
Communiqué Noj 51/5. . - 
maf f i c i â l  

The f ollowing information from the Registry of t h e  In te rna t iona l  

Court of Jus t i ce  has bcen c o m i c a t e d  t o  t h e  Press : 

The Internat ional  Court  of Justice w i l l  ho ld  a series of  public 

:! L L  
hearings beginning ~ u k s d a ~ ,  A p r j l  10th, a t  11 a.rn,, in order to hear 

oral  statemcnts: relevant t o  the rcquest for Advisory Opinion submittad 

to t h e  Court by t h e  ~cnerjl ~ s s c r h b l ~  of t h e  Unitod Nations on t h e  

question of rescmrations t o   th^ Convention on t h e  Prevention and 

P u n i s h o n t  o f  t h o  c r h c  of Gonocide. Oral stntcments w111 bo mdc 

!b on behalf of t h e  Szcratary-Gonorsl of the Unitcd Nctions and on 

bohalf of tho Gov~rnmcnts of the United Kingdom, France and Isracl ,  

Thc Haguc, 5 t h  A p r i l ,  1951. 

A n o t e  giving s rough background of the ensa is communicated 

harowitb (overlanf ) . 



Annux t o  Communiqué Mo. 51/$ 
(Unof f î c  ial) . 

Nota on tha Raqusst f o r  Advisory Opinion on tho  question of 
Rcsorvntions to t h o  Convontion on t h c  Prcvcntion and Pwiishmant 

of t h c  Crirnc of Gcnocidc . 

Tho questions submitted t o  t h e  Court by the Gcnural Assombly of t h a  
United Nations, in i t s  Rcsolution of t h o  1 6 t h  Novanber, 1950, sro formulatod 
ns fo l lows : 

Illn so far an conccrns t h e  Convontion on t h e  P r ~ v o n t i o n  and 
Puiishment of t h e  C r h ~  of Gunocida in t h a  cvsnt of a S t s t a  
r ~ . t i f y l n g  or ncceding to t ho  Convontion subjcct to n rcsesvation 
m ~ d a  a i t h e r  on r a t i f i cz t ion  o r  on acczssion, o r  on signature 
f ollowcd by r7.t if icnt ion:  

1, C m  t h o  ru?sarving Stntu ba ragnrdod a3 being a party to 
t h o  Convcntion whilc still m.intaining i t s  rescrvetion if 
the reserv~tion is objsctcd t o  by onc o r  more o f  t h c  par t ios  
t o  t he  Conrsunticiil but  not by othsrs  ? 

II, If the  nnswcr t o  question 1 is in t h e  affimq.tivc, wh3t is d 
t h e  c f fec t  of t h e  resarvation as botwocn the  rescrving S t a t e  
m d  : 
a) Qhc p?.rtlos which object Lo t h e  rescrv:tion ? 
b)  Thosc whick occept it ? 

III. . 7ihct would be the  logal off c c t  n s regards t h e  mswar bo 
qucstlon 1 if an obJection t o  a resorrration 5s mda : 
5 )  By a signatory which h m  n o t  ys t  r n t i f i c d  ? 
b) By n Stc tc  cn t i t l ed  t o  s i s  o r  accede but  which hcs 

not  yot dono sa 

One can E Z C  t h ~ t  these puroly l c g a l  qrrastions rcfor  cxclusively t o  
roserv.n.tions to t he  Convention on thc  Preventhon p,nd h i s h m c n t  of tba 
Crime of Gcnecide; thLs was çt m l t i l n t e r a b  Convention which was approvûd 
by t h e  Genernl Assembly on t h e  9 t h  Dccember, 1948, i n  Paris, 2nd nhich 
came h t o  o f f e c t  an t he  1 2 t h  Jmucry, 1951. 

After no t i coa  h2d bccn eivun by thc Rrgistrar, in canformitpwith 4 
Arti~~1.o 66 of the S t l t u t o  of t h o  Court, t h e  Rùgistry rccciv+:d w r i t t e n  
statemonts f rom t h e  Socret~~ry-C-marc1 of t h o  Unitcd Nations 2nd f rom 
th> Govcrrimonts of the U.S.S.R., the Kingdom of Jordan, t he  Unitsd S t z t c s  
of Am:~rica, t h e  Unitnd Kingdom, Isr?.cl, PoZmd; t h c  Rcpublic of Czecho- 
slovnkis, tho Nothcrlands, R m i z ,  thc  Ukraininn S.S.R., Bulgnric,  the  
Byelorussian S.S.R., ,uid the RepuJ-iLic of the  Philippines, ar,d n l s a  f rom 
two h t o r m t i o n s l  organisations, namely, the  lntcrnstional Labour Officc 
and t h o  Org, lniz~. t ion of . hc r i cnn  S t n t c s  . 

Furthermore, whan thu  o r a l  discussions b o g b  on t h a  10th April, 
D r .  Kerno, Assistant  Sccrctnry-G~ncral of t h e  Unit cd Nations in charge 
of t h e  Legzl Dopartmont, w i l l  s i i lbmit '  an oral stctsment t a  the  Court on 
behalf of t h ¢  Socrctary-Gmersl of t he  Unitad N c t i o r , ~  and MF, Gi G,  
F i t z m u r i c n ,  Second Lcgnl Adviser t o  tha Br i t i sh  Foroign Office, 
f i i d  Charles Rousseau, Profossor ,lt; t h e  Faculte de Dro i t  in Paris, 
Assistant Leen1 Adviser to the French I'I5nistry of Forci@ Aff~irs, and 
Mr, Shab ta i  Roscnnc, Legcl Adviser Lo t h e  IsruoZi Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, w L l l  p-ddress t h e  Court md éxpound t h c  views held, on t h e  
quostion before the- Court, by t h c i r  respective Governments. 




