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Two new c a s e s  a r e  brought t o  t h e  Court:  
Nicaragua i n s t i t u t e s  proceedings a g a i n s t  Costa Rica and a g a i n s t  Honduras 

The fo l lowing  informat ion  i s  communicated t o  t h e  p r e s s  by t h e  
R e g i s t r y  of t he  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Court of J u s t i c e :  

On 28 J u l y  1986 t h e  Republic of Nicaragua f i l e d  i n  t h e  Reg i s t ry  of 
t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Court of J u s t i c e  two App l i ca t i ons ,  one i n s t i t u t i n g  
proceedings a g a i n s t  t h e  Republic of Costa Rica and t h e  o t h e r  i n s t i t u t i n g  
proceedings a g a i n s t  Honduras. Both Appl ica t ions  r e f e r  t o  t h e  p rov i s ions  
of A r t i c l e  X X X I  of t h e  Pact of Bogota, and t o  t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n s  whereby 
t h e  S t a t e s  concerned accepted the  j u r i s d i c t i o n  of t he  Court a s  provided 
f o r  i n  Article 36 of t h e  S t a t u t e  of t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Court of J u s t i c e .  

I n  i t s  Appl ica t ion  i n s t i t u t i n g  proceedings a g a i n s t  Costa Rica ,  
Nicaragua r eco rds  s p e c i f i c  f r o n t i e r  i n c i d e n t s  and armed a t t a c k s ,  of 
i n c r e a s i n g  frequency and i n t e n s i t y  s i n c e  1982, organized by c o n t r a s  on 
i ts  t e r r i t o r y  from t h e  t e r r i t o r y  of Costa Rica.  The Appl ica t ion  mentions 
va r ious  a t t e n p t s  by the  Government of Nicaragua t o  avoid any 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n  between the two S t a t e s  and t o  achieve a peacefu l  s o l u t i o n ;  
i t  S t a t e s  t h a t  t h e s e  e f f o r t s  f a i l e d  because Costa Rica took no s p e c i f i c  
rneasures a g a i n s t  t h e  con t r a s .  On t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  f a c t s  s e t  ou t  i n  i ts  
Appl ica t ion ,  Nicaragua then c la ims  t h a t  Costa Rica has  inci i r red Pegal  
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  t h e  breach of major o b l i g a t i o n s  a r i s i n g  under t h e  
United Nat ions Char te r  and o t h e r  m u l t i l a t e r a l  t r e a t i e s ,  and f o r  t h e  
breach of c e r t a i n  we l l - e s t ab l i shed  o h l i ~ a t i o n s  of customary i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
l a w .  The a p p l i c a n t  Pa r ty ,  r e s e r v i n ~  t h e  r i g h t  t o  supplement o r  t o  amend 
i t s  Appl ica t ion  - and s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  p re sen t a t i on  t o  t h e  Court of t h e  
r e l e v a n t  evidence and l e s a l  argument - concludes by r eques t i ng  t h e  Court 
t o  ad judge and d e c l a r e  a s  fo l lows:  

" ( a )  t h a t  the  a c t s  and omissions of Costa Rica i n  t he  m a t e r i a l  - 
per iod  cons t i t r i t e  breaches of t he  va r ious  o b l i g a t i o n s  of 
customürv i n t e r n a t i o n a l  law and t h e  t r e a t i e s  s p e c i f i e d  i n  t h e  
body of t h i s  Appl ica t ion  f o r  which the  Repuhlic of Costa Rica 
bears  l e g a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y ;  

( b )  t h a t . . .  - 



( b )  t h a t  Costa Rica i s  under a  duty immediately t o  cease  and t o  - 
r e f r a i n  from a l 1  such a c t s  a s  may c o n s t i t u t e  breaches of the  
foregoing  l e g a l  o b l i g a t i o n s ;  

( c l  t h a t  Costa Rica i s  under an  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  make r e p a r a t i o n s  t o  - 
t h e  Republic of Nicaragua f o r  a l 1  i n j u r y  caused t o  Nicaragua by 
t h e  breaches of o b l i g a t i o n s  under t h e  p e r t i n e n t  r t i l es  of 
customary i n t e r n a t i o n a l  law and t r e a t y  provis ions ."  

F i n a l l y ,  Nicaragua r e s e r v e s  t h e  r i g h t  t o  p re sen t  a  - request  t o  t h e  
Court f o r  t h e  i n d i c a t i o n  of i n t e r i m  measures of p ro t ec t i on .  

In its Appl ica t ion  i n s t i t u t i n g  proceedings a g a i n s t  Honduras, 
Nicaracua r e f e r s  not  only t o  border  i n c i d e n t s  and armed a t t a c k s  - of 
i n c r e a s i n g  frequency and i n t e n s i t y  s i n c e  1980 d e s p i t e  i t s  r e i t e r a t e d  
p r o t e s t s  - organized by c o n t r a s  on i t s  t e r r i t o r y  £rom the  t e r r i t o r y  of 
Honduras; i t  a l s o  a l l e g e s  s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  among o t h e r  t h i n g s ,  t h a t  
a s s i s t a n c e  has been given t o  t h e  c o n t r a s  by t h e  armed f o r c e s  of Honduras, 
that t h e  l a t t e r  have d i r e c t l y  p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  m i l i t a r y  a t t a c k s  a g a i n s t  
i ts t e r r i t o r y ,  and t h a t  t h e  Government of Honduras has  th rea tened  t o  use 
f o r c e  a g a i n s t  i t .  On t h e  b a s i s  of t h e  f a c t s  s e t  ou t  i n  i t s  Appl ica t ion ,  
Hicaraqua then claims t h a t  Honduras has  incur red  l e g a l  r e s p o n s i b i l i t y  f o r  
the brench of major o b l i g a t i o n s  a r i s i n g  under t h e  United Nations Charter  
a d  o t k r  m l t i l a t e r a l  t r e a t i e s ,  and f o r  t h e  breach of c e r t a i n  
-11-established o b l i q a t i o n s  of custornary i n t e r n a t i o n a l  law. The 
a ~ ~ l i c a n t  P a r t y ,  r e se rv ing  t h e  r i g h t  t o  supplement o r  t o  amend i t s  
4ppiicatfon, and s u b j e c t  t o  t h e  p r e s e n t a t i o n  t o  t h e  Court of t h e  r e l evan t  
evidence and l e g a l  argument, concludes hy r e q u e s t i n ~  t h e  Court t o  adjudge 
a d  d a c l a r e  a s  fol lows:  

" ( a )  - t h a t  t he  a c t s  and omissions of Honduras i n  t h e  m a t e r i a l  per iod 
cons t  i t u t e  breaches of t h e  va r ious  o b l i g a t i o n s  of customary 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  law and t h e  t r e a t i e s  s p e c i f i e d  i n  t he  body of t h i s  
Apvl ica t ion  f o r  which t h e  Republic of donduras bears  l e g a l  
r e s g a n s i b i l i t y ;  

(b) that Honduras is under a  du ty  immediately t o  cease  and t o  - 
r e f r a i n  from a l 1  such a c t s  a s  may c o n s t i t u t e  breaches of the  
fo r sgo in8  l e g a l  o b l i g a t i o n s ;  

( c l  thet honduras 1s under an  o b l i g a t i o n  t o  make r e p a r a t i o n  t o  the  - 
Repiiblic of i i c a r a g u a  f o r  a l 1  i n j u r y  caused t o  Nicaragua by t h e  
bfenches of o b l i g a t i o n s  under t h e  p e r t i n e n t  r u l e s  of customary 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l  law and t r e a t y  provis ions ."  

E ina l ly ,  Yicaragua r e s e r v e s  t h e  r i g h t  t o  presen t  a reqiiest  t o  t he  
Court f o r  t h e  i n d i c a t i o n  of i n t e r im  measures of v t o t e c t i o n .  

The t e x t s  of t h e  two 4 p p l i c a t i o n s  i n s t i t i i t i n g  proceedinps a r e  
a v a i l s b l e  t o  j o u r n a l i s t s ,  \?ho can obta in  then from the  Rey i s t ry  of t h e  
Court.  




