faire assister par des conseils et experts nommés 
par elles à cet effet et demander l'audition de toutes personnes dont 
le témoignage leur paraît utile. 

La commission aura, de son côté, la faculté de demander des 
explications orales aux agents, conseils et experts des deux Parties, 
ainsi qu'à toutes personnes qu'elle jugerait utile de faire compa- 
raître avec I'assentiment de leur gouvernement. 

Article 13. - Sauf dispositioii contraire de la présente convention, 
les décisions de la commission permanente de conciliation seront 
prises à la majorité des voix. 

Article 14. - Les Hautes Parties contractantes s'engagent à 
faciliter les travaux de la commission permanente de conciliatioii 
et, en particulier, à lui fournir, dans la plus large mesure possible, 
tous documents et  informations utiles, ainsi qu'à user des moyens 
dont elles disposent pour leur permettre de procéder sur leur terri- 
toire et selon leur législation à la citation et à l'auditioii de témoins 
ou d'experts et à des transports sur les lieux. 

Article 15. - Pendant la durée des travaux de la commission 
permanente de conciliation, chacun des commissaires recevra une 
indemnité dont le montant sera arrêté, d'un commun accord, entre 



les Hautes Parties contractantes qui en supporteront chacune une 
part égale. Les frais auxquels donnerait lieu le fonctionnement de 
la commission, seront également partagés par moitié. 

Article 16. - A (défaut de conciliation devant la commission 
permanente de conciliation, la contestation sera soumise d'un 
commun accord, par voie de compromis, soit à la Cour permanente 
de Justice internation ale dans les conditions et suivant la procédure 
prévues par son Statut,  soit à un tribunal arbitral dans les condi- 
tions et suivant la. procédure prévues par la Convention de 
La Haye du 18 octobre 1907 pour le règlement pacifique des 
conflits internationaux. 

X défaut d'accord entre les Parties sur le compromis et  après 
un préavis d'un mois, l'une ou l'autre d'entre elles aura la faculté 
de porter directement par voie de requête la contestation devant la 
Cour permanente de Justice in ternationale. 

PARTIE II. 

Article 17. - Toutes les questioiis sur lesquelles les gouverne- 
ments des deux Hautes Parties contractantes seraient divisés sans 
pouvoir les résoudre à l'amiable par les procédés diplomatiques 
ordinaires, dont la solution ne pourrait être recherchée par un 
jugement, ainsi qu'il est prévu par l'article premier de la présente 
convention et  pour 1t.squelles une procédure de règlement ne serait 
pas déjà prévue par un traité en vigueur entre les Parties, seront 
soumises à la c o m ~ n i ~ : s i o ~ z  permanente de conciliation, qui sera char- 
gée de proposer aux Parties une solution acceptable, et, dans tous 
les cas, de présenter un rapport. 

La procédure prévue par les articles 6 à 15 de la présente 
conventioii sera appliquée. 

Article 18. - Si, dians le mois qui suivra la clôture des travaux 
de la commission permanente de conciliation, les deux Parties ne 
se sont pas entendues, la question sera, à la requête de l'une ou de 
l'autre Partie, portée devant le Conseil de la Société des Nations. 

Avticle 19. - Dans tous les cas, et notamment si Ia question 
au sujet de laquelle les Parties sont divisées, résulte d'actes déjà 
efiectués ou sur le point de l'être, la commission de conciliation ou, 
si ccli?-ci ne s'en trouvait pas saisie, le tribunal arbitral ou la Cour 
permaiiente de Justice internatioriale statuant conformément à 
l'article 41 de son Statut, indiqueront dans le plus bref délai 
posible quelles mesures provisoires doivent être prises. Il appar- 
tiendra au Conseil de la Société des Nations, s'il est saisi de la 
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question, de pourvoir de mêmr à des mesures provisoires appro- 
priées. Chacune des Hautes Parties contractantes s'engage à s'y 
conformer, à s'abstenir de toute mesure susceptible d'avoir une 
répercussion préjudiciable à l'exécution de la décision ou aux arran- 
gements proposés par la cammission de conciliation, et, en général, 
à ne procéder à aucun acte, de quelque nature qu'il soit, SUS- 

ceptible d'aggraver ou d'étendre le différend. 

Article 20. - La présente convention reste applicable entre les 
Hautes Parties contractantes, encore que d'autres Puissances aient 
également un intérêt dans le différend. 

Article 21. - La présente convention sera ratifiée. Les rati- 
fications en seront déposées à Genève, à la Société des Nations, 
en même temps que les ratifications du Traité conclu en date de 
ce jour entre la France et le Royaume des Serbes, Croates et  
Slovènes. 

Elle entrera et demeurera en vigueur dans les mêmes conditions 
que ledit traité. 

TR AITÉ 
D E  CONCILIATION, D'ARBITRAGE 

E T  D E  RÈGLEMENT JUDICIAIRE ENTRE 
LA BULGARIE ET LA NORVÈGE 

SOFIA, 26 NOVEMBRE 1931 l. 

Article 9remier. - Les différends de toute nature qui viendraient 
à s'élever entre les Hautes Parties contractantes et qui n'auraient 
pu être résolus par la voie diplomatique seront soumis, dans les 
conditions fixées par le présent traité, à un règlement judiciaire 
ou arbitral, précédé, selon le cas, obligatoirement ou facultative- 
ment d'un recours à la procédure de conciliation. 

Article 2. - Les différends pour la solution desquels une 
procédure spéciale serait prévue par d'autres conventions en 
vigueur entre les Hautes Parties contractantes, seront rkglés 
conformément aux dispositions de ces conventions. Toutefois, si 
une solution du différend n'intervenait pas par application de cette 
procédure, les dispositions du présent traité relatives à la procédure 
arbitrale ou au règlement judiciaire recevraient application. 

' Communication du Gouvernement norvégien. 



Article 3. - I .  S'il s'agit d'un différend dont l'objet, d'après 
la législation intérieure de l'une des Hautes Parties contractantes, 
relève de la compétence des autorités judiciaires ou administra- 
tives, cette Partie pourra s'opposer à ce que ce différend soit 
soumis aux diverses procédures prévues par le présent traité avant 
qu'une décision définitive ait été rendue dans des délais rai- 
sonnables par l'autorité compétente. 

2. La Partie qui, dans ce cas, voudra recourir aux procédures 
prévues par le présent traité, devra notifier à l'autre Partie son 
intention dans un délai d'un an, à partir de la décision susvisée. 

Article 4. - Tous différends au sujet desquels les Parties se 
contesteraient réciprciquement un droit seront soumis pour jugement 
à la Cour permaneiite de Justice internationale, à moiiis que les 
Parties ne tombent d'accord, dans les termes prévus ci-après, 
pour recourir à un tribunal arbitral. 

I l  est entendu que les différends ci-dessus visés comprennent 
notamment ceux que mentionne l'article 36 du Statut de la Cour 
permanente de Justice internationale. 

Article j .  - Si les Parties sorit d'accord pour soumettre les 
différends visés à l'article précédent à un tribunal arbitral, elles 
rédigeront un compromis dans lequel elles fixeront l'objet du 
litige, le choix des arbitres et la procédure à suivre. A défaut 
d'indications ou de précisions suffisantes dans le compromis, il 
sera fait application, dans la mesure nécessaire, des dispositions 
de la Convention de. La Haye du 18 octobre 1907 pour le règle- 
ment pacifique des conflits internationaux. Dans le silence du 
comprohis quant aux règles de fond à appliquer par les arbitres, 
le tribunal appliquera les règles de fond énumérées dans l'article 38 
du Statut de la Cour permaiiente de Justice internationale. 

Article 6 .  - A dtifaut d'accord entre les Parties sur le com- 
promis visé à l'article précédent ou à défaut de désignation 
d'arbitres et  après un préavis de trois mois, l'une ou l'autre 
d'entre elles aura la faculté de porter directement, par voie de 
requête, le différend devant la Cour permanente de Justice iiiter- 
nationale. 

Article 7 .  - I .  Pour les différends prévus à l'article 4, avant 
toute procédure devant la Cour permanente de Justice inter- 
nationale ou avant toute procédure arbitrale, les Parties pourront, 
d'un commun accord, recourir à la procédure de conciliation 
prévue par le préserit traité. 

2. En cas de recours à la conciliation et  d'échec de cette pro- 
cédure, aucune des Parties ne pourra porter le différend devant 



la Cour permanetite de Justice internationale ou demander la 
constitution du tribunal arbitral visé à l'article 5 avant l 'expiratio~~ 
du délai d'un mois à compter de la clôture des travaux de la 
commission de conciliation. 

CHAPITRE III. - DE LA COXCILIATION. 

Article 8. - Tous différends entre les Parties, autres que ceux 
prévus à l'article 4, seront soumis obligatoirement à une procédure 
de conciliation avant de pouvoir faire l'objet d'un règlement arbitral. 

Article 9. - Les différends visés à l'article précédent seront 
portés devant une commission de conciliation permanente ou 
spéciale constituée par les Parties. 

Article I O .  - Sur la demande adressée par une des Hautes 
Parties contractaiites à l'autre Partie, il devra être constitué, 
dans les six mois, une commission permanente de conciliation. 

Article I I .  - Sauf accord contraire des Parties, la commission 
de conciliation sera constituée comme su i t :  

I .  La commission comprendra trois membres. Les Hautes Parties 
contractantes en nommnront chacuiie un qui pourra être clioisi 
parmi leurs natioiiaux respectifs. Le troisième commissaire sera 
clioisi d'un commun accord parmi les ressortissants d'une tierce 
Puissance. Ce dernier ne pourra avoir sa résidence habituelle sur 
le territoire des Parties, rii se trouver à leur service. I l  assumera 
la présidence de la commission. 

2. Les commissaires seront nommés pour trois ans. Ils seront 
rééligibles. Le commissaire nommé en commun pourra être rem- 
placé, au cours de soi1 mandat, de l'accord des Partics. Chacune 
des Hautes Parties coiitractantcs pourra toujours, d'autre part, 
procéder au remplacement du commissaire nommé par elle. Non- 
obstant leur remplacement, les commissaires resteront eii fonctions 
pour l'aclièvemeiit de leurs travaux en cours. 

3.  I l  sera pourvu, dans le plus bref délai, aux vacances qui 
viendraient à se produire par suitc de décès ou de démission, 
ou de quelque autre empêchement, en suivant le mode fixé pour 
les nominations. 

Article 12. - Si, lorsqu'il s'élève un différend, il n'existe pas 
une commission permanente de conciliation nommée par les 
Parties, une commission spéciale sera constituée pour l'examen du  
différend dans un délai de trois mois à compter de la demande 
adressée par l'une des Parties à l'autre. Les nominations sc feront 
conformément aux dispositions de l'article précédent, à moins que 
les Parties n'en décident autrement. 



Article 13. - Si la nomiilation d u  commissaire à désigner en 
commun n'intervient: pas daris les délais prévus aux articles I O  et 
12, le soin de procéder à sa  nominatiori sera confié au président 
en exercice du  Con,seil de la Société des Nations. 

Article 14. - I. 1-a commission de conciliation sera saisie par 
voie de requête adressée au président par les deux Parties agissant 
d'un commun accorcl ou, à défaut, par l'une ou l'autre des Parties. 

2. La requête, après avoir exposé sommairement l'objet du 
litige, contiendra l'irivitation à la commissi«ii de procéder toutes 

. mesures propres à concluire à une conciliatioii. 
3. Si la requête é-mane d'une seule des Parties, elle sera notifiée 

par celle-ci saiis dPlai B l'autre Partie. 

Article Ij. - 1. Ilans un délai de quinze jours à partir de la 
date où l'une des Parties aura porté un différend devant une 
commission permarieinte de conciliatio~i, chacune des 1)arties pourra, 
pour l'exameri de cc différend, remplacer son commissaire par uric 
personne posssédaiit iine compéterice spkciale dans la maticre. 

2 .  La Partie qui usera de ce droit en fera immédiatemeiit la 
notification à l'autre Partie ; celle-ci aura, dans ce cas, la faculté 
d'agir de même daris uii délai de quinze jours il compter de la 
date où la notificatioii lui sera parveiiue. 

Article 16. - 1. La commissioii de conciliation sc réuiiira, sauf 
accord contraire des Parties, au siège de la Société des Nations ou 
en tout autre lieu désigné par soli président. 

2 .  La commissioii pourra, en toute circoiistance, demailder au 
SecrCtairc géiiéral de la Société des Nations de  prêter soli assistance 
à ses travaux. 

Avticle 17. - Les travaux de la commissioii de conciliation IIC 

scroiit publics qu'en vertu d'une décision prise par la commission 
avec l'assentiment des Parties. 

Article 18. - I. Sauf accord contraire des Parties, la commission 
de conciliation réglera elle-même sa procédiirc qui, dans tous les 
cas, devra être coiitr;tdictoire. En rnatiPre d'enquête, la commission, 
si elle n'en clécide autremciit L l'unaiiimité, se conformera aux 
dispositions du titre I I I  dc la Convciitioii de Ida Haye du  
18 octol>re 1907 pour le règlement pacifique dcs coilfiits iiiteriia- 
tioilaux. 

2. Les I'artics seront repr6sciitées auprès de la coiiiniissioii de 
coiiciliatioii par des agents a);ant missioii (le s-rvir d'iiitelm6cliaire 
entre elles et la comrnissiori ; elles pourroiit. e n  outrc, se ï'airc rissis- 
ter par des conseils et experts nommés par elles à cet cffct et 
demaiider l'audition de toutes prrsoniies do:it le t61noigilagt. leur 
paraîtrait utile. 
3. La commissiori aura, de so!i cati., la faculté de demaiider des 

explicatio~is orales aux apcnts, conseils et experts (les deux Parties, 



ainsi qu'à toutes personnes qu'elle jugerait utile de faire comparaître 
avec l'assentiment de leur gouvernement. 

Article 19. - Sauf accord contraire des Parties, les décisions de 
la commission de conciliation seront prises à la majorité des voix, 
et la commission ne pourra se prononcer sur le fond du différend 
que si tous ses membres sont présents. 

Article 20. - Les Parties s'engagent à faciliter les travaux de la 
commission de conciliation, et, en particulier, à lui fournir dails la 
plus large mrsure possible tous docum-nts et inï'ormations utiles, 
ainsi qu'à user des moyens dont elles disposent pour lui per- 
mettre de procéder sur leur territoire et  selon leur législatio~i à la 
citation et  à l'audition de témoins ou d'experts et à des transports 
sur les lieux. 

Article 21. - I. Pendant la durée de leurs travaux, cliacun des 
commissaires recevra une indemnité dont le montant sera arrêté 
du commun accord des Parties, qui en supporteront chacune une 
part égale. 

2 .  Les frais généraux occasionnés par le foiictionnemeiit de la 
commission seront répartis de la même façon. 

Avticle 2 2 .  - r .  La commission de coiiciliatiori aura pour tâche 
d'élucider les questioi-is en litige, de recueillir à cette f i i l  toutes les 
i~lformations utiles, par voie d'enquête ou autrement, et de s'efforcer 
de cqncilier les Parties. Elle pourra, après examen de l'affaire, 
exposer aux Parties les termes de l'arrangement qui lui paraîtrait 
convenable et leur impartir un délai pour se prononcer. 

2. A la fin de ses travaux, la commission dressera un procès- 
verbal constatant, suivant le cas, soit que les Parties se sont 
arrangées et, s'il y a lieu, les conditions de l'arraiigeineiit, soit que 
les Parties n'ont pu être conciliées. Le procès-verbal ne inention- 
nera pas si les décisions de la commission oiit été prises à 
l'unanimité ou à la majorité. 

3. Les travaux de la commission devront, à moins que les Par- 
ties n'en conviennent autrement, être terminés dans un dklai de 
six mois à compter du jour où la commission aura été saisie du 
différend. 

Avticle 23. - Le procès-verbal de la commission sera porté sans 
délai à la connaissance des Parties. I l  appartient aux Parties d'eu 
décider la publication. 

Article 24. - Si, dans le mois qui suivra la clôture des travaux 
de la commission de conciliation visée dans les articles précédeiits, 
les Parties ne se sont pas entendues, la question sera portée devant 
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un tribunal arbitral iconstitué, sauf accord contraire des Parties, de 
la manière indiquée ci-après. 

Article 25. - Le tribunal arbitral comprendra trois membres. 
Les Parties en nommeront chacune un qui pourra être choisi parmi 
leurs nationaux respectifs. Le surarbitre sera choisi d'un commun 
accord parmi les ressortissants d'une tierce Puissance. Il ne pourra 
avoir sa résidence habituelle sur le territoire des Parties, ni se 
trouver à leur service. 

.grticle 26. - ,Si, d.ans un délai de trois mois, les Parties n'ont 
pu tomber d'accord sur le choix du surarbitre, sa nomination sera 
faite par le Président de la Cour permanente de Justice interna- 
tionale. Si celui-ci est empêché ou s'il est ressortissant de l'une des 
Parties, la nomination sera faite par le Vice-Président. Si celui-ci 
est empêché ou s'il est ressortissant de l'une des Parties, la nomi- 
nation sera faite par le membre le plus âgé de la Cour qui n'est 
ressortissant d'aucune des Parties. 

*-i rticle 27. - Il  sera pourvu, dans le plus bref délai, aux 
vacances qui viendraient à se produire par suite de décès ou de 
demission, ou de quelque autre empêchement, en suivant le mode 
fis6 pour les nomin CL t '  ions. 

.Irficle 28.  - Les Parties rédigeront un compromis déterminant 
l'objet du litige et la procédure à suivre. 

Avf ic le  29. - ,A dCfaut d'indications ou de précisions suffisantes 
dans le compromis relativement aux points indiqués dans l'article 
prPci.dent, il sera fait application, dans la mesure nécessaire, des 
dispnsitioiis de la Convention de La  Haye du 18 octobre 1907 pour 
le règlement pacifique des conflits internationaux. 

A-lvticle 30.  - Fautt: de conclusion d'un compromis dans un délai 
de trois mois à partir de la constitution du tribunal, celui-ci sera 
saisi par requête de l'une ou de l'autre des Parties. 

Alvticle 31. - Dans le silence du compromis ou à défaut de 
compromis, le tribunal appliquera les règles de fond énumérées dans 
l'article 38 du Statut de la Cour permanente de Justice internatio- 
nale. En tant qu'il n'existe pas de pareilles règles applicables au 
difikrend, le tribunal jugera ex @quo et bono. 

A vticle 32 .  - I .  D:ans tous les cas où le différend fait l'objet 
d'une procédure arbitrale ou judiciaire, notamment si la question 
au sujet de laquelle les Parties sont divisées résulte d'actes déjà 
effectués ou sur le point de l'être, la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale, statuaiit conformément à l'article 41 de son Statut, 



ou le tribunal arbitral indiquera dans le plus bref délai possible 
les mesures provisoires qui doivent être prises. Les Parties seront 
tenues de s'y conformer. 

2 .  Si la commission de conciliation se trouve saisie du différend, 
elle pourra recommander aux Parties les mesures provisoires qu'elle 
estimera utiles. 

3. Les Parties s'engagent à s'abstenir de toute mesure susceptible 
d'avoir une répercussion préjudiciable à l'exécution de la décision 
judiciaire ou arbitrale ou aux arrangements proposés par la com- 
mission de corlciliation et, en général, à ne procéder à auciin acte, 
de quelque nature qu'il soit, susceptible d'aggraver ou d'étendre le 
différend. 

Article 33. - s i  la sentence judiciaire ou arbitrale déclarait 
qu'une décision prise ou une mesure ordonnée par une autorité 
judiciaire ou toute autre autorité de l'une des Parties en litige se 
trouve entièrement ou partiellement en opposition avec le droit 
international, et si le droit constitutionnel de ladite Partie ne 
permettait pas ou ne permettait qu'imparfaitement d'effacer les 
conséquences de cette décision ou de cette mesure, les Hautes Parties 
contractantes conviennent qu'il devra être accordé, par la seiitence 
judiciaire ou arbitrale, à la Partie lésée une satisfaction équitable. 

Article 34. - I .  Le présent traité sera applicable entre les 
Hautes Parties contractantes encore qu'une tierce Puissance ait un 
intérêt dans le différend. 

2 .  Dans la procédure de conciliation, les Parties pourront, d'un 
commun accord, inviter une tierce Puissance. 

3. Dans la procédure judiciaire ou arbitrale, si une tierce Puis- 
sance estime que, dans un différend, un intérêt d'ordre juridique 
est pour elle en cause, elle peut adresser à la Cour permanente 
de Justice internationale ou au tribunal arbitral une requête à fin 
d'intervention. 

La  Cour ou le tribunal décide. 
4. Lorsqu'il s'agit de l'interprétation d'une convention à laquelle 

auront participé d'autres États que les Parties en cause, le Greffe 
de la Cour permanente de Justice internationale ou le tribunal 
arbitral les avertit sans délai. 

Chacun d'eux aura le droit d'intervenir et, s'il exerce cette 
faculté, l'interprétation contenue dans la sentence est obligatoire 
à son égard. 

Article 35. - Les différends relatifs à l'interprétation ou à 
l'application du présent traité, y compris ceux relatifs à la quali- 
fication des litiges, seront soumis à la Cour permanente de Justice 
iiiternationale. 

Article 36. - Le présent traité, conforme au Pacte de la 
Société des Nations, ne sera pas interprété comme restreignaiit la 



mission de celle-ci de prendre, 5 tout momeiit, les mesures propres 
à sauvegarder efficacement la paix du monde. 

Article 37. - I. L.e préserit traité sera ratifié et l'échange des 
ratifications aura lieu à Sofia. 

11 sera enregistré au Secrétariat de la Société des Nations. 
2. Le traité est conclu pour une durée de cinq ans à compter 

de la date de l'échai~ge des ratifications. 
3. S'il n'est pas dénoncé six mois au moins avant l'expiration 

de ce temps, il demeurera en vigueur pour une nouvelle période de 
cinq ans et ainsi de suite. 

Nonobstant la dérionciation par l'une des Parties contractantes, 
les procédures engagées au moment de l'expiration du terme du 
traité contiilueront jusqu'à leur achèvement normal. 

TRAITÉ DE CONCILIATION, D'ARBITRAGE 
E T  DE RÈGLEMENT JUDICILiIRE 

ENTRE L E  LUXEXlBOURG E T  LX NOR\'~%E 

Article premier. - Les Hautes Parties contractantes s'engagent 
réciproquement à régler, dans tous les cas, par voie pacifique et 
d'après les méthodes prévues par le présent traité, tous les litiges 
et  conflits, de quelque nature qu'ils soient, qui viendraient à 
s'élever entre la Norvègc et  le Grand-Duché de Luxembourg et 
qui n'auraieiit pu &tre résolus par les procédSs diplomatiques 
ordinaires. 

Article 2. - I .  Toutes contestations entre les Hautes Parties 
contractantes, quelle qu'en soit la nature et quelle qu'en soit 
l'origine et qui n'auraient pu être réglées à l'amiable par les 
procédés diplomatiquc:~ ordinaires, seront soumises pour jugement, 
soit au tribunal arbitral, soit à la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale, ainsi qu'il est prévu ci-après. 

2. Les co~itestations pour la solution desquelles une procédure 
spéciale est prévue par d'autres coiiventioris en vigueur entre 
les Hautes Parties contractantes seront réglées coiiformément aux 
dispositions de ces conventions. 

Article 3.  - Avant toute procédure arbitrale ou avant toute 
procédure devant la Cour permanente de Justice internationale, la 

1 Coniniunication d u  Gouvernement norv6gien. 
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contestation sera, si une seule Partie le demande, soumise à fin 
de conciliation à une commission internationale permanente, dite 
(( commission permanente de conciliation N, constituée conformément 
au présent traité. 

Article 4. - S'il s'agit d'une contestation dont l'objet, d'après 
la législation intérieure de l'une des Parties, relève de la compé- 
tence des tribunaux nationaux de celle-ci, le différend ne sera 
soumis à la procédure prévue par le présent traité qu'après 
jugement passé en force de chose jugée et rendu dans des délais 
raisonnables par l'autorité judiciaire nationale compétente. 

"Irticle 5 .  - I. La commission permanente de conciliation 
prévue à l'article 3 sera composée de cinq membres, qui seront 
désignés comme il suit, savoir : les Hautes Parties contractantes 
nommeront chacune un commissaire choisi parmi leurs nationaux 
respectifs et désigneront, d'un commun accord, les trois autres 
commissaires parmi les ressortissants de tierces Puissances. Ces 
derniers devront être de nationalité différente, ne pas avoir leur 
résidence habituelle sur le territoire des Parties, ni se trouver à 
leur service. Parmi eux, les Hautes Parties contractantes désigne- 
ront le président de la commission. 

2. Les commissaires sont nommés pour trois ans ; leur mandat 
est renouvelable. Ils resteront en fonctions jusqu'à leur remplace- 
ment, et, dans tous les cas, jusqu'à l'achèvement de leurs travaux 
en cours au moment de l'expiration de leur mandat. 

3. Il sera pourvu dans le plus bref délai aux vacances qui 
viendraient à se produire par suite de décès, de démission ou de 
quelque autre empêchement, en suivant le mode fixé pour les 
nominations. 

Article 6 .  - I. La commission permanente de conciliation sera 
constituée dans les trois mois qui suivront l'entrée en vigueur du 
présent traité. 

2. Si la nomination des membres de la commission permanente 
n'intervenait pas dans ce délai ou, en cas de remplacement, dans 
les trois mois à compter de la vacance du siège, les nominations 
seront effectuées, à. la demande d'une seule des Parties, par le 
Président de la Cour permanente de Justice internationale ou, si 
celui-ci est ressortissant de l'un des États contractants, par le Vice- 
Président ou, si celui-ci se trouve dans le même cas, par le membre 
le plus âgé de la Cour. 

Article 7 .  - I. La commission permanente de conciliation sera 
saisie par voie de requête adressée au président par les deux 
Parties agissant d'un commun accord ou, à défaut, par l'une ou 
l'autre des Parties. 

2. La requête, après avoir exposé sommairement l'objet du 
litige, contiendra l'invitation à la commission de procéder à toutes 
mesures propres à conduire à une conciliation. 



3. Si la requête érriane d'une seule des Parties, elle sera notifiée 
par celle-ci sans délai à la Partie adverse. 

Article 8 .  - I. Dans un délai de quinze jours à partir de la 
date où la commissio~n permanente de conciliation aura été saisie 
de la contestation, cl~acune des Parties pourra, pour l'examen de 
cette contestation, remplacer son commissaire par une personne 
possédant une compétence spéciale dans la matière. 

2 .  La Partie qui userait de ce droit en fera immédiatement la 
notification à l'autre Partie ; celle-ci aura, dans ce cas, la faculté 
d'agir de même dans un délai de quinze jours à partir de l a  date 
où la notification lui sera parvenue. 

Article 9. - I. La commission p~rmanente  de conciliation aura 
pour tâche d'élucider les questions en litige, de recueillir à cette 
f i i l  toutes les informations utiles par voie d'enquête ou autrement 
et de s'efforcer de concilier les Parties. Elle pourra, après examen de 
l'affaire, exposer aux Parties les termes de l'arrangement qui 
lui paraîtrait convenable et leur impartir un délai pour se prononcer. 

2 .  A la fin de ses travaux. la commission dresse un ~rocès-verbal 
constatant, suivant le cas, soit que les Parties se sont arrangées, 
et, s'il y a lieu, les conditions de l'arrangement, soit que les 
Parties n'ont pu être conciliées. 

3. Les travaux de la commission devront, à moins que les 
Parties ne conviennent différemment. être terminés dans le délai 
de six mois à compter du jour où la commission aura été saisie 
du litige. 

Article 10. - A moins de stipulation spéciale contraire, la 
commission permancnt.e de conciliation réglera elle-même sa procé- 
dure qui, dans tous les cas, devra être contradictoire. En matière 
d'eiiquêtes, la commission, si elle n'en décide autrement à l'una- 
nimité, se conformera aux dispositions du titre III (Des Commis- 
sions internationales d'enquête) de la Convention de La Haye du 
18 octobre 1907 pour le règlement pacifique des conflits inter- 
nationaux. 

Article I I .  - La commission permanente de conciliation se 
réunira, sauf accord contraire entre les Parties, au lieu désigné 
par son président. 

Article 12. - Les travaux de la commission permanente de 
coiiciliation ne sont publics qu'en vertu d'une décision prise par 
la commission avec l'assentiment des Parties. 

Article 13. - I. Les Parties seront représentées auprès de la 
commission permanente de conciliation par des agents ayant 
mission de servir d'intermédiaire entre elles et la commission. 
Elles pourront, en outre, se faire assister par des conseils et  
experts nommés par elles à cet effet et demander l'audition de 
toutes personnes dont le témoignage leur parait utile. 
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2. La  commission aura, de son côté, la faculté de demander 

des explications orales aux agents, conseils et experts des deux 
Parties, ainsi qu'à toutes personnes qu'elle jugerait utile de faire 
comparaître avec l'assentiment de leur gouvernement. 

Article 14. - Sauf disposition contraire du présent traité, les 
décisions de la commission permanente de conciliation seront prises 
à la majorité des voix. 

Article Ij. - Les Hautes Parties contractantes s'engagent à 
faciliter les travaux de la commission permanente de coriciliatiori ~ t ,  
en particulier, à lui fournir dans la plus large mesure possible, tous 
documents et informations utiles, ainsi qu'à user des moyens dolit 
elles disposent pour lui permettre de procéder sur leur territoire 
et selon leur législation à la citation et h l'audition de témoiiis 
ou d'experts et  à des transports sur les lieux. 

Article 16. - Pendant la durée des travaux de la co~nmission 
permanente de conciliation, chacun des commissaires recevra une 
indemnité dont le montant sira arrête, d'un commun accord, entre 
les Hautes Parties contractantes, qui en supporteront cliacune une 
part égale. Les frais auxquels donnerait lieu le fonctionnement de 
la commission seront également partagés par moitié. 

Article 17. - 1. Si les Parties sont d'accord pour soumettre le 
différend directement à l'arbitrage ou si les Parties n'ont pu arriver 
à la conciliation de leurs intérêts en exécution de la procédure de 
conciliation prévue au présent traité, la contestation sera soumise 
d'un commun accord par voie de compromis, soit à la Cour per- 
manente de Justice internationale, dans les conditions et suivaiit 
la procédure prévues par son Statut, soit à un tribunal arbitral, 
dans les conditions et suivant la procédure prévues par la Conven- 
tion de La Haye du 18 octobre 1907 pour le règlement pacifique 
des conflits inter~iatioilaux. 

2.  A défaut d'accord entre les Parties sur le compromis et après 
un préavis d'un mois, l'une ou l'autre d'entre elles aura la faculté 
de porter directement par voie de requête la contestation devant la 
Cour permanente de Justice internationale. 

Article 18. - I. Dans le silence di1 compromis ou à défaut de 
compromis, le tribunal arbitral ou la Cour permanente de Justice 
internationale appliqueront les principes de droit indiqués iiotam- 
ment dans l'article 38 du Statut de la Cour permaiieiite de Justice 
internationale. 

2 .  Dans le cas où, de l'avis de la Cotir ou du tribunal arbitral, 
le différend ne serait pas d'ordre juridique, la Cour ou le tribunal 
auront les pouvoirs d'amiables compositeurs et dicteront un règle- 
ment obligatoire pour les Parties. 

Article 19. - Si, à la suite d'une instance arbitrale, l'une des 
Parties prétend que la décision des arbitres est entachée de nullité, 



elle pourra, à défaut d'autre accord entre les Parties et dans les 
quarante jours de la date de la décision arguée de nullité, soumettre 
ce nouveau différend à la Cour permanente de Justice internatio- 
nale, dont l'arrêt sera obtenu et rendu suivant les règles ordinaires 
de la procédure en vigueur devant cette Cour. 

Article 20. - I .  La Cour ou toute autre instance qui en serait 
saisie détermine si et dans quelle mesure la décision attaquée est 
entachée d'un vice affectant sa validité, et elle détermine dans 
quelle mesure ladite décision est déiiuée de force obligatoire. 

2 .  De même seront déterminés les points sur lesquels la procédure 
arbitrale ou judiciaire devra être reprise en vue d'une décision sur 
le fond. Il pourra être décidé qu'eu égard à la nullité partielle 
d'une sentence, la procédure de fond devra être reprise dans l'inté- 
gralité des demarides des deux Parties. 

3. Si, dans un délai de trois mois à partir de la publication du 
jugement sur la procédure de nullité, les Parties lie SC sont pas mis 
d'accord pour conclure un nouveau compromis, chacune d'elles 
pourra par requête saisir la Cour permariente de Justice interna- 
tioiiale du fond de l'affaire. 

Article 21. - Dans tous les cas et notamment si la question au 
sujet de laquelle les Parties sont divisées résulte d'actes déjà 
efiectués ou Sur le point de l'être, la commission de conciliation ou, 
si celle-ci ne s'en trouvait pius saisie, le tribunal arbitral ou l a  
Cour vermanerite de Tustice internationale statuant conformément 
à l'article 41 de soli !Statut, indiqueront, s'il y a lieu, et dans le 
plus bref délai possib,le, quelles mesures provisoires doivent être 
i r i ses ;  chacune -des d au tes Parties cf~ntrâctaiites s'engage à s'y 
coilformer, et  à s'abstenir de toute mesure susceptible d'aggraver 
oii d'étendre le différend. 

Article 22. - Le prt'tse~it traité reste applicable entre les Hautes 
Parties contracta~ites encore que d'autres l'uissaiices aient également 
intérêt dans le différeiid. 

Article 23. - Le prkseiit traité sera communiqué pour enregis- 
trement à la Société des Nations, conformément à l'article 18 du Pactc. 

a4rticle 24. - I .  Le présent traité scra ratifié. Les ratifications 
cii seroi-it écliangécs à Geni.ve. 

2. Il eiitrera en vigueur dès I'écliange des ratifications. Il aura 
iirie durée de dix ans à compter de son entrée en vigueur. S'il 
~ i ' e s t  p;~s dénoncé six mois avant l'expiration de ce délai, i l  sera 
considéré cominc renoilvelé pour une période de cinq années et 
aiiisi de suite. 

3. Si, lors de l'expiration du présent traité, une procédure quel- 
conque en vertu de ce traité se trouvait pendante devant la com- 
mission permanente de coilciliation, devant un tribunal d'arbitrage 
oii devalit la Cour permaneiite de Justice internationale, cette 
procédure serait poursuivie jusqu'à son achèvement. 
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COS17ENTION COlI'\IEKCIBLE ENTRE CUBA 
E T  LA FRL4PU'CE 

PARIS, 6 NOVEMBRE 1929 l. 

(Ratifications échangées à Par is  le 31 mars 1931.) 

Article II. - Tout différend touchant l'interprétation ou l'appli- 
cation de la présente convention qui ne pourrait être réglé entre les 
Hautes Parties contractalites par la voie diplomatique sera soumis 
à la Cour permanente de Justice internationale. 

CONVENTION REL.4TIVE h L'EXPLOITATION 
DES LIGNES AÉRIENNES COMMERCIALES 

ENTRE LA FRANCE ET LA POLOGNE 

VARSOVIE, 2 AOÛT 1930 2.  

(Ratifications échangées à Paris  le 18 février 1931.) 

Article X I .  - Les différends qui viendraient à s'élever entre 
les Hautes Parties contractantes sur l'interprétation de la présente 
convention et qui n'auraient pu être résolus par voie diplomatique 
seront soumis, d'un commuil accord, par voie d'un compromis, soit 
à la 'Cour permanente de Justice internationale dans les conditions 
et suivant la procédure prQvue par son Statut, soit, si l'une des 
deux Hautes Parties contractantes le demande, à un tribunal arbi- 
tral, dans les coiiditio~is et suivant la procédure prévues par la 
Convention de La Haye du 18 octobre 1907, pour le règlement 
pacifique des conflits internationaux. 

Dans les cas où, en application du présent article, les Hautes 
Parties contractantes auraient recours à la Cour permanente de 
Justice internationale, celle-ci statuera en procédurë sommaire et 
daris le plus bref délai possible. 
-- 

' Société des S a t i o n s ,  Recuei l  des Tra i t é s ,  vol. CXIV (1931-1932) ,  p. 345. 
O p .  c i t . ,  p. 93.  



CONVENTION D E  COhlRlERCE ET DE KAVIGATION 
EKTRE L.A GRÈCE ~ ' r  LA ROUMANII: 

Article 27. - Ides tlifférends qui viendraient h s'élever entre les 
Hautes Parties contractantes sur I'intcrprétation ou l'applicatiori 
de la présente convenition et qui n'auraient pu être résolus par la 
voie diplomatique, sel-ont scumis A l'arbitrage, conformément à la 
prockdure instituée par le Pacte de non-agression ct d'arbitrage 
entre la Grèce et la Roumanie. conclii i Genève le 21 mars 1028 2 .  

Toutefois, les différends qui pourraient surgir sur le traitement 
dcs marchandises, des dispositions tarifaires, les questions vétéri- 
naires et les questions de navigation et  qui nécessitent uiie solution 
rapide, seront soumis, A la demande dc l'une des Hautes Parties 
contractantes, à un tribunal arbitral, qui sera spécialement consti- 
tué pour cliaque litige et qui sera composé de trois membres ainsi 
désignés: chaaue Partie contractante nommera un arbitre et Ic u 

troisième sera nommt;, de commun accord, par les deux Hautcs 
Parties contractarites ou, h défaut d'accord, par le Président de la 
Haute Cour permanente de Justice interna&oiiale de La 1-Iaye. 
Lc tribunal ainsi coristitué prononcera sa décision, qui aiira force 
obligatoire daris le plus bref délai possible. 

CONVENTION D'I?T:ZBLISÇE~IEST 
E S T R E  L.iZ G R ~ C E  ET LL4 ROUlIASIE 

BI'CAREST, II  AOÛT 1931 3 .  

Article II .  - Les différends qui viendraient à s'élever entre 
les Hautes Parties contractantes sur l'interprétation et l'application 
de la présente convention et qui n'auraient pu 6tre résolus par In 
voie diplomatique seront soumis h l'arbitrage, conforinément 5 la 
procédure instituée par le Pacte de noii-agression et d'arbitrage 
entre la Roumanie et la Grèce, conclu 5 Genève le 21 mars 1928 2 .  

' République hellénique, Journal officiel, 1932 ( I$ '<~  partie), p. 360. 
Voir Coliectio~i des Tex te s  rég i s~nn t  la conzpétenrr de  la COI!Y ( q n a t r i + ~ n ~  

Mition), n o  85, p. 2 7 5 .  
Iiépublique hellénique, Journal ofliciel, 1932 (risr('  partie), p.  38.5. 



FOURTH PART. 

INSTRUMENTS CONFERRING LTPON THE COUKT 
O R  ITS  P R E S I D E N T  Al\; EXTKAJUDICIAL FUKCSION 

(APIJOIKTMENT O F  UMPIRES, IjHESIDENTS O F  CONCILIATIOS 

COMMISSIONS, ETC.).  

Scc trlso cibovc: fhc following irzstvurnc~tls . 

'Treaty of conciliaticin, arbitration antl judicial scttlcmciit t>etwccii 
13ulgaria ancl Norwa.y, Sofia, Novcmbcr 26tl1, 1931, Art. 26, 
abovc, 1). 471. 

'Trcaty of conciliation, arbitration and jutlicial settleincnt betwceii 
IJuxernbarg and Norway, Geneva, Fcbruary ~ z t h ,  1932, Art. 6, 
übovc, p. 474. 

Convention of cornniercc antl navigation betwecn Grcecc aiitl 
Kuuinaniü, I<ucliarcst, August 11ti1, 1931, Art. 27, ubovc, p. 481. 



TRAITÉ D'A~CIITIE ENTRE L'ESTONIE ET LX PERSE 

&lOSCOU, 3 OCTOBRE 1931 '. 

.4vticle IV .  - Les Iitats contractants coiiviennent de soumettre 
3. l'arbitrage tous les différeiids qui surgiraient entre eux à propos 
de l'application ou de l'interprétation des prescriptions de tous 
traités et conventions conclus ou k conclure, y compris le présent 
Traité, et qui n'auraient pu être réglés à l'amiable dans un délai 
raisonnable par les procédés diplomatiques ordinaires. 

Cette disposition s'appliquera également cil cas de besoiii à la 
question préalable de savoir si le différend se rapporte à l'inter- 
prétation ou à l'application desdits traités et conventions. 

La décision du tribunal arbitral obligera les Parties. 
Pour chaque litige le tribunal arbitral sera formé sur la dcmaiide 

d'uii des États  contractants ct de la façon suivante: dans le 
délai de trois mois à dater du dépôt dc la demande, chaque 
fi tat  désignera son arbitre qui pourra également être choisi parmi 
les ressortissaiits d'un État  tiers. Si les deux Iitats ne s'entendent 
pas, dans les trois mois à dater du dkpôt de la demande, sur le 
délai dans lequel les deux arbitres devront avoir rendu leur déci- 
siori, ou si Icç deux arbitres ne parviennent pas à régler le litige 
dans le délai à eux imparti, les deux fitats clioisiront pour tiers 
arbitre uii rcssortissaiit d'uii État  tiers. Si les États  nc tombent 
pas d'accord sur le choix du tiers arbitre dans le délai de deux 
mois à dater du jour où aura Ctf formulée la demande de la 
riomiiiatioii d'uii tiers arbitre, ils prieront en commun, ou, faute 
d'avoir introduit cette requête commuiie dails uil nouveau délai 
de deux niois, le plus diligent d'entre eux priera le Président de 
la Cour permaiieiite de Justice iiiternationale de La Haye de 
iiommer ce tiers arbitre panni les ressortissants des États  tiers. 
Du commuii accord dcs Parties il pourra lui être remis une liste 
des États  tiers auxquels son clioix devra se resteindre. Elles se 
réservent de s'eiiteridre à l'avaiice pour une période déterminée 
sur la persoiinc du tiers arbitre. 

La procédure quc les dcux arl)itres aurorit à observcr, si elle 
ii'a pas été réglée dans un compromis spkcial eiitre les deux l?tats 
et coiiciu au plus tard lors de la désig~iatioii des arbitres, sera, 
sauf dispositioiis contraires des deux Gouverneinents, réglée coiifor- 
mément à l'article 57 et aux articles 59 à 85 dc la Co~iventioli 
de La Haye, du 18 octobrc 1907, pour le règlcineilt des conflits 
iii teriiationaux. 
p.p - 

' Conimunication du  Gouvernetnciit estotiien. 



Au cas où il a u r ~ i t  fallu procéder à la désigiiatioii d'un tiers 
arbitre et à défaut d'un compromis eiitre les deux États  coiitrac- 
tants ayant déterminé la procédure à suivre à partir de cette 
désignation, le tiers arbitre se joindra aux deux premiers arbitres, 
et le tribunal arbitral, ainsi fonné, déterminera sa procédure et  
réglera le différend. Toutes les décisioiis du tribunal arbitral seront 
rendues à la majorité. 



Date. 
Place of 
sign atltre. 

1927. 
y0v .11  Paris 

1929. 
Nov. 6 Paris 

Aug. II  Bucliarest 

Nov. 26 Sufia 
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ERRATA TO THE FOURTH EDITION 
OF T H E  '(COL1,ECTION OF TEXTS GOVERNING 

THE JURISDICTION OF THE COURT" l. 

Page 46, insert betwctn lines 6 and 7 : "and subject to the condi- 
tion that His Majesty's Govcrnmcnt reservc the right to rcquirc 
tliat proceedings in the Court shall he suspendcd in respect of 
anv dispute which has becn submittcd to and is undcr consider- 
ation by tlie Council of tlic Leagije of Nations, provided tha t  notice 
to suspend is givcn aftcr the dispute has been suhmitted to thc 
Council and is given within ten days of the notification of the 
initiation of tlie proceedings in tlie Court, and providcd also tliat 
S I IC~" .  

Page 67, line 3, to read : "ou en ayant violé" 

Pagr 92, liiics 3 a ~ i d  4, to rcad : "uiîc commission permane~zte 
tlc conciliation". 

Pnge 109, add nt the end of Article 13 the following paragraph : 
"11 appartiendra aiix Partics (le decider, d'un commun accord, 
si le rapport de la commission et  le procès-verbal cles débats 
pciivent Ctrc publiés avant l'expiration du délai dans lequel ellcs 
tioivent se prononcer sur les propositions formul6es dans le rapport 
oii, s'il s'agit d'un litige suscepti1)lc d'un règlement arbitral, avant 
q w  Ic trit~unal arbitral ait statu6 d6finitivemtnt." 

Pnge 171, Article 4, lirie 2, to  read : "srra régie par". 

Pugc 206, acld a t  end of Article 8 the following paragraph : 
"Ida Partie qui userait de ce droit en fera immédiatement la 
notification 2 l'autre Partie ; celle-ci aura, dans cc cas, la faculte 
d'agir cle inême dans un (lélai de quinze jours h partir <le la date 
oii la notification lui sera parvenue." 

Page 223, Article :j, line 6: to read : "propres h cnnduirt2 h une 
conciliation". 

Page 223, .Article 4, line r ,  to rcad : "aura p n ~ ~ r  tâche". 

Pnge 225, N o .  71, adtl a t  the  end of Article 2 ,  the following 
paragrapli : "Si la nonlination des mcinbres à cl6signtr en commiin 
ou du prbsident n'intervient pas dans les six mois h compter de 
l'écliange des ratifications ou ,  en cas de retraite oii (le décès, dans 

TIic fourtli edition of tlic Coller t i~~iz  coritains, in a<ltlitiori t o  tlic errata 
wliicli a rc  given in ttiis list, certain tlivcrgencies in regarcl t o  tlie texts  
~xiblishetl in ttic ï ' r e a t ~ f  S r i i r s  of tlic I>cagiic of Kations. 1)ivergciicies \vliicli 
tiavc no t  becn inentioiii-(1 in t h c  list do not  affcct tlie iiieaning of tlie t ex t .  
Ttir rrrors  antl tlivergencies \vliicti Ii;~vc beeri noticetl a rc  (lue, in a very large 
iiicnsiirr, t o  tlic fact th;it tlit. t e r t s  printr(1 in the  Lcagu? of Kations Co!lcr- 
t i t t ) i  arc  not ;il\vayi iclt\iitic;il \\-ith tliosc coinniiinicatcd ~lircct lv t o  the C'oiirt 



les deux mois à compter de la vacance du siège, le président de 
la Confédération suisse sera prii., au besoin par une seule des Parties, 
de procéder à ces nominations." 

Page 228, Article 7,  paragrapli 2, line 3, to  read: "de toute autre 
circonstance". 

Page 318, Article 19, linc 6, to read : "les conséquences de l n  
décision dont ". 

Page 467, Article 2 ,  paragraph 2, line 3, to read : "de l'avis 
d'une des Parties". 

Page 485, No. 164, line 4 of titlc, to read : "2 juillet 1890". 

Page 486, Article 37, paragraph 3, line 2 ,  to rcad:  "pour désigncr 
le surarbitre. Sz les arbitres ?Le peuvent se mettre d'accord, les Parties 
désignerooift chucune z~n Etat  tzers, et les Etats tiers ains i  désignés 
procideront à l a  ~ t o m i n a t i o n  du st4rarbifre, soit d'un commun accord". 

Page 494. linc 7 a t  bottum (note), to read : "dans lesdites co~z- 
ditiorts". 

Page 619, No. 340, line I of title, deletc : "aéricnne". 

Pages 620, 621 and 677 (Nos. 341, 342 and 417)~ in the lists 
of signatories, delete the date as regards Japan. 

Page 620, Article X ,  line 2, to read : "tribunaux arbitraux 
mixtes".  

Page 621, line 3, to  read : "trois mois h dater de la  notificatioli 
faite à son agent de la sentence". 

Page 670, Article IV, paragraph 4, line 9, t o  rtacl : "les d e u x  
Etnts choisirorit". 



A. W. SIJTHOFF'S PIJBLISHING COMPANY, LEYDEN (Holland) 

Agents for sale of the Publications of the Permanent Court 
of International Justice : 

-4RGENTINE. Libreria ".El Ateneo", Calle Florida 371, BUENOS AIRES. 

BELGIUM. Agence Dechenne. Messageries de la Presse, S. A., 20, rue du Persil, 
BRUSSELS. 

BOLIVIA. Flores, San Rcimkn y Cia, Libreria " Kenacimiento", I.A PAZ. 

BRAZIL. Livraria F. Briguiet & Cia.. 23. Rua Sachet. RIO DE JANEIRO 

CHILE. Alexander R. lvallcer, Ahumada 357, SANTIAGO DE CHILE. 

COSTA RICA. Libreria Viuda de Lines, SAN JOSE DE COSTA RICA 

CUB.1. Ranibla Bouza y C:ia, HAVANA. 

CZECHOSLOVAI<IA. Librairie F. Topi?, I 1, Narodni, PRAGUE. 

DAANZIG (Free City of-.). F i rma Gcorg Stilke. 

DENMARI<. G. E. C. Gad's Bojtiandel. Vimnielskaftet 32, COPENHAGEN. 

ECUADOR Victor Janer, GUAYAQLIIL 

FTNLAND. Akademiska :Bokhandeln, 7, Alexandersgatan, HELSINGFORS. 

FRANCE. Imprimerie et  Librairie Berger-I,evrault, 136, boulevard Saint-Germain, 
PARIS (69.  

GERMANY, AUSTRIA, BALKAN STATES. K. F. Koehler's Antiquarium, 
Taubchenweg 2 1, LEIPZIG 

GREAT BRITAIN. George Allen & Unwiri 1-hi, 40, Aluseunistreet. LONDON W.C. I .  

GUATEJIA1,A. J .  Humberto Avestas, Libreria Cervantès, roa ,  Calle Oriente, No. 5 ,  
GUATEMALA 

HAWAII. Pan-Pacific Union, HONOLULLJ. 

HONDURAS. Libreria Viiida de Lines, SAN JOSE D E  COSTA I<ICA. 

ITXLY. Libreria Fratelli Bocca, Via Marco Minghetti 26-29, ROME. 

JAPAN. Rlariizen Co., Ltd. (Maruzen-Kabushiki-ICaisha), 11-16 Nihonbashi Tori 
Sancliome, TOKIO. 

LATVIA. Latwijas Telegrafa Agentura, Kr. Rarona lela 4, RIGA. 

MEXICO. Pedro Robredo, Avenidas de Argentina y Guatemala, ~ I E X I C O .  

NICARAGUA. Libreria Viuda de Lines, SAN Jose  DE COSTA RICA. 

NORWAY. Olaf Norli, Universitetsgaten 24, OSLO. 

PERU.  Alberto Ulloa, Apa.rtado de  Correo 128, LIMA. 

POLAND. Gebethner & W31ff, ulica Sienkiewicza g (Zgoda IZ) ,  wARs.4~.  

IIOUJIASIA. I<. F. Koehler's Antiquarium, Taubclienweg 21,  LEIPZIG.  

SPAIN. Ruiz IIermanos, Plaza de Santa An3 13, Madrid (12) .  

SWEDEN. C. E .  Fritze, Hofbolihandel, Fredsgatan 2, STOCKHOLM. 

SWITZERLAND. Librairie Payot & Cie, GENEVA, LAUSANNE, VEVEY, MONTREUX 
NEUCHATEL, BERNE. 

UNITED STATES O F  AMERICA. World Peace Foundation, 40 Mt. Vernon 
Street, BOSTOX g, MAC;S. 

UKUGU.AY. Libreria BIaximino Garcia, Calle Sarandi 461, MONTEVIDEO 


