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NCTE BY THE SECRETARY-GENERAL

l. At its 943rd plenary meeting on 12 December 1960, the General Assembly adopted
resolution 1505 (XV) entitled "Future work in the field of the codification and

progressive development of intermational law". This resolution reads as follows:

"The General Assembly,

"Bearing in mind the purposes and principles of the United Nationms,

"Congidering that the conditions prevailing in the world today give
increased importance to the role of international law - and its strict
and undeviating observance by all Governments - in strengthening international
peace, developing friendly and co-operstive relations among the naticns,
settling disputes by peaceful means and advancing econcmic and social progress
throughout the world, '

"Recalling its resolutions 1236 (XTI) of 1% December 1957 and
1301 (XIII) of 10 December 1958,

"Mindful of Article 13, paragraph 1, of the Charter of the United Nations,
vhich provides that the General Assembly shall initiate studies and make ;
reccumendations for the purpose of encouraging the progressive development

of international law and its codifieation,

"Considering the extent of the progress made by the International Law
Commission in the codification of topics listed in paragraph 16 of the report
covering its first session,

"Expressing its_appreclation to the Commission for the work it has
accomplished in the field of the codification and progressive development
of international law,

"Considering that many new trends in the field of international relations
bhave an impact on the development of international law,

"Considering that it is desirable to survey the present state of
international law, with a view to ascertaining whether new topics susceptible
of codification or conducive to progressive development have arisen, whether
priority should be given to any of the topics already ineluded in the
Commission's list or whether a broader approsch may be called for in the
consideration of any of these topies,

"Deeming i1t necessary therefore to reconsider the Ccmmission's programme
of work in the light of recent developments in intermational law and with due
regard to the need for promoting friendly relations and co-operation among
States,

[oos
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"l. Decides to place the question entitled ‘'Future work in the field
of the codification and progressive development of international law® on
the provisional agenda of 1ts sixteenth session in order to study and
survey the whole field of international law and make necessary suggestlons
with regard to the preparation of a new list.of topics for codification and
for the progressive development of internationsl law;

"2. Invites Member States to submit in writing to the Secretary-General,
before 1 July 1961, any views or suggestions they may have on this guestion
for consideration by the General Assembly."

2+ In pursuance of operative paragraph 2 of this resolution, the Seecretary-
General, by a note verbale of 25 January 1961, requested the Governments of Member
States to communicate, before 1 July 1961, any views or suggestilons which they
might have on the gquestion of future work In the field of the codification and
progressive development of international law.

3. By 5 July 1961, the Governments of Afghanistan, Burma, Colombis, Tsracl,
Sweden, the United Kingdom and Yugoslavie bad communicated their observations on
this question. These observations are set out in the annex to the present note.
L. TIn letters addressed to the Secretary-General, the Governments of Greece,
Norway, South Africa and the Sudan stated that they had no observations to make.

fees
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ANNEX

Cbservations by Goveruments on future work in the field
of the codification and progresslve development of
international law

1. AFGHANISTAN

Trensmitted by a note verbale of 8 May 1961 from the
Permanent Mission of Afghanistan to the United Nations

lﬁfiginal text: Englis§7

ves Afghanistan notes with great satilsfaction that the nations of the world,
through national and international Institutions, have given-more impetus in the
last few years to the codification of internaticnal law and its progressive
development.

The various ccmmittees of the International Law Association end the regional
institutes such as the Afro-Aslan Legal Consultative Ccommittee and the Inter- .
American Commission of Jurists, as well as the legal activities of the United
Nations, are moving firmly towards the basic objeetives of Article 13, paragreph la,
of the Unlted Netions Charter.

The Permanermt Mission of Afghanistan believes that the discussions at the
f1fteenth session of the General Assembly on giving more impetus to the legal
work of ‘the United Natlons, especielly in the field of codificaticn and the
progressive development of international law, were praiseworthy. It was at the
right time that the Asseubly adopted resolution 1506 (XV) unanimously in order to
place the question, the future work in the field of codification and progressive
development of intermational law, on the provisional agenda of the sixteenth sessiocn
in order to study and survey the whole field of iInternational law and make
necessary suggestions with regard to the new list of toplcs of internaticnal law
for codification and progressive development.

Afghanistan was one of the sponsors of the resolution. Tts views were
explained fully during the discussion of the question, and can be summarized as
follows:

‘ 1. The guestion of the legal aspects of outer space should be studied in
the light of the great demand of jurists and legal instltutions who are in

Tavour of formulating internationel prineiples in this field.
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2. The General Assembly can initiate the preparation of a declaration on

the prohibition of war, in line with the Declaration of St. Petersburg of

1868 and the Brussels Conference of 187k, and the Gemeva Protocol of 1925.

5« The definition of coexistence, on the basis of the Bandung Principles

for peaceful co-operation smong nations, could be a timely item for

codification.

These are the few ltems that we can suggest at this time, that could be
added to the list of toples which was adopted by the General Assembly, for the
purpose of codifiication and progressive development.

The Mission of Afghanistan hopes that a thorough discussion of this guestion,
as well as the future programme of the work of the Internstional ILaw Commission
will be fully reviewed by the Assembly.

[ R E N N 3
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2. BURMA

Transmitted by a note verbale of 23 June 1961 frem the
Minister for Foreign Affalrs of Burmas

[Original text: English/

The Government of the Union of Burms are in entire agreement with the
resolution 1505 (XV) of the General Assembly deciding to place the gquestion
entitled "Future work in the field of the codification and progressive development
of International Lew" on the provisional agenda of the sixteenth session. They
‘further are of the opinion that the codification of the Law of Territorial Sea
should not be protracted and that questions of Statelessness and Sovereignty in
Air Space shoﬁld also be considered in preparing the new list of topies for
codification and progressive development of Internatlonal Law at the next session

of the CGeneral Assembly.

fose
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3. COLOMBIA

Transmitted by a note verbale of 10 June 1961 from the Ministry
_ of External Relations of Colombisa

[Original text: Spenish/

sFreso &

The Minlstry of External Relations of Colombia takes the liberty of
suggesting:

l. That priority should be given to Right of asylum, which is already

included in the provisional list of topice for codification selected by

the International Iaw Commission.

2. That to the aforementioned provielonal list of toples selected for
codification should be added the following:
(a) Pacific settlement of internationsl disputes: procedures for

investigation, mediation and conecilistion;
(b) Exbradition.
5+ That there should be included in the aforementioned list, as a tople
conducive to the progressive development of internatiomal law, the

International protection of human rights through the cregtion of a Special

International Court.

Attached hereto is a copy of a memorandum, prepared by the Divislon of
International Organizations of the Ministry of External Relations, which sets
out the considerations on which the sbove suggestions have been based.

Joe
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MENORANDUM

1. The Secretary-General of the United Nations has, through the Permanent
Delegation of Colombia to that Organization, transmitited to the Ministry the
text of resolution 1505 (XV), which was adopted by the General Assembly of the
United Nations at its fifteenth session held in Wew York from 20 September to
20 December 19€0 and from 7 March %o 22 April 1961.

In that resolution, the General Assembly - after referring to the increased
importance of international law in developing friendly and co-cperative relations
among States and in furthering thelr progress, and after recalling the progress
made by the International Law Commission of the United Nations in the matter of
studies and recommendations designed to encourage the progressive development
and codification of intermational law in conformity with Article 13 (l) of the
Charter of the United Nations - declded to place the item entitled "Future work
in the field of the codiflcation and progressive development of international
law" on the provisional agenda of its sixteenth session and to invite Member
States to submit in writing to the Secretary-General, before 1 July 1961, any
views or suggestions they might have on this question for consideration by the
General Assembly.

2. Within the United Nations the codification and progressive development of
international law is a task which devolves upon the International TLaw Commission
established under Gereral Assembly resolution 174 (II) cf 21 November 1947. The
Commission was elected for the first time on 3 November 1948 by the General
Assembly in conformity with the Statute adopted for that purpose by the Assembly
and held its flrst session from 12 April to 9 June 1949. The Ccmmission is a
gsubsidiary body of the General Assembly.

Since then the International Law Ccmmission has held regular annual sessions
and has reported on its accomplishments to the General Assembly at the regular
sessions of that organ.

In addition to the work devolving upon it under its Statute, the International
Taw Cocmmission carries oubt such tasks as the General Assembly may assign to it
through resolutions.

3. At its first session the Ccmmission considered a work progremme which, in

addition to the specific tasks assigned to it by the General Assembly -~ Draft
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Declaration on the Rights and Duties of States, Formulation of the principles
recognized in the Charter of the Nirnberg Tribunal and in the judgement of the
Tribunal, Preparation of a draft code of offences against the peace and security
of mankind, Desifability and possibility of establishing an international
Jjudielal organ for the trial of persons charged with genoecide or other crimes
over which jurisdiction will be eonferred upon that organ by international
conventions - ineluded the basic question of ‘the selection of topies of
international law for cedification,.

The tcples that have been considered by the Commission are:

(1) Subjects of international law;

(2) Sources of internationsl law;

(5) CObligations of international law in relation to the law of States;

(4) Fundamental rights and duties of States;

{5) Recognition of States and Governments;

(6) Succession of States and Governments;

(7) Domestic jurisdiction;

(8) Recognition of acts of forelgn Stabes;

(9) Jurisdiction over foreign States;

(10) Obligations of territorial jurisdiction;

(11) Jurisdiction with regard to crimes ccamitted outside national territory;

(12) Territorial domain of States; ' -

(13) Régime of the high seas;

(14) Régime of the territorial sea:

(15) Pacific settlement of international disputes;

(16) Nationality, including statelessness;

(17) Treatment of aliens:

(18) Extradition;

(19) Right of asylum;

(20) Law of Treaties;

(21) Diplcmatic intercourse and immunities;

(22) Consular intercourse and immunities;

(23) state responsibility;

(24) Arbitral procedure;

(25) Laws of war.
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From this list, the Commigssion has selected the following topics: -

(1)
(2)
(3)
(%)
(5)
(6)
(7)
(8)
(9)

Recognition of States and Governments;

Succession of States andﬁGovernments;

Jurisdictional immunities of States and their property;

Jurigdiction with regerd to crimes committed outside natlional territory;
Régime of the high seas;

Régime of the territorial sea;

Nationality, including statelessness;

Treatment of aliens;

Right of asylum;

(10) Law of treaties;

(11) Diplomatic intercourse and immunities;

(12) Consular intercourse and immunities;

(13) State responsibility;

(%) Arbitral procedure.

These fourteen topics were selected provisionally, i.e., on the understanding
that additions or deletions could be made after further study by the Commission
or in compliance with Instructions of the Genefal Assembly. Of the fourteen

topies, 1t was decided to give priority to the following three:

(1)
(2)
(3)

Law of treatles;
Arbitral procedure;
Régime of the high seas.

b, The following is a summary of what the International Iaw Commission has

accomplished during the fourteen years of its existence:
Preparation of a draft declaration on the rights and duties of States;
Formulation of the principles of criminal law recognized in the Charter of
the United Watlons and in the judgement of the Nurnberg Tribunal;
Preparation of a draft code of offegnces against the peace and security
of mankind;
Definitlon of aggression;
Examination of the desirability and possibility of establishing an
international judicial organ for the trial of persons charged with genocide

and certain other crimes;

Jons



A /4796
English
Annex
Page 8

Recommendations concerning the problem of reservations to multilateral
conventions;
Preparation of draft conventicns on the elimination or reduction of future
gtatelessness;
Examingtion of %the ways and means for making the evidence of customary
international law more readily availlasble;
Preparation of a draft convention on arbitral procedure for the pacific
settlement of international disputes;
Preparation of a draft convention on diplcmatic intercourse and immunities;
Preparation of draft conventions on the régime of the high seas; the régime
of the territcrial sea; the continental shelf; and fishing and the
conservation of the living resources of the high seas.
The Ccmmission has also studied the following three topiles:
The law of treaties;
State responsibility;
Consular iﬁtercourse and immunities.
9+ The most satisfactory results achieved have been those relating to the
codification of international law in the following Fields:
(a) International maritime law. The drafts prepared by the International

Law Commission were considered at the United Nations Conference on the

Law of the Sea, which met at Geneva in 1958 and adopted the four conventions
on the Territorial Sea; the Hligh Seas; Fishing and the Conservation of the
Living Resources of the High Seas; and the Continental Shelf. Following

the reccmmendations of the Colcmbian representatives at that Conference,

the Colcmbian Government submitted the latter two Conventions to Congress
for approval. The Convention relsting té the Continental Shelf was spproved
by Law 9 (a) of 1961.

A seccond Cenference cn the Taw cf the Sea wag ccnvened by the‘Uhited
Kﬁtions in 1960 with a view to filling gaps and deflciencles in the
conventions on the territorial sea but was without result because of continuing
divergencies between the participating States which made it impossible %o
obtain the two-thirds majority needed for approval of the proposed articles.

|
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(b) MNetiomality and statelessness. In spite of the difficultles in reaching

agreement on such a controversial topie, the codification of which comes
into confliect with the norms and practices of the domestie law of States,

a Conference of Plenipotentiaries was at last convened in 1959 by the United
Nations to consider the draft conventions prepared by the International Law
Commission. The second part of this conference will be held in New York
from 15 August to 1 September 1961.

(c) Diplomatic intercourse and immunities. A convention based on the work

of the International Law Commission on this subject, together with a protocol
on the pacific settlement of disagreements between States concerning the
application of the Convention, were signed at the Conference of
Plenipotentiaries held at Vienna in April and May 1961.
6 Of the fourteen topics which the Intermatioral Law Commission, when it began
it work in l9h9; provisionally selected for codifiecation, the following still
remain to be considered: (1) Recognition of States and Governments; (2) Succession
of States and Governments; (3) Jurisdictional immunities of States and their
property; (4) Jurisdiction with regerd to crimes cormitted outside national
territory; (5) Treatment of aliens; and (6) Right of asylum.
T. Furthermore, of the twenty-five topicse on the initial list considered for
codifiecation, the following have not yet been dealt with by the International
Law Cormission: (1) Subjects of internstiomal lew; (2) Sources of intermational
law; (5) Obligations of international law in relation to the law of States;
(4) Domestic jurisdiction; (5) Recognition of acts of foreign States;
(6) Jurisdiction over foreign States; (7) Obligations of territorial jurisdietion;
(8) Territorial dommin of States; (9) Pacific settlement of international disputes;
end (10) Extradition.
8. Several of these pending topies heve already been dealt with by the
International Conferences of Ameriecan States, either directly or through the work of
codification which has Dbeen carrlied out under the comventicons approved and signed
at the second and third of those Conferences in 1902 and 1906. This work is znow
being carried on by the Inter-American Council of Jurists and its permanent organ,
the Inter-imerican Juridical Committee. The topiecs whose codification has already

been dealt with on an American regional basis and whose consideration by the
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International Law Commission of the United Nationsg could therefore be based on
highly respectable antecedents are the following:

1.

IT.

IiT.

Treatment of aliens. (Convention approved at the Second International

Cenference of American States; Convention approved at the Sixth Internatlonal
Conference of Amerlcan States).

Asylum, (Convention approved at the Sixth International‘conference of
American Stetes; Additional Convention approved at the Seventh International
Conference of American States; Convention on Territorial Asylum approved at
the Terth Interrnational Conference of American States; Convention on
Diplomatic Asylum approved at the Tenth Inter-American Conference; Final
Aets of the first, second, third and fourth meetings of the Inter-American
Council of Jurists).

Pacific setilement 6f international disputes. The International Iaw

Ccmmisslon has already examined the topic of arbitral procedure and produced
a model set of rules which it submitted to the Genersl Assembly and which

the latter transmittéd to Governments in November 1958 for comments and to be
taken into account in drawing up treaties of arbltration. The Commission,

as the ccdifyling organ of the United Natlons has still, however, to consider
the other procedures for pacific settlement proﬁided for hoth in Article 33
of the Charter of the United Nations and in article 21 of the Charter of the
Orgenizatlon of American States, viz., good offices, medlation, investigation
and conciliatibn - Judiecial procedure being regulated by the Statute of the
International Court of Justice annexed to the Charter of the United Nations.
With regerd to such procedures for the pacific settlement of International
disputes, there are many Inter-American precedents having a Bearing on
codification (Treaty to Avold or Prevent Conflicts between the American
States (Gondra Pact), approved at the Fifth International Conference of
American States and centred around the investigation procedure; General
Convention on Inter-American Conciliation, General Treaty of Inter-American
Arbitration and Protocol of Progressive Arbitrakion, all approved at the
Tnternational Conference of American States on Coneiliation and Arbitration
held at Washington in 1029; Anti-Wer Treaty of Non-Aggresslion and
Conciliation (Saavedra Lamas Pact), concluded at Rio de Janeiro in 1933;

Jeee
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Inter-American Treaty on Good Offices and Mediation, .adopted by the
Inter-American Conference for the Maintenance of Peace at Buenos Aires
in 1936; Inter~American Treaty on Pacific Settlement (Pact of Bogota),
approved at the Ninth Internatilonal Conference of American States).

IV. Extradition. (Convention on Extradition approved at the Seventh
Internationsl Conference of American States, and draft prepared by the
Inter-American Juridical Committee and the Tnter-American Councll of Jurists,
the examination of which has been placed on the agenda of the Eleventh Inter-
American Conference).

V. Recognition of States and Governments. The Charter of the Organization of
American States refers incidentally to the recognition of States in
article 9. FUrthermore; in so far as the guestion of recognition of

Qovernments is concerned, the antecedents for relations between American
Jtates lnelude the Tobar (Miﬁister‘for Foreign Affairs of Ecuador, 1908)
doctrine and the Estrada (Minister for Foreign Affairs of Mexico, 1930)
doctrine. Also relevant are resolutions 35 and 36 of the Ninth International
Conference of Amerlcan Stetes dealing with the Right of Legation and the
Recognition of de facto Governments, as well as the work done on this
latter topic by the Inter-American Juridiesl Committee and the Tnter-American
Council of Jurlsts and reported on in the records of the four meetings of the
latter body.
9. The codification organs of the Organization of American States have alsc
examined other toples which have not been considered by the United Nations
International Lew Ccumission. .Some‘of these relate to private international law
(possibility of revising the "Bustamante Code™ or Code of Private International
Iaw with a view to bringing its provisions into line with those of the Montevideo
Treaties of 1889 and 1940 and with the "Restatement” of the United States of
Americe; uniform law on international sales of immovable property; uniform law
on commercial arbitration). Another topic is concerned with international
procedural civil lay and thus also relates to private internatiocnal law
(international legel co-cperation). In such watters concerning private
' international law, the doctrine and practice do not seem to have reached the
point where codification of world scope or intention should be attempted by the
United Nations. This is so partly because of the scmewhat negative precedent
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of the efforts made up to 1928 by the Hague Conferences, and partly because of
certain highly respectable contemporary doctrinal tendencies, which maintain

with some reason that the conventions on uniformity of norms in private
international law are not capable of resolving the problems which arise in this
regard and that an effort should first be m&de,\within the framework of public
international law, to resolve the question of the internaticnal distribution of
legislative juridsdiction in matters of private substantive law.

10. The relevant inter-American bodies have considered or suggested other topics
of codification which, because of their relatively narrow scope, might be included
in the studies on more general but relgted toples of publie international law.

One of these is the immunity of State vessels, which could be included in
international maritime law or in the codification on diplcmatic intercourse and
immunities. Another is political crimes, a topic which is subordinated to that
of political asylum on the one hand and to extradition on the other.

11. Another tople studied by the Inter-fmerican Council of Jurists 1s the
effective exercise of representative democracy, which has been placed on the
provisional agenda of the Eleventh Inter-American Conference. Since, however,
this tople is relatively political in nature and within the Inter-American regional
organization comes directly under article 5 (d) of the Charter of Bogota, it
might for the moment be regarded as exclusively inter-American. The same would
seem to apply to the tople of the Juridieal relationshlp between respect for
human rights and the exercise of representative‘deﬁocracy, which is also &
subject of study by the Inter-American Council of Jurists and has been dealt with
in g report to the Eleventh Inter-American Conference.

12. On the other hand, another topic which has been. considered by the Inter-
Americen codificaticn organs - viz., the International protection of human rights,
including the possibility of establishing an International Court for that

purpose ~ could usefully be studied by the International Law Ccummission of the
United Nations with a view to eventual codification. A cqnvention on that topilc

could be an effective instrument for implementing the principles expressed in
Articles 1 (3), 13 (1) (b) and 62 (3) of the Charter of the United Nations and hence
for the progressive development of interngticnal law.

13. With regard to the addition of the Right of Asylum to the priority list of

Jnes
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topics for codlfication, it will be recalled that the United Nations General
Assembly has already called for this in resolution 1400 (XIV).

As regards the International Law Commission teking advantage of the
codification work glready accomplished by the corresponding organs of the
Organization of American States, it should be noted that in article 26 of the
Commission's Statute, as approved by the General Assembly in resolution lTh (II),
the advisebility of cousulbation by the Commission with inter-governmental
organizgtions whose task 1s the codification of international law, such as those.
of the Pan-American Union, 1is recognized. In addition to this, the Commission
itself, at several of its sessions (including the sixth, seventh,-tenth and
eleventh), has adopted resolutions by virtue of which liaison has been maintained
between the International law Ccommission of the United Nations and the Inter-
American Council of Jurists which, with its permanent organ, the Inter-American
Jurid1051'00mmittee, is responsible for the work of codification and the progressive
development of International law at the iInter-American level.

4. Conclusions: On the basis of the considerations outlined in this memorandun,
1t is suggested that the Ministry, when replying to note LE 114 of 23 January 1961
addressed to the Chancellery by the United Natlons Secretariat through the
delegation of Colcmbia, should submit the following suggestions regarding new topics
suitable for codification or conducive to the progressive development of
international lew and regarding the priority to be given to other topics already
included in the 1ist drawn up by the International Law Ccmmission:

I. That priority should be given to Right of gsylum, which is already included

in the provisional list of topice for codification selected by the
International Lew Commission in ccmplience with resolution 1400 (XIV) of
the United Nations General Assembly and in sccordance with the reguest made’
by the delegation of Colombia in the Sixth Committee of the United Nations
General Assembly at the Assembly's 1959 session.

II. Thet the following topics should be added to the provisional list of topiecs:
for codification selected by the Internatilonal Law Commission:

(é) Pacific settlement of international disputes: procedures for

investigation, medlation and conciliation;

fosne
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(v) Extradition.
ITI. That there should be Ineluded in the aforementioned list, as a tople
conducive to the progressive development of international law, the

Interngtional protection of human rights through .the creation of a Special
International Court.

/o
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4, ISRAEL

Trensmitted by a note verbale of 5 July 1961
from the Permanent Mission of Israel to the
Unlted Nations

[Original text: English/

1. The Government of Israel, which has been actively concerned in the endeavours
of the United Netions in the sphere of the codification and progressive development
of international law, welcomes the inltistive whlch found expression in
resolution 1505 (XV). It wishés at the outset to place on record once more its
highest eppreclation for the work which has been acccmplished by the Internationel
Law Commlssion, by the General Assembly itself and by other organs whlch have been
concerned with it. The progress which has been achieved slnce the establishﬁent
of the Unlted Nations 1n this field, although not widely known, is, 1t 1s belleved,
of considerable significance for the development of peaceful and friendly
relations between nations an& for the achievement of the purposes and principles
of the United Netions.
2., It 1s desirable to recall the circumstances which led to the adoption of
resolution 1505 (XV) because it mey be thought that those clrcumstances themselves
are not fully reflected in the terms of the resolution., A succinet account of the
preceding debate, whlch appears in paregraphs 35 and following of the report of
the Sixth Committee (4/4605), shows that while in terms the resolution is limited
to future work in the fleld of the codification and progressive development of
international law, it itself only deals with part of the issues whlch arose in the
debate and which, indeed, as perusal of the summwery records of the Slxth Commlttee
shows, were of no less significance. Those issues related to the future activities
of the Sixth Committee itself and it 1s considered therefore deslrable to deal
also with that aspect.
He Althoﬁgh the Sixth Committee is a Mein Commlttee of the General Assembly, 1t
differs from the other Mein Committees - leaving out of consideratlon for present
purposes the two Politilcal Committees.— in that it is not "fed" by reguler and
substantial reports from other'principal organs such as the Fconomic and Socilal
| Council and the Trusteeship @ouncll, the reports of which constitute a basis for a

[eoe
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great deal of the work of the Second, Third and Fourth Committees. WNor does 1t
recelve a regular flow of adminlstrative metters comparable in any way to the
material which comes before the Fifth Committee. Apart from the Annual Report of
the Internationel Iaw Commission = which, as the experience of the last two years
has shown, does not always require lmmediate substantive decisions by the General
Assembly -~ the agenda of the Sixth Committee i1s limited in comparison with that

of other Main Committees. The Government of Israel belleves that this situation
ought to be remedied, and could be remedied without great difficulty if more
careful consideration were glven, in the preparatory stages of the organization

of the sesslons of the General Assembly, to the allocation of items, and
especlally new items, tc the Committees, so as ©o ensure a more balanced allocation
of agenda items to the various Mein Committees. It is difficult to subscribe to
the view that the allocatlion of agenda items to the Mein Committees follows
automatically either from the character of the principal or subsidiary crgan calling
for General Assembly action, or from the department of the Secretarlat which has
agninistrative responsibillty for that particuler item. Concretely, the fact that
en ltem ccmes before the General Assembly, for lustence, as a result of a declsion
of the Economic and Social Council does not cerry with it any implication that

only the Second or the Third Committee (as the case may be) should deal with that
metter in the General Assembly. Careful analysis of this aspect may show that a
more balanced distribution of work is possible, and that resultant changes would be
to the general advantage. This metter is stressed because 1t is one which can be
settled through administrative chennels without involving any reconsideration of
the rules of procedure of the General Assembly; at the same time 1t may be polunted
out that a more flexltle approach to the guestion of the distribution of items to
the Committees would conform to resolution 362 (IV) adopted by the General Assembly
on 22 October 1949.

4. In this connexion the paradox mey be recalled that when the Statute of the
International Law Commlsslon was being prepared, anxlety was expressed that
because of the anticipated enormous agenda of the Sixth Commlttee, inadequate
conslderation would be abie to be given by that Committee to the reports of the
International law Commission. Thet anxiety is now seen to have been milsplaced.

Not only is the agende of the Sixth Committee not enormous, but if the reports of
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the ILC are themselves of an interim character, as was the case in the last two
sesslons of the General Assembly, the Sixth Committee may find itself in effect
with hardly eny agenda at all.
5. Turning now to the substance of resolution 1505 (XV), the Govermment of
Israel agrees with the ldea that the change in the pattern of international
relationships which has occurred since 1949 warrants a complete overhaullng of the
programme of work of the Intermational law Commission, and possibly also of the
Commlssion’s metheds of work. Abbtentlon will now be devbted to these two aspects.
6. On the programme of work, it 1ls suggested that the International Iaw
Commlission be requested at its fourteenth sesslon in 1962 to re-exsmine the
conclusions which it reached at its first session in 1949 on the basls of the
Memorandum submitted by the Secretary—Geneial and entitled "Survey of International
Law" (A4/CN.4/1). In undertaking that re-examlnation the Commission should also
be asked to beer In mind the meny concrete suggestions which were made in the
fifteenth session of the General Assembly, and which may be made in the sixteenth
sesslon, regarding the Commlsslon's future work. In other words, 1t ls here
beling suggested that the Memorandum A/Cﬂ.h/l, and the Commission's deliberations
in 1ts first session, should be considered a point of departure for the drawing
‘up by the Commission of a new work programne whlch would meet the consideratilons
adumbrated in resolution 1505 (XV). In meking this re-examination the Commission
should be free to consider élso vwhether 1t still regerds items included In 1ts
Provisional List of 1949 on which work has not yet been initlated as belng
appropriate for codification. It should s8lsc keep 1n mind the likelihood that
despite its comprehensiveness the Secretary-General's Memorandum does not discuss
all the topics which might tcday be found to be appropriate for a process of
cogification.
Ts At the same time the Government of ITsrael wishes to place on record its
regret that, because of a series of unfortunate and unforeseeable clrcumstances,
the Commission, despite the vast amount of prepératory work undertaken by the
successive Specilal Rapporteurs, has been unable to submit any final reports on
the law of Treaties. Although the guestion of the Law of Treatles may be thought
to be scmewhet technical, 1t is belleved that an adequate codification of the
tople would be of the greatest value for the conduct of internmational affalrs and
for strengthening the role of international law in general., It would follow from
the successful codification effort on the toplc of Diplomatic Intercourse and
Immunlties, and the antielpated rapld conclusion of a similar effort on the topic
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of Consular Intercourse and Immunities, that codification of the Law of Treaties
would go a long way towards establishing an agreed legel basis for the manner in
which a great deal of current international business ought to be conducted.

8. With regard to the methods of work of the International Law Commission, 1% is
recognized that scmewhat contradictory tendencles and influences mey be operative.
The experlence of the Govermment of Israel - and it believes that this experlence
is shared by other new and smell States - is that adequate preparation for
aiscussions of questions of codiflcetion and progressive development (both
discussions in the General Assembly and discussions in ad hoc polltical
conferences) imposes a considerable burden on the personnel of the different
Ministries concerned. This subjective faétor may mitigate against too rapid an
acceleration in the completion of projects by the International Law Commlssion and
ageinst too great a proliferation within a short pericd of time of substantive
discussions leading to the completion of the codifleatlon process on a glven
tople. In this connexion, although perhaps from a different polnt of view, the
observations mede by the International Law Commlssion in paragraph €8 of its
Report covering the work of its tenth session in 1958 may be endorsed. Here the
Commission made the point that the whole of international law and internaticnal
relations was now golng through a pericd of adjustment:

"In such a situation speed was not necessarily the most important
consideration. Time spent in endeavouring to reconeile different
polnts of view and dlfferent types of outlooks and idees was not time
wasted. In the course of the years what would metter was the quality
of the work, and not whether a greater or lesser perlod had been spent
in producing it".

9. Furthermore,‘the Government of Israel wishes to repeat what its
representatives have sald in the Sixth Ccmmlttee on previous cccaslons, that in
the ultimate resort the Commission must remain the best judge of its own
procedure and methods of work and that the governing criteria should not be the
speed at which the Commission submits its final report on a given topie but
rather that the quality of its work should not be impalred and that the
representative character of the Commission should be adequately reflected in all
stages of its work. This latter conslideration 1s felt to be the most fundemental
and the most lmportant factor to condition the suceessful outcome of future

endeavours ln the field of the codification and progressive development of the law.

fora
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10. Nevertheless, 1t ie felt that certain questions relating to the Commission's
Echaracter and procedure may appropriately be ralsed despite the fact that many of
these questions had been discussed in past years. Among this‘type of question
may be included the following:
(a) The dgte of the Commlssion's annual sesslon. Under current arrangements,
the Commlselon commences its ten-week sessions during the month of Aprll, and
the Report of the Commission is usually not generally available until a very
short time before the opening of the session of the General Assembly. In
addition, the Summary Records of the Commission, whlch are essential to an
adequate understanding of the Commission's Report, are not avaiiable until
very much later. This mekes lmpossible adequate consideration by Governments
of Reports of the International Law Commisslon brought up for conslideration by
the General Assembly, and this may account for the difficultlies which the
General Assembly has somebtimes experienced ~ the case of Diplcmatic
Intercourse and Immunitles may be teken as an illustration = in reaching its
procedurel decislons, a process which sometimes requires two sessions of the
General Assembly. Too great a prevalence of this type of situation is llkely
to bring the codification effort as a whole into some disrepute. The
Government of Israel therefore strongly feels that both the Commissicn, -
which 1s a subsldiary organ of the General Assembly, and the Conference
services of the Unlted Nations, should be requested so to arrange the
Commisslon's annual sessions that its Report i1z available at least three
months prior to the opening of the session of the General Assembly, and that
copies of the Commisslon's Summary Records should also be available before
the S8ixth Commlttee commences to discuss the Commissicn's Report.
(b) The Government of Israel, while not wishing to reopen the discussion
of whether the Commission should not be placed on a full-time basis,
believes that 1t might be timely to reconsider whether the observations on
this question expressed by the Sixth Commlttee in its Report to the
General Assembly in 1951 (A/2088), paragraph 8 are still valid.
(c) It is believed that the Sixth Committee, and in the light of the
Committes's observations the Commission itself, might be asked to glve

further consideration to the question of whether, subject to the malntenance

b
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of the Commission's représentative character in all stages of its work, it 1s

stlll consldered impractical for the Commission to conduct some stages of

the codification effort through the lnstrumentality of sub-commlssions., The

Govermment of Israel is not fully convinced thet it is not possible to

constitute two properly balanced and representative sub~commissions out of

8 Commission which itself conslsts of twenty-one members, and while it is

not suggesting that the flnal reports should not be approved otherwise than

by the Commission as a whole in plenary session, it is suggesting that a

further examination be underteken into the question whether the earlier

stages of work on a glven project could not advantageously be carried out by

a sub~commisslon consisting of half of the totel membership of the Ccmmlssion.

It 1s possible that a rearrangement of the Cocmmission's method of

conducting its business along these lines may be found to be more satisfactory

then alternative suggestions to the effect that the Commlssion should meet

elther for longer sesslons, or for two sessions, in each year.
1l. In concluslon, the Government of Isreel wilshes to re-emphasize its view
of the great importence of the task which the United Nations has teken upon ltself
in Article 13(1) (a)-of the Charter. Resolutions adopted by the Genersl Assembly
in the eerly days, notably resolution 94 (I) of 11 December 1946, went so far as
to refer to the "obligaetion" imposed upon the General Assembly by that Article.
The experience of the Unlted Nations as a whole shows that the desire to see &
well prepared and' acceptable internaticnal law is strongly held by the Members
of the Unlited Nations. All experience of the leglslative process shows that, by
1ts very nature, this is not a rapid process, and that the lapse of a perlod of
years without cbvious and concrete results is not in itself a cause for dlamay,
provided that the preparatory work - both of a technlcal end of a more genersl
character ~ 1s being cerried on with all the care and conéideration and continulty
which it requires., The admission into the United Nations of a great number of
new nations who are now independent members of the ccmmunity of nations, and who
gulte properly wish to make thelr cwn contribution to the reformulation of an
accepted internatlonal law -~ as they have done in the Conferences on the Law of
the Sea and on Diplomatic Intercourse and Immunitles - makes more urgent the
satisfactory solution of the questions raised in resoluticn 1505 (XV). It is in
that splrit that these cbservaetlons are being submitted.
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5« SWEDEN

Transmitted by letter of 19 June 1961 from the
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Sweden

[Original text: French/

In the Swedlsh Government'!s view, one of the most important gquestions of the
day is that of strengthening the role of internmational law in the settlement of
conflicts between States.

Under Article 2 of the Charter of the United Nations, Member States are
enjoined to settle thelr international disputes by peaceful means in such &
mapner that internatlionsl peace and security, and justice, are not endangered.
Nowadays, however, many dlsputes which lend themselves GO settlément by the
International Court of Justicelor by other internaticnal judicial or arbltral
bodies are not submitted for such settlement, with the result that they contlnue
to burden relations bebween the States concermed. In view of thils state of
affalrs, conslderation should be glven to the means by which States might be
induced to resort more frequently to a Judlcial or erbitral settlement of their
disputes. The Swedish Govermment considers that this question is of such
Importance that it should be given priority on the 1list of topics to be studied
by the Internatiomal law Ccommission,

The Swedlsh Govermment does not otherwlse feel that there is any need at the
present time for the General Agsembly to add to the existing list of toples to be
studied by the International Iaw Commission. In the Swedlsgh Government's view, |
the Commission should first be given the time to complete its work on the toples
that have already been included, particulerly the topic concerning the
Responsiblility of States. With regard to possible new tepies, 1t would seem best
for the Commission itself to meke the inltiel selection wlith due regard for the
discuassions which took place last year in the Sixth Committee of the General
Assembly and which will no douﬁt be renewed at the sixtéenth sesslon of the
Assembly.

foasse

[oae
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6, UNITED KINCGDCM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NCRTHERN IRELAND

Transmitted by a note verbale of 29 June 1961 from the
Peimanent Representative of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

/Original text: English/

apeep

This memorandum is submitted in accordence with the invitation of the General
Lssembly in paragraph 2 of its resolution 1505 (XV) adopted on 12 December 1960,
That resolution invited Member States to submit in writing to the Secretary-
General any views or suggestions they might have on the question entitled "Future
work in the field of the codification and progressive development of
international law".

2. Resolution 1505 (XV) arose out of a debate on the Report of the International
Law Commission covering the work of its twelfth session, bub was largely
stimuleted by the feeling of the large majority of representatives on the Sixth
Committee that the Committee hed insufficient work. It was considered that in
recent years there had been new trends in the field of internaticnal relations
which had an impact on the development of internationalllaw, and that the time
had come for a fresh study of the whole field of international law, with a view
to considering whether the list of toplcs for codification and progressive
development of international law should te revised and whether new priorities
should be established.

3 This In itself is a matter to which the Government of the United Kingdom
attach considerable importance., While they do not consider that tasks in the
field of the codification and progressive development of international law should
be undertaken merely to provide work for the Sixth Committee of the General
Assembly, or that there sre necessarily any new subjects which should be referred
to the Internationsl) law Commission, they believe that the question posed in
resolution 1505 (XV) is one that should be considered carefully and seriously.
The question should be approached not ﬁith a pre-disposition to find new topics,
but to decide on the merits in each instance whether there are new topics which

are truly ripe for ccdificaticn and progressive development,

Iwn
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on for e long time, indeed indefinitely. We ére gtill only in the early stages.

It is espential that this process should be planned in such a menner as to ensure
that each successgive stage, and each new result achieved, will fit in harmoniously f
with what hes already been accomplished, The structure of internstional lew must
be bﬁilt from below, adding brick to brick. This is precisely the task in which
the International Law Commission has been engaged from the very beginning of its
activities. 1In the cpinion of the Danish Government it would be & mistake to

adopt a new and different apprqach.

It has been suggested thet the Commission, instead of considering subject
metters of limited and narrowly defined scope, should be directed to embark upon
such broad and general subjects as the sovereignty of States or the principles of
peaceful coexisténce. The Danish Government is not convinced of the advisaebility
of this course. If the consideration of such subjects is to go beyond mere
generalities, they are likely to prove highly controversial and to raise grave
political issues which are not yet ripe for solution through legal formulas. There
mey even be a risk of compromising the whole process of codification and
development of international law, On the other hand, the approach adopted so far
will allow a gradual extension end broadening of the consensus of legal opinion in
the international community. A foundation will thus be laid upon which it mey |
some day prove possible to reach agreement on matters which at present appear to '
be fraught with discord.

V. The central position of the International Law Commission in the process of
codification of intermational law should be maintained. This applies not only to
the study of specific subjects, but also to the general determination of the
progremne of codification., The fact that the Statute of the Commission is not an
integrel part of the Charter, but was adopted by & resolution of the General
Assembly, has enabled the merbership of the Commission to be increased in such &
menner as to provide for adeguate representation of new groups of Member States.
Tn its present composition, the International Law Ccmmission adeguately relflects
the various curvents of legal opinion in the international community. Given the
personal quelifications of its members, no organ of the United Nations could be in
a betier position to select subjects for codification, ‘The Danish Government is
therefore of the opinion that the Commission should be allowed to continue its

functions in this respect without interference by the General Assembly.
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L, The work of codificatlon and progressive development is, subject to the

?.authority of the General Assembly, the task of the International Law Commission.
‘By.article 18 of 1ts Statute the Commission is given the specific task of
recommending topiecs for codification. From its experience the Comﬁission is in
the best position to know not only what topics are most suitable for codificatioﬁ,
but also what topics are most suiteble for progressive development. In Tact
experience has shown that'the two processes of codification and progressive
development in relation to any particular topic tend to blend into one another.
No sharp lines can be drawn between them. Therefore, 1t is not practicable:for
the Cocmmission to isolate entirely its function of recommending subjects for
codification from the function of recommending topics for progressive development.
The two go hand in hand, and in the view of the Government of the United Kingdom
the experlence and knowledge of the Commigsion should be used snd relied upon in
determining what subjects shall be referred to the Commission for codification
and progressive development and in what order of priority.
De It would be most unwise t0 request the Commission to undertake tasks which
it considered either outside its séope as a legal body, or which it could not
undertake satisfactorily for whatever resson.
6., Accordingly, the Government of the United Kingdom hope that the preliminary
views of the Commission will be available to the General Aésembly at its sixteenth
session, and that the General fssembly will not adopf eny decisions without
taking due account of the views of the Commission and giving the Commission an
opportunity to comment on any new topics or new priorities which the General
~8sembly might propose Lo adopt.
T In approeching the guestion under consideration, it should not be assumed
that the Commission has very little further work to occupy it. On the contrary,
its present programme is far €from complete. OF the original list of twenty-five
possible topics, the Commission selected fourteen., Of these, the following are
still outstanding:
(1) Recognition of States and Governments:;
(2) Succession of States and Governments;

) (3) Jurisdictional immnities of States and their property;

/...
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(4) Jurisdiction with regard to crimes committed outside national territory;
(5) Treatment of aliens;
(6) Law of treaties;
(7) sState responsibility.
8. Mueh work has been done by special rapporteurs on the law of treatles and
on State responsibility, but much remains to be done., The law of treaties alome
is a vast subject and one of basic importance. Relatlons between States are
governed increasingly by treaties and nothing could be more desirable than that
the law of treaties should be clearly and universally understood and observed.
The other toples are also important., They are topics which affect, not it is
true directly the question of peace and war, but those day-to-day relations
between States which are the best subjects for codification. The General Assembly
should in the view of the Government of the United Kingdom be very slow Lo interfere
with the steady progress of the work of the Commlssion on the basis of what 1t
has been and 1s doing.
9. Bearing in mind the foregoing considerations, the Government of the United
Kingdom submit that the CGeneral Assembly should be gulded by the following
principles: '
(1) Progressive development should be based on the foundation of known
and accepted rules of intermational law, whiéh are themselves ripe for
codification. The International Law Commission should not be called upon
to create new law under the guise of progressive development where the
subject is so novel that it is a matter for agreement between Stetes rather
than for progressivé development based on codification of existing rules.
(2) Topics of a highly controversial character should not be referred to
the Internationsl law Commission.
(5) International law should not be considersed primarily as an instrument
which may be shaped to enable particular Govermments to give effect to
their policies. No State or group of States should, therefore, seek
reference to the Commission on topics with a view to furthering their own
particular politicel aims,
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(k) 'The authority of customary intermational law should be sustained
and supported by all Members of the United Nations, and there should be
no attempt to use the Commission as a vehicle to undermine the authority
of existing law,
(5) The General issembly should aim to disturb the work of the Commission

as little as possible.

[eis
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7. - YUGOSLAVIA

Transmitted by a note verbale of 28 June 1961 from
the Permanent Representative of Yugoslavia to the
United Nations

[ariginal text: Engliaé?

1, The adoption of resolution 1505 (XV) by the General Assembly of the United
Nations was, in the view of the Yugoslav Govermnment, an important and timely
decision. The moment has undoubtedly come to survey the present state of work
of the International Law Commission "in the light of recent developments in
international law and with due regard to the need for promoting friendly
relations end co-operation among States”. .

The vast changes that have swept the international scene, the manyrnew
trends in international relations have, as the resolution puts it, "an impact
on the development of international law”., The momentous advances in science and
technology, the integrating forces at work in a divided world, coupled with a
growing diversity of sociel and political structures, the mounting role of
internaticnal ofganizationa, the emergence of a rapldly increasing number of
Formerly dependent peoples into independent nationhood, the pressing needs of
the under-developed areas - to mention some of the more significant of these
trends and changes, meny of which were but dimly discernible at the time the
International Law Commissicn was established - have altered many of the time-
honoured concepts of intexnational law énd brought new ones into being. -New
legal problems have been posed and call for answers. At the same time, the legal
community of mankind has expanded very considerably, both in scope and in
diversity, through the accession of new States from vast areas of the world which
bad previously been excluded from active particiyation in the creation of
internetiocnal law.

On the other hand, there is an obvious need for a more vigorous role of
internetional law in the fleld of international relations, "in strengthening" -
to quote once again from General Assembly resolution 1505 (XV) - "international
peace, developing friendly and co-operative relatlons among the nations, settling
disputes by peaceful means and advancing econcmic and social progress throughout

the world". And in this comnexicn the General Assembly very appropriately
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recalls two of its previous resolutions dealing with the development of peacefulj
and good-neighbourly relations among States. The Charter of the United Nations |
has, of course, not only emphasized the lmportance of the role assigned to
internationel lew within the new pattern of international relations which it
was seeking to establish, but has also lald the foundations - foundations which
wvere in many ways revoluticnary as compsred to traditionel concepts - for the
further growth of internetional law in respomse to the demands of a swiftly
changing world. The role of international law should in fact be to ensure that
the powerful new trends in world affairs evolve in the sense indilcated by the
Charter of the United Wations.
2 It is in the light of these general considerations that the Yugoslav
Government views the question of the "future work in the field of codification
and progressive development of international law" with regard to which the views
and suggestions of Menker States have now been sought., This question falls, it
would seem, into two closely connected parts: +the first of which concerns the
method of the future work and the second the topics which it 1s to cover.

As regards the question of method, the Statute of the International Law
Commission provides for codification and progressive development. Now, as has
been frequently and righ%ly pointed out, the difference between these two methods
is one of degree rather than of kind, it is = distinction prompted by reasons

of convenience and légal technique. Cecdification being, as was pointed out in

the days of the League of Nations Committee of Experts, "a creative process”
and implying, even in its strictest sense, "a certain legislative element”,
necessarily contains a measure of progressive development. It now seems essential,
if United Nations efforts in the fieid of  international law are to keep abreast
of the new trends and requirements, that greater emphasis should be placed on
the element of progressive development within the process of codification, and
that the method of progressive development itself should be given wider
application with regard to the growing number of important topies that are
conducive thereto.

3. In regard to the guestion of the topics to be covered by the future work
in the field of the codification and progressive development of interrnational

law, resolution 1505 (XV) reises three major questions: +the question of whether

.
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new topics susceptible of codification or conducive to progressive development
have arisen, of whether priority should be given to any of the topics already
included in the Cormission's list, and of whether s broader approdbh may be
called for in the considerstion of any of those topies.

As concerns the topics already on the list of the International Ilaw

Commission, the Yugoslav Govermment would like to offer the following suggestions.
It would, in the first plece, urge the Internstional Law Commission to speed up
the consideration of certain topies, which it has had under review for some

time now and, in particular, of the law of tresties and of the responsibility

of States; with regard to the second of these two topics, a broader apprcach
than the one hitherto applied might, it is felt, also usefully be considered.
It would, furthermore, appear advisable to give priority to two topics on the

Commission's present list: +the recognition of States and Governments and the

succession of States and Governments. Both these toples have acquired certain

nevw features ag well as an added importance and a growing sense of urgency within
the general ccontext of the chenges undergone by internatioual relations and
international lew. The appearence of a growing number of new members of the
commmunity of nﬁtions since the end of the Second World Waf has given rise to a
practice, both rich and varied, with regard to problems of recognition; new
political criteris have emerged and call for the esteblishment of a unifying
legal pattern; due atiention should also be given to questions relating to
collective recognition through admission to the United Nations arnd to the many
and complex problems connected with the recognition of Govermments. The same
generel considevations also militate in favour‘of the early codification of the
rules governing the succession of States; this topic bhas, moreover, & substantial
impact upon a number of questions of vital concern to the newly indepepdent
States and their efforts towards full and complete emancipation,

L, Recent developments in international law also guite clearly call for the
inclusion of certain new topics in the programme of work of the International
Law Commission, if the programme is adequately to reflect present trends and
requirements in the field of internationsl relations and of intermstional law.

A number of such topics were mentioned in the course of the discussion in the
Sixth Committee at the fifteenth regular session of the General Assembly.

oo
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Reference will here be made to certain topies to which the Yugoslav Government
‘ettaches particular importence in the present circumstances, The fopics wvhich
the Yugoslav Governmeni considers should now be included in the liet of the
International Taw Commisslon are: the principles of pesceful and sciiwe
coexistenne, the rules governing multilateral trade, riles pertaining to the

various forms of economic assistance to under-developed countries.

The princliples of active and peasceful coexigbence of Stabes proviie a basis
for the development of internstional relations and Intermaticnsl lew slong
lines conducive to the sirengthening of peace and the growth of co-operation
among States, i.e. along the lines indicated byr the Charter of the United Nations.
They have been lald down in the Charter and set forth in a puwmber of Ilnternatlonal
documents, both multilateral and bilateral that have since been adopted. Thelr
codificetion would constitute e creative inbterprebtation and elaboration of the
prineipies of the Charter in the light of swiftly evolving world conditions

‘ and would help emsure that the tremnd of world affairs does in fact Follow the

| 1ines indicated in the Charter.

\\‘ The rules governing international trade, and more especially trade among
Stetes with different econcmic and social systems, raise a number of movsl
problems to which satisfactory legal solutions should now be sought in the
interest of the normal development of both economic and political relations in
a particularly sensitive ares of world affeairs. What we have in mind here are

_not of course the technical aspects of the legal regulation of internmational
trade, but the new institutions and rules that have arisen since the Second
World War and which make the generel pattern of international trade very much
different from what it hed previously been.

The guestion of promoting the economic development of the hitherto wnder-
develeoped countries is gencrally recognized to be one of the foremost
internatlonal problems of our time., The various forms of assistance that are
now given to the development of these countries - economic end technieal, .
multilateral and bilateral - have considersble legal implications and eall for

‘ bhe determination of the prineciples of intermationel lew thet should govern their

' application if they are to achieve their basilc purposes.

!
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In concluding, 1t should be pointed cut that the listing of these topics
is not intended to be exhaustlve, and further suggestions in this regard may

be offered by the Yugoslav delegation et the sixteenth session of the General
Assembly, .

- oy a





