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Case No. 89
Chamber Three
Decision No.DEC 44-89=3
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DECISION

On 13 June 1986 the Ministry of Post,
phone

Telegraph and Tele-
submitted a request for interpretation of certain
portions of Award No. 225-89-3,

the Tribunal Rules.

pursuant to Article 35 of

Article 35 requires that a request for interpretation of an
award be made "within 30 days after the receipt of the

award." Furthermore, according to Article 2, paragraph 3 of

the Tribunal Rules, a document "shall be deemed to have been
received by [the] arbitrating parties when it is received by
the Agent of their Government."

The English text of the Award No. 225-89-3 was served on the
Agent of the Government of the Islamic Republic of Iran on
29 April 1986 and the Farsi text on 13 May 1986.

ingly,

Accord-
the request of the Ministry of Post, Telegraph and
Telephone filed on 13 June 1986 was not made within 30 days
after the receipt of the Award as required by Article 35 of

the Tribunal Rules and is consequently unadmissible.

The Tribunal therefore dismisses the request.




In view of the above, the Tribunal does not reach the
question as to whether the submission could be considered a
proper request for interpretation pursuant to the Tribunal

Rules.

Dated, The Hague,

07 July 1986 K”‘\\

Michel Vkrall
Chyairman

amber Thre
In the name of God

MN.%W | A”“’Mk%ﬁa

Parviz Ansari Moin

Charles N. Brower

Opinion is the same
as to the main Award.



