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As to the law e Court, little dissatisfaction has ever been 
expressed with Arti Statute. So far as particular areas of the law 
are concerned, the work of the International Law Commission in developing and 
codifying the law in many of these areas must be recalled. In this respect it 
is disappointing to note that even where, following the preparatory work of the 
International Law Commission, a particular area of the law has been newly formulated 
and embodied in a treaty in the negotiation of which most States have participated 
there has been a reluctance on the part of many to see provision made in the 
treaty for judicial settlement of disputes arising out of it. 

21 Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-fifth Session, 
Supplement No. 1 A (A/tiOOl/Add.l), para. 146. 
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II. Organization of the Court 

On the qwstion of the coqosition of the Court, it should be renem3ered, 
as thd Secretary-General pointed out in a further passa.-J? in the introauetiDn to 
his 1970 report, first, that the requirement of the Statute wit:n rqard to 
composition is representation of the Rain forms of CiViliZation an& the princi 
legal systems of the world rather than geographical dis 
that in any case the present geographical distribution 
is the same as that agreed for the Security Council i 
General commented, the composition of the C 
and therefore.there seems little basis for 
the Court is not. 2-/ At the same time, h 
suggest that the question of the size or 
excluded from any thoroughgoing review of the Court's 
functioning. 

judicial settlement of those less important di 
for determination according to law, they may h 
submit to the full Court. 
studied by a small expert group which could ex 
into account the work of the Court on the revision of its 
with detailed suggestions. 

III. Jurisdiction of the Court 

(a) Contentious cases 

States' acceptance of the Court's jurisdiction under 
of the Statute is obviously an issue of central import 
the effectiveness of the Court's functioning in its co 
Wider acceptance of the compulsory jurisdiction of the Court is obviously 
desirable and States should be encour ition 
on this question and consider whether e ion 
under Article 36, paragraph 2, or alter the form of their present declaration to 
widen the scope of their acceptance of the Court's jurisdiction. In this respect, 
Wew Zealand is currently reviewing the terms of its existing declaration under 
Article 36, paragraph 2, with a view to the possibility of deleting some of the 
reservations it at present contains. 

The possibility of enabling international organizations to be parties in 
cases before the Court is a question which would require careful study. The 
increasingly important role of these different organisations in world affairs 
points to the desirability of providing for judicial settlement of disputes 
involving them. While no doubt some difficulties with regard to reciprocity with 
States might arise if they were given general access to the Court, there would 
seem no reason why access should not be provided for in at least certain categories 

3 Ibid, para. 147. 
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the criticism of the Court base 
proceedings is, in Zealand"s vi the protracted nature 
of proceedings in p cases is att taken by the parties to 
prepare and present 
time, however, it might be suggested the Court could in the future go some 
way to reducing the time taken for ar nt by directing the parties to those 
issues and points which it considers most relevant or important and in this way 
exercising rather greater control of the case than it has tended to in the past. 
Part of this direction or control by the Court should involve ensuring that 
preliminary procedural matters are raised and decided wherever possible at an 
early point in the proceedings. As to the question of costs in general, it can 
be pointed out that the cost of making use of the facilities of the Court for 
the judicial settlement of a dispute is much less than that involved in putting 
the dispute to arbitration where the basic costs of establishing the arbitral 
tribunal have to be borne by the parties. hevertheless costs are high and 
consideration might be given to the provision of assistance to States which 
otherwise might find the financial outlay a barrier to submitting a case to the 
court. 
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