
Communiqué No. 61/13 
(Unof f i o i a l )  

me following information from the Registry of t he  International 
Court of Justice is communicated t o  the Presa: 

The International Court of Justioe to-day ( 2 6  May 1961) delivered 
i t s  Judeent i n  the case concerning t h e  Temple of Preah Vihear (~re l lml tnary  
Objections) be tween Cmbadia and Thai lmd,  

Proceedings i n  this case, which relates to the territorial sovereignty 
over the Temple of Preah Vihear, were instituted by m Application by the 
Goverment of Cambodia dated  30 Septembsr 1959, The Goverment of: 
Thailand ra iaed. two preliminary objections to the Jurisdict ion,  

The Court held, unanirnoualy, t h a t  it had jm iad ic t ion ,  Vioc- 
Presiàent Alfaro and Juages Wellington Koo, S i r  Gerald Etzmaurtoe,  and 
l inaka appended declarations t e  the Judgment and Judges S i r  Percy Spender 
and Morelli appended ~ieparate opinions, 

In i t s  Sudgrnent t h e  Court noted t h a t ,  in invoking the jurisdiotion 
of the Court, Cambodia had based herself principal lg on the combined 
effect of her own aoceptanos of the eompuisory jurisdiction of the  
Court and of a declaration made by Thai land on 20 May 1950 which wafi in 
the  following terrns: 

"1 have the honour to inform you that by a declaration dated 
' 

September 20, 1929, His Majestyts Governent had aocepted the 
oompulsory jur isdict ion o f  the Pemanent Court of International 
Justice in aonfomity w i t h  Art ic le  3 6 ,  paragraph 2, of t h e  S t a t u t e  
fo r  a period of ten years and an condition of reciprooi ty .  mat 
declaration haa been renewed on May 3 ,  1940, for another period of 
ten years. 

In accordance w i t h  the provisions of Art ic le  36, paragraph 4, 
of the Sta tu te  of the International Court of Justioe, f have now 
the honouk to i n f o m  you that H i e  Majestyfs kvernment hereby renew 
the deolaration above mentioned for a further period of ten  y e m e  
as from May 3 ,  1950, with the limits and subject t o  the same 
conditions and rssemations as s e t  f o r t h  in the first deolaration 
of Sept.  20, 1929,17 

Thailand had ralsed a first preliminary objection on the gxomd 
that that declarat ion d i d  not constitute a valid acceptance on her part 
of the compulsory jur isdict ion of the Court., She in no way denied 
t h a t  she had fu l l y  intended to accept the oornpulsory jurisdrction butg 
according t o  her axgument, she had drafted her dec1asat;ion Sn tems 
revealed by the decision of the  Court of 25 pay 1959 in the  oase c o r i c ~ ~  
the AelniaT Inoident of 27 Ju1y 1955 (Israel 1. .Bulgaria) to have been 
ineffectual. Article 36, paragraph 5, of the Statute of the Court 
pmvided that: 





the Secretary-Generaï of the United Nations under paragraph 4 of  
Article 36 of t h e  S ta tu te ,  than  t o  recognise t h e  compul~lory jurisdiceion 
of the  present C o u r t  under paragraph 2 of t h n t  A r t i c l e ;  nar indeed d i d  
she pretend otherwise. The remainder of the declarat ion had t o  be 
construed i n  the  light of that  cardinal f a c t ,  and in the general con-bext 
of the declaration; the  reference t o  t h e  1929 and 1940 declarations 
mustberegarded simply as being a convenient method of indlcating, 
witkout stating Lhem In terms, what were t he  conditions upon which the 
acceptame was made. 

I?le Court, therefore, considered t h a t  there could not remain any 
doubt as t o  vrhat meaning and e f f e c t  ought t a  be sttributed t o  the 1950 
declaration and it rejected the f i r s t  preliminary objection of Thailand. 

The Court next found that thzt conclusion w a s  sufficient t o  found 
the Courtfs jurisdiction and tha t  it became unnecessary t o  proceed to 
a consLderation o f  the second basis of j u r i sd i c t i on  invoked by Garnbodia 
(certain treaty pravisions for t h e  judicial setf lement of any disputes 
of the land involved in the present  case) and of Thailandl s ob jeotion 
t o  that basis of jur isdict ion.  

lfne Bague, 26  May 1963 




