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I. INTRODICTION
1. On 13 November 1981, the General 2Assembly adopted resolution 36/33 entitled
"Consideration of effective measures to enhance the protection, security and safety
of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives". Paragraphs 2 to 12 of

that resolution read as follows:

"The General Assembly,

"2, Strongly condemns acts of violence against diplomatic and consular
missions and representatives as well as against missions and representatives
to international intergovernmental organizations and officials of such
organizations;

"3, Urges States to observe and to implement the principles and rules of
international law governing diplomatic and consular relations and, in
particular, to take all necessary measures in conformity with their
international obligations to ensure effectively the protection, security and
safety of all diplomatic and consular missions and representatives officially
present in territory under their jurisdiction, including practicable measures
to prohibit in their territories illegal activities of persons, groups and
organizations that encourage, instigate, organize or engage in the
perpetration of acts against the security and safety of such missions and
representatives;

"4. Recommends that States co-operate closely, inter alia, through
contacts between the diplomatic and consular mission and the receiving State,
with regard to practical measures designed to enhance the protection, security
and safety of diplomatic and consular missions and representativessj

"5, Calls anew upon States which have not yet done so to consider
becoming parties to the instruments relevant to the protection, security and
safety of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives, inter alia,
the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961, 1/* the Vienna
Convention on Consular Relations of 1963, 2/ and the respective optional
protocols thereto, as well as the Convention of 1973 on the Prevention and
Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, including
Diplomatic Agents; 3/

"6, Calls upon States, in cases where a dispute arises in connexion with
a viclation of the principles and rules of international law concerning the
inviolability of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives, to make
ugse of the means for peaceful settlement of disputes, including the good
offices of the Secretary-General;

* The notes to sects. I and II of the present report may be found at the
end of sect. II. The notes to subsects., A to G of sect. III may be found at the
end of each subsection.
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"7, Invites all States to report to the Secretary-General serious
violations of the protection, security and safety of diplomatic and consular
missions and representatives, invites the State in which the violation took
place and, where applicable, the State where the alleged offender is present
to report also on measures taken to bring the offender to justice and
eventually to communicate, in accordance with its laws, the final outcome of
the proceedings against the offender, and further invites the State in which
the violation took place to report also on the measures aimed at preventing a
repetition of such viclations;

"8. Requests the Secretary-General to circulate to all States upon
receipt the reports received by him pursuant to paragraph 7 above, unless
requested otherwise by the reporting State;

*9, Requests the Secretary-General to invite States to inform him of
their views with respect to any measures needed to enhance the protection,
security and safety of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives;

"10. Requests the Secretary-General, when a seriocus vioclation has been
reported to him pursuant to paragraph 7 above, to draw the attention, when
appropriate, of the State where the violation occurred and, when applicable,
of the State where the alleged offender is present to the reporting procedures
established in resolution 35/168 and reaffirmed in paragraph 7 abovej

"11. Requests the Secretary-General to submit to the General Assembly at
its thirty-seventh session a report on the state of ratification of, and
accessions to, the instruments referred to in paragraph 5 above, as well as
the reports received and views expressed pursuant to paragraphs 7 and 9 above,
and invites him to submit any views he may wish to express on these matters;

"12. Decides to include in the provisional agenda of its thirty-seventh
session the item entitled 'Consideration of effective measures to enhance the
protection, security and safety of diplomatic and consular missions and
representatives: report of the Secretary-General'."

2. By letter dated 19 January 1982, the Secretary-General drew the attention of
States to the invitation contained in paragraph 7 of the above resolution, and
invited them to submit not later than 31 July 1982 the views which they might wish
to submit under paragraph 9 of that same resolution.

3. By 31 August 1982, six reports under the terms of paragraph 7 of Assembly
resolution 36/33 had been received, one from Denmark, four from Turkey and one from
the Federal Republic of Germany. In accordance with paragraph 8 of resolution
36/33, these reports were circulated upon receipt to all States under cover of a
note verbale from the Secretary-General. Under paragraph 10, the Secretary-General
was requested to draw the attention, when appropriate, of the State where the
violation occurred and, when applicable, of the State where the alleged offender is
present to the reporting procedures established in resolution 35/168 and reaffirmed
in paragraph 7 of resolution 36/33. The Secretary-General took action accordingly
on the six above-mentioned reports.
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4. By 31 August 1982, comments and observations under the terms of paragraph 9 of
resolution 36/33 had been received from Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, Indonesia,
Kiribati, Kuwait, Lebanon, Sweden and the Syrian Arab Republic.

5. In accordance with paragraph 11 of resolution 36/33, the Secretary-General
submits herewith the reports received and views expressed pursuant to

paragraphs 7 and 9 of resolution 36/33 (sect. II A and B) and a report on the state
of ratifications of and accessions to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations
- ,0f 1961, the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 1963, and the respective
optional protocols thereto, as well as the Convention of 1973 on the Prevention and
Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, including
Diplomatic Agents (sect. III). Additional reports and views that may be
forthcoming will be issued in addenda to the present document.

II. REPORTS AND VIEWS RECEIVED FROM STATES

A. Reports received from States pursuant to paragraph 7
of General Assembly resolution 36/33*

1. Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of Denmark to
the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General

[Original: English]
{11 August 1982]

Regarding the attack on a Turkish diplomat at Copenhagen mentioned in the note
of the Permanent Mission of Denmark of 4 June 1981 (A/36/445, sect. II A}, police
investigations are still being carried out.

2. Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of Turkey to the
United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General 4/

[original: French)
[8 June 1982]

The Permanent Mission of Turkey to the United Nations ... deeply regrets to
report to the Secretary-General a specific case of a serious violation of the
security of Turkish diplomatic agents which occurred in Italy and France in the
circumstances described below:

* The reports reproduced in this section appear in the chronological order
of the events reported on.
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On 25 October 1981, at 4.30 p.m., the Second Secretary of the Turkish
Embassy in Rome, Mr. Gdkberk Ergenekon, when leaving his home and about to get
into his car, noticed a man waiting at the corner of Via Normanni., Once he
had got into his car, Mr., Ergenekon realized that this man, who had a beard
and a moustache, was aged about 30 and was carrying a plastic bag, was
approaching the car, Mr. Ergenekon took the precaution of taking out his
revolver and just then he heard a shot and the unknown man began to fire. The
left window of the car shattered, and during the exchange of fire
Mr. Ergenekon was injured in the arm and hand by three bullets. His assailant
fled after Mr. Ergenekon's counter—attack. Mr. Ergenekon got out of his car
and ran after the assailant for some minutes while continuing to fire, and saw
him stumble for a moment before getting away. The Italian police arrived at
the spot within five minutes and immediately transported Mr. Ergenekon to the
hospital.

In early November 1981, French police at Orly Airport arrested a
suspected Armenian activist named Dimitriu Giorgio. It later became apparent
that this person might well be the individual who had attacked Mr. Ergenekon.
Within a few days the news appeared in the French press. During the police
investigation, Mr. Giorgio stated that, after spending 15 days in Rome, he had
arrived in France on 29 October. Moreover, he was carrying the following:

(a) A Paris-Beirut-Paris air ticket for 11 November 1981;
(b) Copies of two passports, one belonging to a womanj

(¢) An air ticket issued on 5 October by Middle-East Airlines for the
route Beirut-Milan—-Beirut;

(d) Three papers of the clandestine Armenian organization ASALA.

A revolver wound on the prisoner's arm intensified suspicions about his being
implicated in the attack on Mr. Ergenekon.

After more intensive investigation, the French and Italian authorities
decided to bring Mr. Ergenekon face to face with Mr. Giorgio and other
suspects. Out of the six people seen by him, Mr. Ergenekon picked out as
suspicious Mr. Giorgio and one other person, rejecting the others.

Mr. Ergenekon said that each of the two suspects resembled the attacker in
different respects, and the French authorities decided that that information
was not sufficient to form a definite conclusion concerning the identity of
the assailant.

Nevertheless, it was expected that the inquiries concerning Mr. Giorgio
would continue since there was substantial evidence. However, the
above-mentioned authorities declared that they were holding him solely for the
offence of carrying a false passport, a fact that gave rise to press comments
in Prance and elsewhere. In spite of repeated requests from the Turkish and
Ttalian authorities, the Prench authorities have had nothing to say about the
injury to Mr. Giorgio's arm, with particular reference to the date and medical
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treatment. In the circumstances just described, the Italian Department of
Justice, which wanted to seek the return of Mr. Giorgio's dossier, was unable
to do 80 because no dossier was ever assembled by the French authorities,
despite the requests of the Italian authorities. At the end of the
proceedings against Mr. Giorgio on 8 December 1981 in Paris, he was sentenced
to four months imprisonment; however, his sentence was suspended and he was
released and expelled to Lebanon.

The detention, interrogation and, finally, the release of Mr. Giorgio
despite a number of links to the crime and the fact that he belonged to the
terrorist organization ASALA, were the subject of much comment in the world
press, including the Turkish and French press, which expressed doubts about
the affair.

The Permanent Mission of Turkey hopes that the Italian Government, on whose
territory the incident in question took place, and the French Government, on whose
territory the person presumed to be responsible for it, was, will likewise report
as soon as possible to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, in accordance
with the provisions of paragraph 7 of General Assembly resolutions 35/168 and 36/33.

3. Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of Turkey to
the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General 5/

{Original: French]
[7 July 1982]

The Permanent Mission of Turkey to the United Nationsg ... deeply regrets to
inform the Secretary-General of a specific case of a serious violation of the
security of Turkish consular officials which took place in the United States of
America under the conditions described below:

On 28 January 1982, at 9.30 a.m., the Turkish Consul-General in
Los Angeles, Mr. Kemal Arikan, was assassinated on the way from his home to
the Consulate-General by car. The two assassins, both about 20 years old,
waylaid him at an intersection on the way and fired at Mr., Arikan when his car
stopped at a red light. The Consul-General lost hig life on the spot as a
result of being hit by six bullets from a sub-machine gun. The criminals
dropped their weapons and fled by car; witnesses to the incident, however,
noted the number of the licence plate and gave it to the police.

The Armenian Commandos of Justice assumed responsibility by telephoning
the offices of the Associated Press in Washington and Beirut after the
incident. The preliminary investigation carried out by the Los Angeles police
revealed that the car in question belonged to an Armenian named
Harry Sasunyan, who was arrested and detained. His trial is still in
progress. Three other suspects were, however, set free and the second
assassin is still being sought by the police.
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The Permanent Mission of Turkey hopes that the Government of the United
States, on whose territory the incident in question took place, will not fail to
make a report at the earliest possible time to the Secretary-General of the United
NMations, in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 7 of General Assembly
resolutions 35/168 and 36/33, on the measures which it has taken to bring to
justice the perpetrators of the aggression and to prevent a repetition of such acts.

4, Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of the Federal
Republic of Germany to the United Nations addressed to
the Secretary-General 6/

{Original: English]
[6 August 1982]

On 8 February 1982, an assassination attempt was made on the Ambassador of the
Federal Republic of Germany in Iran and two members of the Embassy staff.

The Ambassador and two staff members accompanying him were on their way from
his residence to the chancery. Suddenly, a group of three or four men stopped the
Embassy car and opened fire at point-blank range. Since the car was armoured the
Ambassador and the other occupants remained unharmed. The car suffered
considerable damage. A splinter terrorist group of the opposition faction "Fedayin
Organization Tendency Ahmad Zadeh" claimed responsibility for the attack.

5. Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of Turkey to the
United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General 7/

[(Original: French]
[21 June 1982]

The Permanent Mission of Turkey to the United Nations ... has the profound
regret to report to the Secretary-General a specific case of a serious violation of
the security of Turkish diplomatic agents that occurred in Canada in the
circumstances described below:

On 8 April 1982, at about 9.30 a.m., Mr. Kini Griingdr, the Commercial
Counsellor of the Embassy of Turkey at Ottawa, was the victim of an armed
attack in the public garage located in the basement of the building where he
resided. This occurred as he came down to take his car. The aggressor, who
had been waiting for him, fired four revolver shots, two of which hit
Mz. Griingdr, wounding him in the right leg, and two of which hit his car.

Mr. Griingdr was found in the garage by his wife, who had not seen his car pass
their window, and by neighbours who had heard the revolver shots, Mr. Griingdr
was immediately transported to Riverside Hospital by ambulance.

fous



A/37/404
English
Page 10

Mr. Gringdr survived the attack, despite his critical condition in the
early days. However, he is partially paralysed and is still undergoing
treatment at the hospital.

The underground Armenian organization, "ASALA", has claimed
responsibility for the attack in telephone calls to press agencies at Beirut
and Athens; furthermore, the Canadian authorities were menacingly informed
that they must not make any investigations whatsoever into the incident.
Following an article which appeared in the daily newspaper The Globe and Mail,
an unidentified person called the newspaper to inform it that the "Armenian
Liberation Front" claimed responsibility for the incident.

The Permanent Mission of Turkey hopes that the Government of Canada, on
whose territory the incident in question occurred, will not fail to report as
soon as possible to the Secretary-General of the United Nations concerning the
measures it has taken to bring those responsible for the attack to justice and
to prevent a repetition of such acts, as required by the provisions of
paragraph 7 of General Assembly resolutions 35/168 and 36/33.

6. Note verbale from the Permanent Mission of Turkey to the
United Nations addressed to the Secretary-General 8/

[Original: French]
[7 July 1982]

_ The Permanent Mission of Turkey to the United Nations ... deeply regrets to
inform the Secretary-General of a specific case of a serious violation of the
security of Turkish consular officials which took place in the United States of
America under the conditionz described below:

On 4 May 1982, at about 7,30 p.m., the Honorary Consul-General of Turkey
at Boston, Mr. Ornan Glindliz, was assassinated near the Sommerville Police
Station when he was returning from the Consulate to his home. The assassin,
who had a revolver in each hand, fired 15 times when the Consul-General's car
stopped at a red light. Mr. Glindiiz lost his life on the spot as a result of
being hit by nine shots. The criminal fled the scene; the police revealed
that five persons had witneased the incident. Someone telephoned the UPI
press agency to state that the “"Armenian Commandos of Justice" assumed
responsibility for the assassination,

The Permanent Mission of Turkey hopes that the Government of the United States
on whose territory the incident in question took place, will not fail to make a
report also at the earliest possible time to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations, in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 7 of General Azsembly
rezolutions 35/168 and 36/33 on the measures which it has taken to bring to justice
the perpetrators of the aggression and to prevent a repetition of such acts.
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B. Views received from States pursuant to paragraph 9 of
General Assembly resolution 36/33

DENMARK
[original: English]
[11 August 1982]

In compliance with paragraph 7 of resolution 36/33, the Permanent Mission of
Denmark takes pleasure in announcing that since its note of 4 June 1981 to the
Secretary-General (A/36/445, sect. II A), there have been no violations of the
nature described in the said paragraph, neither to diplomatic and consular missions
and representatives in Denmark nor to Danish diplomatic and consular missions and
representatives abroad.

ECUADOR
[Original: Spanish]
[22 April 1982]

b I have the honour to inform you, Sir, that Ecuador, which has signed and
ratified all the international conventions relating to this matter, considers, in
the face of the alarming number of acts involving the breach and non-observance of

. and the inviolability of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives, that
the only appropriate way to improve the present dangerous situation is for
receiving countries to assume the obligations incumbent on them as such and,
consequently, to take such measures of vigilance, control and protection as are
necessary to guarantee the status of such persons and offices.

2. The Government of Ecuador likewise considers that such security measures can
be increased through the accession by those States which have not already done so
to the relevant international instruments, such as the Vienna Convention on
Diplomatic Relations of 1961, the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 1963
and the respective optional protocols thereto, and the Convention on the Prevention
and Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, including
Diplomatic Agents of 1973.

3. Lastly, the State of Ecuador is of the view that the measures suggested above

should be applicable to the headquarters of international organizations and
agencies and to their officials.
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FINLAND
[original: English]
[30 July 1982]

1. The Government of Finland considers that the concerns which prompted the five
Nordic countries to propose the inclusion of an item entitled "Consideration of
effective measures to enhance the protection, security and safety of diplomatic and
consular missions and representatives" in the agenda of the thirty-fifth session of
the General Assembly continuously require serious attention by the members of the
international community. The resolutions adopted on the item both at the
thirty-fifth (35/168) and the thirty-sixth (36/33) sessions of the Assembly bear
witness to a2 global determination to condemn violations against diplomatic and
consular representation. Similar concern has been expressed over the security and
safety of the officials of international intergovernmental organizations.

2. From a practical point of view, the Government of Finland attaches particular
importance to the recommendation in resolution 36/33 referring to the need of close
co—operation between the diplomatic and consular missions and the receiving State.
It is also the view of the Government of Finland that the reporting procedures
established in resolution 35/168 and further elaborated in resolution 36/33 offer a
concrete and useful means for the enhancement of the protection, security and
safety of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives.

3. As already indicated earlier, Finland is a party to several treaties relevant
to the protection of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives.
Consideration is also beging given to becoming a party to still other treaties in
the field.

4. The Govermment of Finland is pleased to inform the Secretary-General that
there have been no violations which would have given cause for the Government of
Finland to apply the reporting procedures set out in paragraph 7 of resolution
36/33, either in respect of foreign diplomatic and consular missions or
representatives in Finland or Finnish diplomatic and consular representation abroad.

5. The Government of Finland is looking forward with great interest to the
foerthcoming discussions, during the thirty-seventh session of the General Assembly,
of the present item. The experience gained of the reporting procedures adopted by
the previous resolutions should be subject to appropriate evaluation. Also
possibilities of establishing further measures of protection might be examined,
although it would seem to the Government of Finland that at the present stage the
main emphasis should be put on the effective implementation of the régime resulting
from the work of the past two Assembly sessions,
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INDONESTA
[original: English]
[15 July 1982]

1. Up to now there have been no serious violations of the protection, security
and safety of diplomatic and consular missions and representatives in Indonesia,
caused by the action of the Government of Indonesia or by radical domestic or
external groups.

2, The Government of the Republic of Indonesia is always alert to providing
protection in accordance with the applicable regulations because the Indonesian

. Government is aware of its obligations to protect the security and safety of all
embassies, consulates or foreign representatives, including their families, without
regard to colour and ideology.

3. By Indonesian Law No. 1/1982, the Indonesian Government has ratified the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961 and the Vienna Convention on
Consular Relations of 1963 and the respective optional protocols thereto concerning
acquisition of nationality; it has also ratified the 1969 Convention on Spécial-
Missions by Indonesian Law No. 2/1982. On 4 July 1982, the Indonesian Government
deposited the instruments of accession to the said Conventions with the
Secretary-General of the United Nations.

4, One of the ways of enhancing the security and safety of embassies and
consulates and of foreign representatives and their families is to designate a
certain location for use as offices and domiciles by staff and family without
impeding their freedom. This has been implemented in Jakarta by the decision of
,the governor/head of the special capital area of Jakarta, under local requlation
No. D IV-6454/d32/1974 dated 2 December 1974, regarding the arrangements for the
buildings/office buildings district and residences of foreign reperegentatives in
the special capital area of Jakarta, which is in accorxdance with city planning.

KIRIBATI
[original:s English]
[30 March 1982]
The Ministry of Foreign Affairs wishes to inform the United Nations that there

has been no violations, serious or otherwise, of the protection, security and
safety of diplomatic and gonsular missionsg and representatives.

/noo
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KUWAIT
[original; English]
[15 June 1982]
The competent authorities in Kuwait have no record of any violation since the
adoption of resolution 36/33 of 13 November 1981.
LEBANON
[Originals English/Arabic]
[14 May 1982]
The Permanent Representative of Lebanon to the United Nations has the honour

to communicate the text of Decree 5018, issued by the Government of Lebanon on
24 March 1982 {in Arabic), as follows:

Decree No. 5018

Establishment of the Embassy Security Corps 9/

The President of the Republic,
On the basis of the Constitution,

On the basis of Legislative Decree No. 54 of 5 August 1967 (Organization'of
the Internal Security Forces) and, in particular, articles é and 14 thereof,

On the basis of Decree No. 3844 of 21 May 1960 (Organizational Decree of the
Internal Security Forces), in particular, article 31 thereof, amended by
Decree No, 2350 of 10 December 1981,

On the basis of Decree No, 8577 of 9 August 1974 (Strength and ammunition of
the Internal Security Forces),

On the basis of Legislative Decree No. 9 of 21 November 1939 (Determination of
the date on which acts and decrees shall enter into forcge),

. On the basis of the proposal of the Minister for the Interior and the
information of the Command Council of the Internal Security Forces,

Having consulted the State Couneil,
Having obtained the approval of the Council of Ministers on 24 March 1982,

Decrees the following:
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Article 1

1. In addition to the contingents constituting the Beirut Police tnit in the
International Security Forces, there shall be established a contingent called "the
Embassy Security Corps", whose commander shall be responsible to the Commander of
the above-mentioned Unit.

2. Contrary to the provisions of Decree No. 3844 of 21 May 1960, the powers
of this contingent shall extend to the whole of Lebanese territory, and its
components shall be responsible in their regular and military law-enforcing
functions to the competent offices of the Public Prosecutor.

The Commander of the Corps shall exercise the powers specified for the
commander of a company in the Internal Security Forces, in accordance with the
provisions in force.

Article 2

Subject to the provisions of article 4 of this Decree, the Embassy Security
Corps shall have the following duties:

{a) Guarding the premises of diplomatic missions in Lebanon and institutions
belonging to them;

(b) Guarding the heads and employees of the above-mentioned missions and the
members of their families and their homes;

(¢) Escorting the heads and members of missions during their movements, as -
necessarys;

{d) Escorting documents belonging to such missions when they are transported;

(e) Protecting Arab and foreign private institutions.

Article 3

The Embassy Security Corps shall be composed of the following:

{(a} The Corps Command, which shall have an operatioﬁs centre attached to its

(b) Guard troopsi

() An investigation troopj

(d) A general reserve for support and emergency services.

The strength and ammunition of this Corps shall be determined in accordance
with the annex appended to this Decree, and this increase shall be inserted in the

tables annexed to Decree No. 8577 of 9 August 1973.

/.oo



A/37/404
English
Page 16
Article 4
Guard posts shall be established and abolished, their number shall be
determined, and the other services provided for in article 2 of this Decree shall
be prescribed by the Director-General of the Internal Security Forces, according to
need, on the basis of a request by the head of the diplomatic mission concerned and
after consultation of the opinion of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Aliens.
Article 5
The details of the implementation of this Decree shall be determined by
instructions issued by the Secretary-General of the Internal Security Forces.
Article 7
This decree shall be published and communicated wherever necessary. It shall

enter into force as soon as it is posted at the entrance of the office of the Prime
Minister.

Ba'abda, 24 March 1982
(Signed) Elias Asrkis
Issued by the President of the Republic

(Signed)} Chafic Al-Wazzan
Head of the Council of Ministersg

(Signed) Ali Al-Khalil (Signed) Chafic Al-Wazzan
Minister for Finance Minister for the Interior
SWEDEN

[Original: English]
[23 July 1982]

1. In regard to resolution 36/33, it should first be recalled that the Swedish
Government has already reported, in accordance with its paragraph 7, on one
incident which occurred at Stockholm in August 1981 (A/36/445/Add.2, sect. A),
Criminal proceedings against the offenders are still pending before the Swedish
Supreme Court, and the Swedish Government will in due course report on the final
outcome of these proceedings.

2. Regarding this item in general, the Swedish Government continues to believe

that the effective protection of diplomatic and consular missions and
representatives is an important prerequisite for orderly international relations,
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All States should therefore, separately and jointly, do their utmost to ensure that
such missions and representatives are adequately protected. This duty may be of
special importance in times of international tension or crisis,

3. The Swedish Government also considers that the General Assembly should
continue to pay attention to the manner in which this duty is respected by States

in practice, so that any deficiencies may be promptly brought to light and remedied
as soon as possible.

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC
{original: Englishl
[4 May 1982]

No violation of the protection, security and safety of diplomatic and consular
missions and representatives occurred in the Syrian Arab Republic during 1981y if
any incident were to take place, appropriate action would be taken against the
offenders.

Notes

1/ tnited Mations, Treaty series, vol. 500, No, 7310, p. 95.

2/ Ibid., vol. 596, No. 8638, p. 261,
3/ General Assembly resolution 3166 (XXVIII), annex.

4/ Transmitted to the Permanent Representatives of France and Italy by a
note verbale from the Secretary-General dated 4 August 1982, and circulated to all
other States under cover of a note verbale from the Secretary-General dated
10 Agust 1982.

5/ Transmitted to the Permanent Representative of the United States of
Mmerica by a note verbale from the Secretary-General dated 14 July 1982, and
circulated to all other States under cover of a note verbale from the
Secretary—-General dated 5 August 1982.

6/ Transmitted to the Permanent Representative of Iran by a note verbale
from the Secretary-General dated 16 August 1982, and circulated to all other States
under cover of a note verbale from the Secretary-General dated 25 August 1982.

7/ fransmitted to the Permanent Representative of Canada by a note verbale

from the Secretary-General dated 12 July 1982, and circulated to all other States
under cover of a note verbale from the Secretary-General dated 5 Angust 1982,

/oc.
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8/ Transmitted to the Permanent Representative of the United States of

America by a note verbale from the Secretary-General dated 14 July 1982, and
circulated to all other Member States under cover of a note verbale from the
Secretary-General dated 5 August 1982,

5/ Translation by the United Nations Secretariat.
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III. REPORT SUBMITTED IN ACCORDANCE WITH PARAGRAFH 11 OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY

RESOLUTION 36/33 ON THE STATE AS AT 31 AUGUST 1982, OF RATIFICATIONS
OF AND ACCESSIONS TO, THE VIENNA CONVENTION ON DIPLOMATIC RELATIONS

OF 1961, THE VIENNA COONVENTION ON CONSULAR RELATIONS OF 1963 AND THE
RESPECTIVE OPTIONAL PROTOCOLS THERETO, AS WELL AS THE CONVENTION OF

1973 ON PREVENTION AND PUNISHMENT OF CRIMES AGAINST INTERNATIONALLY
PROTECTED PERSONS, INCLUDING DIPLOMATIC AGENTS

A. Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961

Ratification,
accession (a).,
notification of

State successgion {d)
Afghanistan ...I-l......‘.‘I...l....‘.lI--...II.-I.....I-.I... Goct 19652

Albania -.-..--.ooc..-----ot‘.--l---...llcn--.o‘l.l-..o...l-..

Blgeri@l v.esessussssssscacsscssersrensnssssrasnssesscoanaoirns 14 Apr 1964
Argentind ...ceecessnssscsssssscnnsevresescnnnssrsscnassersosncas 10 Oct 1963
AUSETALIA cocecotscsanaascsnssonnsosnntssssannsssssssanassavsnns 26 Jan 1968
BUSEY LA teeenmtasssoonnsensssssssnanssssssnansssocasoassssnoss 28 Apr 1966
BANAMAE eceeetsscsosncauvsssssnsaasssesssnssstsssssantoscsancns 17 Mar 1977

1]

d
BANEALN -veessancanncssesssnassesssnsnnsassennsassssvesanssons 2 Nov 1971 a
Bangladesh .civeuvevoresssasissssransenssesancnssrsacnnsasrrren 13 Jan 1978 4
BAIDAGOE seeseconnsssssssannettessssnssnnatsonnssasansnsntssses 6 May 1968 4
BelgilM cccucecssnseannsssssasenssastscscnassssanantsssssnnsuse 2 May 1968
BONIM covcvsosnssausssnssnssansssssasssnisssssnssscessaasssosan 27 Mar 1967 a
BAULAT svecccesssossnsssssrcannstsssstssantssossssnncasssncausen 7 Dec 1972 a
BOLIVIA cuvestssaoccuvsssssssattssstsssasssnsescantsssasanvesss 28 Dec 1977 a
BOLSWANA savescssnnestcsssronssnstsststssnnntasssasntnatosncansnnss 11 Apr 1969 a
Brazil .vecesssceccesasacssasossssosanusssencnntesnnanssbasant 25 Mar 1965
BULGALLI@ cosevenssnnscsnsosesnsassnsstossnnasasersrescsaneccncs 17 Jan 1968
BUILTIA svcuesassssnnunacstssanuncsnsssssancsssssansssansascsons 7 Mar 198B0 a
Bul:undi .c..oll.al.-...i--ll-.t'..l..-Il.l....ll-..loc..--otl.- 1 May 1978 E

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist RepubliC....ceevsccccsnccnccrons 14 May 1964
Canada ....ll....‘i..ll...l........l....'I..l...‘..l-...‘l.-.. 26 May 1966

Cape VOLBGE ..iessssasasscsnsssnssssstssssnnsssasnnaiscasennces 30 Jul 1979 a
Central African RepubliC ..icescesassenccsssssansacesnannnecsse 19 Mar 1973
ChHAO .eveesvrosnsancvosescsantstassassansstetosnssnsssesoessnanns 3 Nov 1977 a
ChHile ceseesssanscsannsnasessssnnnstssssssnseossssanssssnnoncsons 9 Jan 1968
China 10/ ccceeesescesncatsssssnansssssancansssananasscscsases 25 Nov 1975 a
COLOMDLA ..vveconncoassssssnnsatsstssssnonssssnnnstassoncssssss 5 Apr 1973
COMQGO sessnsvrssassanvossssssasacsssssnsassasscsnsssssnncsacss 11 Mar 1963 a
COStA RICA ceecvosresnssaastsnsosanasnnssssscsssssssnnsssossnans 9 Nov 1964
CUDB i vevuossenansssssonsusssssasnsanntsssanssssscsannosssanvse 26 Sep 1963
CYDIUS sovssnsestsssanansssaesssessntsssoausssvsntacansstsesnny 10 Sep 1968 a

Czechoslovakia .Il.....l..ll..l.....llI...l.ll..l......l...ll. 24 May 1963
DemOCIatiC KamleChea P e A N N R N R N A A 31 Aug 1965E
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Ratification,

accession (a),

notification of
State succession {d}

Democratic People's Republic

Of KOT@A suivvuvnonnesessrscnnessennsssonoccancsnssnsnoonnens 29 Oct 1980
DemOCratiC Yemen .....ieeeviecuncenssrcessconnsasasessconconns 24 Nov 1976
DeNMALK weeesasinenasossssnnaotosssosnconcscnsassaccncasaonses 2 Oct 1968
D ibOUEL 4 eerterinsetanttnancannassasanoansssassoscnrnonsness 2 Nov 1978
DOMiniCan RePUDLIC auiunirunsesnsesnnnncsonssssscancanonennses 14 Jan 1964
Ecuador 11/ tuceiieieesuonneansssnacnossssveasannsssnsasenanne 21 Sep 1964
2 = 9 Jun 1964
El SalvaAdOr cuvvueeesscoserncanseacssanonnnanssssnennannassns 8 Dec 1965
EQUatorial GUINEa suveussnieeneneennssnocnsoncsesssoreasennens 30 Aug 1976
B0 teaieinneterenecasosseencasscasancascacssecsoaneennns 22 Mar 1979

o o

ol o o o

Fiji R R N T T R R T R T Ty T T T T N 21 Jun 1971
Finland ouuecesereeaasasasensannconsssncansocassssnareancsenss 9 Dec 1969
FrANCe tauccsraetieenessnsseanoncsassoonnasescsosocnnnnnsneesss 31 Dec 1970
GaDON &ttt eitreneaorseresasatssnanasscasencaccacsssssonncaeses 2 Apr 1964

o o

German Democratic REPUDLIC wuvereueeecnseecacooscocseonnennnss 2 Feb 1973
Germany, Federal RepubliC Of 12/ ,iuuuicecesseseoreossancasssss 11 Nov 1964
GRaNA vereottotrserunnenutosoncnssesesansansccsncossnnseenonsens 28 Jun 1982
Greece 13/ teuieinioteernennessssannesecansssnncannassasennnes 16 Jul 1970
1 L - I 1 Oct 1963

GUinea M R I T lo Jan 1968 E
Guyaﬂa ..'.lllil...'.Ill.....llll....I'.ill.l‘.....-ll.l‘..... 28 DEC 1972 E
Haiti ....Il.llI...-IID.l....'..l.....lllIll......I...l.il'... 2 FEb 1978 é

HOLY 5@ tiuturunecatearinenscesosnecsnoasnssssccnccosonsneess 17 Apr 1964
Honduras R 13 Feb 1968
Hungary R T R T L 24 Sep 1965
Iceland D 18 May 1971

o

a
India .-Il-l.....-.l..I....-........II......‘...--......l.ﬂl.. 15 mt 1965E
INAoNes1a ouiiciiiieiininttiaeernentosecncanassscaneacnnnssnas 2 Apr 1982 d
Iran .I.III..l...l.'ll.....l..-‘..l..‘I...l..........‘........ 3Feb 1965

Iraq e R R N N N N N R R E L T I 15 Oct 1963
Ireland e i I R R e, 10 MaY 1967

IsraEl i e B T R I ll Aug 1970
Italy .-l-..‘.o---.ilo.c--looo.to--..‘..o-l---.ooooottol-.t‘oo 25 Jun 1969

IVOry COaSt suuerneenuneencaaseosrtncnsonsseeannannenosconnnes 1l Oct 1962 a
JAMALTCA 4ueunisetteannsansennesiscecersonssnsssnnancascssonene 5 Jun 1963 a
Japan R L LR L T L T T T T 8 Jun 1964
JOXAN teeetiunnnentesonnnsacnscnncnssesesannnasnonssnsnsanaas 29 Jul 1971 a
RONYa trensatntettoacentoeraeanesssonneoasenosnnannancassnsnss 1 Jul 1965 a
L T D 4 Jun 1982 a
RuWait oneeieiiiniiiiiiiieitiiattiieietstcrtetntanneanansene 23 Jul 1969 a
Lao People's Democratic RePUDLIC uvuveserecencacecassesncnnnss 3 Dec 1962 a

Lebanon c-r.-..o.ot-l--!ooo.--I.o.ootl--l-.i'o..t.--l.l-.olo.. 16 Mar 1971
Lesotho .I..I...‘...llIl.....Il.l.l......l'.ll....-.l..ll..... 26 NOV 1969



State

LADOILiA veveccessssnanessesssasnnsssessosasntstssonssvsaannsons
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya c.cseeescccaceacssccccsrconcsrscccncene
Liechtenstein ...ceecessscosanncassssssastosrnscsvssnasansecsnnn
LUXEMDOULG +.cscsenncssssnnsanssnssssssansensoanvssasansssccny
MAdAgaBCAYL sissenesvessrnsstsssssssassnassensssvsatnnssssnsncss
MAlAWL cvcovsosonssssasassessonsssansssssnsanetssnancossanssocse
MalaySid cesessesonesansessssssccnssasssnnsosessnsnsasnncesces
MALl1 vvvosenasevsesosansssssacncsassansssassnstssnssnssasnannns
Malta 1_4/ e e T R R R R R R T L I i i
MAUFLIitANLIA ceeeeosnncaseisssncosasosstssanasncsaansssansbsnsns
MAUTIEIiUS eavesrvsonnanssssncsassssscsscanssssnsrsrasnsassncacse
MEXICO sucesssssnsannessassasstriasnssssestesnnnsstsancsssosnnes

MDDQOlia ...ll.---.ooooll-o.to.------ocuo----..‘--l--.o-l-l..o

MOIOCCO .ll'.....ll..l......l....l.l.ll'...l.llt.ll.....l!ll.‘_

MOZAMBIQUE weesvessscanccssssansstossassnssssseannssnannnnsncs
NAULO cvoecessssnncsssssssanistsssanetnnotasannsetssnssssscrsss
NEPAl covevacanconveseacnnsssnsarevesoscacanasasncrscssconvscs
New 2ealand cerescnsensscasactsesssnsaanstssscasssssnsossocccs
NiCATAQUA svccoassssvsassannsesssnsuvsssnssasansasnnsrransionues
NiGEE sevecacsssssassnoresssnoonsosscnnccssssnnsssncnasasscnns
Nigeriai seeeeeuncessassscnnssssccsssessscscannsscnanuorancnnses
NOLWAY socoasscesasssassesssosnsnsseasasannssasessssancsssvenny
OMAN oo evesanncssssssnsasasssssssnssstsssnassssccaccnssbocscasscs
PAKAIiSEAN cuucovennnnancsssasnnsssssnnssnsssnssnnssssnannsannss
PANAINA scesssonssststssosssaanssssstersssssssosntsrsssstssanansse
Papua New GUINEA seeecsscsscscncsssensnccnesssscavsscnnaansnes
PACGgUAY ssssncestssosesnscnrssosnnssaasssannnsbssanssscscnnssy
PEFU 4 oscenssssescssnsncsssnsnsonissnssssssstssanssssanunrosany
Philippines .coeevesnrsesscsscsssscarssanconsasuacnassssancocsne
POLANA cvcovsscnusssssssancestéssanssataosnnnsssssancosbsnsnsnse
POrtUGAL cevsseacsncssssssaanassssasanssrnscnncsttscnsssvssnces
Republic Of KOrea 15/ .eeescatesssansscsascancrsacansosnnccens
ROMANLIA svoucevesscassnnsosnssssssssasntttsscssnsssvstocsrsonns
BWANAA «cococsssncnttstssasnssstssnanstosesissisansnstssnnnescs
SAN MAFiNO seeesecssannessssassasissnnessssscsasnsnsnsastssnse
SAUAL ALADIA esecassossnsssasanesssarnssssasanssrsesnsssnsnnsns
SeNegAl L.iceccerressascanecacsansvissansrststsntsstetanttoans
SeyYChelleS ceuvvssrsssccassssansnnetsscnsossscannceseannvasccrs
Si@rra LEONE siesasseactsstscnascssasssntsasanssrrsssnnsvassancy
SOMALLIA seevussvrassnsnsasssssnnessssssnsssssanssssannssanonnss
GBOULH AFLLCA sesssanvessssarssansssssnnnsasnussssssnrannssssnins
SPALN ccenssrsasansssvsscssnsrosacsannsescstsstotoncrasccunose
SrYi LANKEA cuessesansssssssscanatsssssssetssosstsssasssnssanncse

SUdan -uooo-.----..oo-o---.oc-0-l.-tot-loool-o-n.olno-.occl-ol

A/37/404
English
Page 21

Ratification,
accession (a}).
notification of

succession (d)

15 May 1962
7 Jun 1977 a
8 May 1964
17 Aug 1566

31 Jul 1963 a
19 May 1965 a
9 Nov 1965 a
28 Mar 1968 a
7 Mar 1967 4
16 Jul 1962 a
18 Jul 1969 4
16 Jun 1965
5 Jan 1967 a
19 Jun 1968 a
18 Nov 1981 a
5 May 1978 d
28 Sep 1965 a
23 Sep 1970
31 oct 1975 a
5 Dec 1962 a
19 Jun 1967
24 Oct 1967
31 May 1974 a

29 Mar 1962
4 Dec 1963
4 Dec 1975

23 Dec 1969

18 Dec 1968

15 Nov 1965

19 Apr 1965

11 Sep 1968

28 Dec 1970

15 Nov 1968

15 Apr 1964
8 Sep 1965

18 Feb 1981

12 Oct 1972

29 May 1979

13 Aug 1962

29 Mar 1968

ol o

I

{0

[

(ol o

21 Nov 1967
2 Jun 1978
13 apr 1981 a

|
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Ratification,

accession (a),

notification of

State succession (d)
SWaziland .e.ieeenrectetcrerensnnnnsoscssatsesacsstostssrnonns 25 Apr 1969 a
SWEABN ivaetesaneancanseassstssnncanscacsssssarassnsssssssans 21 Mar 1967 a
SWIitZerland cueeeiececcacossssossonncannsasacnascenssnnsosansss 30 Oct 1963
Syrian Arab RepubliC .iveesecesvssssseonnvannnasnscssascnssnne 4 hug 1978 a
Thailand s.ueeuvennsoceassesancsssasoesonnsonoseessnnannonnans

TOGO wevusesunasnssasssnsotonncnnnssssnsasenssosssntonnscnnsenns 27 Nov 1970 a
TONGA ceeesrvorovannsasscnsesscannonssnsscsosssrssasasosconnons 31 Jan 1973 4
Trinidad and TOD&GO seveeeuccsvessoossesancsnonasnanncnncanans 19 Oct 1965 a
TUNISi@ cueeenenscccarcsarssvanansanansssnsssscassoasessscnnne 24 Jan 1968 a
UQANAA ..ceveeensancecesssssstcasescscnccascsnsroassossessansa 15 Apr 1965 a

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepubliC ...cccevcenscessnssssossns 12
Union of Soviet Socialist RepubliCs ..esevesnrecncccncannsanss 25
United Arab Emirates R Y R R R R R 24
United Kingdom of Great Britain and

Northern Ireland ..cvecssescncassacansosssavestsnsnssssnsunns 1
United Republic of Cameroon ....ciesesceenncansosnncasnansnans 4
United Republic Of TANZANia ...cecessscersascsnrescasessessnes 5
United States Of AMEriCA eceiseseencnencanssensnnsssnscssnscanas 13
UrugQuUaY sesvesvesscsvsnsoasasssssnnannasunssasassnssssascsssas 10
Venezuela .oucecurrerssnsesncssssssssesettostennsrnsnnrasssnne 16

Jun
Mar
Feb

Sep
Mar
Nov
Nov
Mar
Mar

ViEt Nam lﬁ/ LA LR R R I R I R R N N N I I NN R R 26 Aug

YugOSlaVia LR RN N R R N N N N N N N N Ny Y N l

Zaire LA AR AR RN N N I I N N N I I A A I I A A O N I Y 19

Apr
Jul

1964
1964

1977 a

1964
1977
1962
1972
1870
1965
1980
1963
1965

I

low
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Declarations and reservations

(For objections by certain States to some of these declarations and
reservations, see hereafter.)

BAHRAIN 17/

"1. With respect to paragraph 3 of article 27, relating to the "Diplomatic
Bag®, the Government of the State of Bahrain reserves the right to open the
diplomatic bag if there are serious grounds for presuming that it contains articles
the import or export of which is prohibited by law.

"2, The approval of this Convention does not constitute a recognition of
Israel, or amount to entering with it into any transaction required by the
aforesaid Convention.*®

BOTSWANA

"Subject to the reservation that article 37 of the Convention should be
applicable on the basis of reciprocity.

BULGARIA

Reservation concerhing article 11 aragra 1:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of States, the People's
Republic of Bulgaria considers that any difference of opinion regarding the size of
a diplomatic mission should be settled by agreemenmt between the sending State and
the receiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 ad 50:

The People's Republic of Bulgaria considers it necessary to draw attention to
the discriminatory nature of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention, under the terms
of which a number of States are precluded from acceding to the Convention. The
provisions of these articles are inconsistent with the very nature of the
Convention, which is universal in character and should be open for accession by all
States. In accordance with the principle of equality, no State has the right to
bar other States from accession to a convenion of this kind.

BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of rights of States, the
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic considers that any difference of opinion

/.c-
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regarding the size of a diplomatic mission should be settled by agreement between
the sending State and the receiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic considers it necesgary to draw
attention to the discriminatory nature of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention,
under the terms of which a number of States are Precluded from acceding to the
Convention. The Convention deals with matters which affect the interests of all
States and should therefore be open for accession by all States. In accordance
with the principle of sovereign equality no State has the right to bar other States
from accession to a convention of this nature.

CHINA

The Government of the People's Republic of China holds reservations on the
provisions about nuncios and the representative of the Holy See in articles 14
and 16 and on the provisions of paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of article 37. 18/

CUBA

The Revolutionary Government of Cuba makes an explicit reservation in respect
of the provisions of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention, because it considers
that, in view of the nature of the contents of the Convention and the subject it
governs, all free and sovereign States have the right to particpate in it: for
that reason, the Revolutionary Government of Cuba favours facilitating the
admnission of all countries of the international community, without any distinction
based on the extent of a State's territory, the number of its inhabitants or its
social, economic or political system.

DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA

The diplomatic immunities and privileges provided for in article 37,
Paragraph 2, of the aforementioned Convention, recognized and admitted in customary
law and in the practice of States in favour of heads of missions and members of
diplomatic staff of the mission, cannot be granted by the Royval Government of
Cambodia for the benefit of other categorjes of mission staff, including
administrative and technical staff.

DEMOCRATIC YEMEN 17/

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

In conformity with the principle of equality among States, the People 's
Democratic Republic of Yemen holds that any difference of opinion regarding the
size of the diplomatic mission should be settled by agreement between the sending
State and the receiving State.

faes
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Declaration?

The People's Democratic Republic of Yemen states that its acceptance of the
provisions of the Convention does not, in any way whatsocever, imply recognition of,
or entering into contractual relations with, Israel. :

EGYPT 17/ 19/

"). Paragraph 2 of article 37 shall not apply. ...

FRANCE

The Government of the French Republic considers that article 38, paragraph 1,
is to be interpreted as granting to a diplomatic agent who is a national of or
permanently resident in the receiving State only immunity from jurisdiction, and
inviolability, both being confined to official acts performed by the said
diplomatic agent in the exercise of his functions.

The Government of the French Republic declares that the provisions of the

bilateral agreements in force between France and foreign States are not affected by
the provisions of the Convention.

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

"In accordance with the principle of the equality of rights of States, the

German Democratic Republic considers that any difference of opinion regarding the
number of personnel of a diplomatic mission shall be settled by agreement between
the sending State and the receiving State."

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

"Phe German Democratic Republic considers it necessary to draw attention to
the fact that articles 48 and 50 of the Convention preclude a number of States from
becoming members of this Convention. The Convention deals with matters which
affect the interests of all States and should therefore be open for accession by
all States. In accordance with the principle of sovereign equality, no State has
the right to bar other States from accession to such a convention,"”

HUNGARY

"The Hungarian People's Republic considers it necessary to draw attention to
the discriminatory nature of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention, under the terms
of which a number of States were precluded from signing and are precluded from
acceding to the Convention. The Convention deals with matters which affect the

foae
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interests of all States and therefore, in accordance with the principle of
sovereign equality of States, no State should be barred from participation in a
convention of this nature.”

IRAQ

"With reservation that paragraph 2 of article 37 shall be applied on the basis
of reciprocity."

JAPAN

"I have the honour to notify, under the instructions of my Government, that
the Government of Japan, upon signing the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961, wishes to make the following
declaration with regard to article 34 {a) of the said Convention:

"'It is understood that the taxes referred to in article 34 (a) include those
collected by special collectors under the laws and regulations of Japan provided
that they are normally incorporated in the price of goods or services. For
example, in the case of the travelling tax, railway, shipping and airline companies
are made special collectors of the tax by the Travelling Tax Law. Passengers of
railrocad trains, vessels and airplanes who are legally liable to pay the tax for
their travels within Japan are required to purchase travel tickets normally at a
pPrice incorporating the tax without being specifically informed of its amount.
Accordingly, taxes collected by special collectors such as the travelling tax have
to be considered as the indirect taxes normally incorporated in the price of goods
or services referred to in article 34 (a).'"

KUWAIT 17/

If the State of Kuwait has reason to believe that the diplomatic pouch
contains something which may not be sent by pouch under paragraph 4 of article 27
of the Convention, it considers that it has the right to request that the pouch be
opened in the presence of the representative of the diplomatic mission
{concerned). If this request is refused by the auvthorities of the sending State,
the diplomatic pouch shall be returned to its pPlace of origin.

The Government of Kuwait declares that its accession to the Convention does
not imply recognition of "Israel” or entering with it into relations governed by
the Convention thereto acceded,

LIBYAN ARAB JAMAHIRIYA 17/
(1) The accession of the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya to the
said Convention cannot be interpreted as signifying in any form whatsoever any

recognition of Israel nor does acceszion to the said Convention imply the
entertaining of any relations or obligations with Israel.

/-o-
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{2) The Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya will not be bound by
paragraph 3 of article 37 of the Convention except on the basis of reciprocity.

(3) 1In the event that the authorities of the Socialist People's Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya entertain strong doubts that the contents of a diplomatic pouch include
items which may not be sent by diplomatic pouch in accordance with paragraph 4 of
article 27 of the said Convention, the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Jamahiriya
reserves its right to request the opening of such pouch in the presence of an
official representative of the diplomatic mission concerned. If such a request is
denied by the authorites of the sending State, the diplomatic pouch shall be
returned to its place of origin.

MALTA

"The Government of Malta wishes to declare that paragraph 2 of article 37
shall be applied on the basis of reciprocity.” :

MONGOLTIA

In respect of article 11, paragraph 1, the Government of the Mongolian
People's Republic maintains that any difference of opinion with regard to the size
of a diplomatic mission should be settled by agreement between the sending and
receiving States,

Referring to articles 48 and 50, the Government of the Mongolian People's
Republic deems it necessary to draw attention to the descriminatory nature of
articles 48 and 50 of the Vienna Convention and declares that, as the Convention
deals with matters affecting the interests of all States, it should be open for
accession by all States. '

MOZAMBIQUE

"The People's Republic of Mozambique takes this opportunity to draw the
attention to the discriminatory nature of the articles 48 and 50 of the present
Convention which preclude a number of States from acceding to it. In view of its
broad scope which affects the interest of all States in the world the present
Convention should therefore be open for participation of all states.”

"The People's Republic of Mozambique considers that the joint participation of
States in a convention does not represent their official recognition.”

MOROCCO

The Kingdom of Morocco accedes to the Convention subject to the reservation
that paragraph 2 of article 37 is not applicable.
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NEPAL

"Subject to the reservation with regard to article 8, paragraph 3, of the
Convention, that the prior consent of His Majesty's Government of Nepal shall be
required for the appointment to the diplomatic staff of any mission in Nepal of any
national of a third State who is not also a national of the sending State."

OMAN

"... The accession to this Convention does not mean in any way recognition of
Israel by the Government of the Sultanate of Oman. Furthermore, no treaty

relations will arise between the Sultanate of Oman and Israel."”

PORTUGAL 20/

ROMANI A

The Council of State of the Socialist Republic of Romania considers that the
provisions of articles 48 and 50 of the Vienna Oonvention on Diplomatic Relations,
done at Vienna on 18 April 1961, are at variance with the principle that all States
have the right to become patties to multilaterial treaties governing matters of
general interest. '

SAUDI ARABIA 17/

Reservations:

1. If the authorities of the Kindgom of Saudi Arabia suspect that the
diplomtic pouch or any parcel therein contains matters which may not be sent
through the diplomatic pouch, such authorities may request the opening of the
parcel in their presence and in the presence of a representative appointed by the
diplomatic mission concerned. If such request is rejected, the pouch or parcel
shall be returned.

2. Accession to this Convention shall not constitute a reccgnition of Israel
or lead to any kind of intercourse with it or the establishment of any relations
with Israel under the Convention.

SUDAN 17/

Reservations:

"The diplomatic immunities and privileges provided for in article 37,
paragraph 2, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961, recognized
and admitted in customary law and in the practice of States in favour of heads of
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missions and members of diplomatic staff of the mission cannot be granted by the
Government of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan for other categories of mission
staff except on the basis of reciprocity.

*The Government of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan reserves the right to
interpret article 38 as not granting to a diplomatic agent who is a national of or
permanent resident in the Sudan any immunity from jurisdiction and inviolability,
even though the acts complained of are official acts performed by the said
diplomatic agent in the exercise of his functions."

Understanding:

"The Goverrnment of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan understands that its
ratification of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1361 does not
imply whatsoever recognition of Israel or entering with it into relations governed
by the said Convention.”

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 17/
15 March 1979 21/

1. The Syrian Arab Republic does not recognize Israel and will not entér
into dealings with it.

2, The Optional Protocol Concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes
does not enter into force for the Syrian Arab Republic. 22/

3. The exemption provided for in article 36, paragraph 1, shall not apply to

the administrative and technical staff of the mission except during the first six
months following their arrival in the receiving State.

UKRANIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph l:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of rights of States, the
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic considers that any difference of opinion
regarding the size of a diplomatic mission should be settled by agreement between
the sending State and the receiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic considers it necessary to draw
attention to the discriminatory nature of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention,
under the terms of which a number of States are precluded from acceding to the
Convention. The Convention deals with matters which affect the interests of all
States and should therefore be open for accession by all States. In accordance
with the principle of sovereign equality, no State has the right to bar other
States from accession to a convention of this nature.
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1l:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of rights of States, the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics considers that any difference of opinion
regarding the size of a diplomatic mission should be settled by agreement between
the sending State and the receiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics considers it necessary to draw
attention to the discriminatory nature of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention,
under the terms of which a number of States are precluded from acceding to the
Convention. The Convention deals with matters which affect the interests of all

States and should therefore be open for accession by all States. In accordance

with the principle of sovereign equality, no State has the right to bar other
States from accession to a convention of this nature.

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 17/

"The accession of the United Arab Emirates to this Convention shall in no way
amount to recognition of nor the establishment of any treaty relation with Israel."

VENEZUELA 23/

3. Unde; the Constitution of Venezuela, all Venezuelan nationals are equal
before the law and none may enjoy special privileges; for that reason I make a
formal reservation to article 38 of the Convention.

VIET NAM

1. The degrees of privileges and immunities accorded the administrative and
technical staff and the members of their families as stipulated in pragraph 2,
article 37, of the Convention should be agreed upon in detail by the concerned
States. ‘

2, The provisions of articles 48 and 50 of the Convention are of a
discriminatory character, which is not in accordance with the principle of equality
of the sovereignty among States and limits the universality of the Convention. The
Government of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam, therefore, holds the view that
all States have the right to adhere to the said Convention.
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Objections

(The dates of receipt by the Secretary-General of the communications notifying
the objections, other than those formulated at the time of ratification or
accession, are shown above their texts.)

AUSTRALIA
14 March 1968

"The Government of the Commonwealth of Australia does not regard the
statements concerning paragraph 1 of article 11 made by the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics and the Mongolian People's Republic as modifying any rights or
obligations under that paragraph.

»The Government of the Commonwealth of Australia declares that it does not
recognize as valid the reservations to paragraph 2, article 37, of the Convention
made by the United Arab Republic and by Cambodia.™

20 November 1970

mThe Government of the Commonwealth of Australia declares that it does not
recognize as valid the reservations to article 37, paragraph 2, of the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by Morocco and Portugal."

6 September 1973

"Tha Gavermnment of Australia does not regard the statement concerning
paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Convention made by the German Democratic Republic,
in a letter accompanying the instrument of accession, as modifying any rights and
obligations under that paragraph.”

25 January 1977
"The Government of Australia does not regard as valid the reservations made by
the GCovernment of the People's Republic of China to paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of
article 37 of that Convention."
21 June 1978
"the Government of Australia does not regard the reservation made by the

Government of the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen to paragraph (1) of
article 11 as modifying any rights or obligations under that paragraph.”
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BAHAMAS 24/

BELGIDM

The Belgian Govermment considers the statement made by the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, the Mongolian People's Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics concerning paragraph 1 of
article 11 to be incompatible with the letter and spirit of the Convention and does
not regard it as modifying any rights or obligations under that paragraph,

The Belgian Government also considers the reservation made by the United Arab
Republic and the Kingdom of Cambodia to paragraph 2 of article 37 to be
incompatible with the letter and spirit of the Convention.

28 January 1975

The Government of the Kingdom of Belgium objects to the reservations made with
respect to article 27, paragraph 3, by Bahrain and with respect to article 37,
paragraph 2, by the United Arab Republic (now the Arab Republic of Egypt), Cambodia
(now the Khmer Republic) and Morocco. The Government nevertheless considers that
the Convention remains in force as between it and the aforementioned States,
respectively, except in respect of the provisions which in each case are the
subject of the said reservations.

BULGARIA
22 Beptember 1972

The Government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria cannot regard the
reservation made by the Bahraini Government with respect to article 27,
paragraph 3, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations as valid.

18 August 1977

"The Bulgarian Government does not consider itself to be bound by the
reservation made by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya concerning the application of
article 27, paragraph 3, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations."

23 June 1981

"The Government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria does not consider itself
bound by the reservation made by the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia on
its accession to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations regarding the
immunity of the diplamatic bag and the right of the competent authorities of the
Kingdom of Saudi Arabia to demand the opening of the diplomatic bag and in case of
refusal on the part of the diplomatic mission concerned, its return.
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It is the understanding of the Government of the People's Republic of Bulgaria
that the reservation thus made is in violation of article 27, paragraph 4, of the
1961 Convention on Diplomatic Relations."

BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
2 November 1977

The Government of the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic does not
recognize the validity of the reservation made by the Chinese People's Republic to
paragraphs 2, 3, and 4 of article 37 of the 1961 Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations.

CANADA

"rhe Government of Canada does not regard the statement concerning paragraph 1
of article 11 of the Convention made by the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
as modifying any rights or obligations under this paragraph.”

16 March 1978

"The Government of Canada does not regard as valid the reservations to
paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplamatic
Relations made by the People's Republic of China. Similarly the Government of
Canada does not regard as valid the reservations to paragraph 2 of article 37 of
the Convention which have been made by the Government of the United Arab Republic
{(now the Arab Republic of Egypt), the Government of Cambodia (now Kampuchea) and
the Government of the Kingdom of Morocco.

"The Government of Canada does not regard the statement concerning paragraph 1
of article 11 of the Convention made by the Government of the Mongolian People's
Republic, the Govermment of Bulgaria, the Govermnment of the German Democratic
Republic and the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen as modifying any rights and
obligations under that paragraph.

"The Government of Canada also desires to place on record that it does not
regard as valid the reservations to paragraph 3 of article 27 of the Convention

made by the Govérrment of Bahrain and the reservations to paragrpah 4 of article 27
made by the State of Kuwait and the Government of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriva."

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

19 January 1972
*. .. The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic raises objections against the

above-mentioned reservation and does not recognize that reservation submitted by
the Government of the State of Bahrain.
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"The inviolability of diplomatic mail, mostly transported by diplomatic
couriers, is absolute and unexceptional. It is the cbligation of all States to
ensure its inviolability and to abstain from its opening or detention.

"The reservation is not compatible with the object and purpose of the
Convention in the sense of the advisory opinion of the International Court of
Justice, and it cannot be considered admissible since it is contrary to a valid
norm of general international law and a fundamental provision of the Convention.®

28 October 1977

"The instruments of accession of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya to the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations contain a reservation, made by the Libyan
Government in respect of paragraph 4, article 27, of the said Convention, covering
the legal régime of diplomatic mail.

"In this connexion, the Permanent Mission of the Czechoslovak Socialist
Republic to the United Nations wishes to inform the Secretary-General that the
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic does not consider itself to be bound by the
above-mentioned reservation.

"The principle of the inviolability of diplomatic mail, as stated in
paragraphs 3 and 4 of article 27 of the Vienna Convention, is generally recognized
in international law and is absolute and without exception in the gsphere of its
applicability."”

12 December 1977

The Government of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic does not recognize the
validity of the reservations expressed by the People's Republic of China concerning
paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations.

DENMARK

"The Government of Denmark does not regard the statement concerning

paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by
the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the
Mongolian People's Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics as modifying any rights and obligations under that
paragraph. Further, the Goverrment of Denmark does not regard as valid the
reservation to paragraph 2 of article 37 made by the United Arab Republic, Cambodia
and Morocco. This statement shall not be regarded as precluding the entry into
force of the Convention between Denmark and the above-mentioned countries.”

5 August 1970
"The Government of Denmark does not regard the reservation to article 37,

paragraph 2, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by Portugal on
11 September 1968 as valid,
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"This statement shall not be regarded as precluding the entry into force of
the said Convention between Denmark and Portugal.”

29 March 1977

"The Government of Denmark does not regard as valid the reservations made by
the People's Republic of China to article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations of 18 April 196l1. This statement is not to be regarded as preventing the
Convention's entry into force as between Denmark and the People's Republic of
China.,"

FRANCE

The Government of the French Republic does not regard the statements
concerning paragraph 1 of article 11 made by the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, the Mongolian People's Republic, the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as
modifying any rights or obligations under that paragraph.

The Government of the French Republic does not regard as valid the reservation
to article 27, paragraph 4, made by the State of Kuwait.

The Government of the French Republic does not regard as valid the
reservations to article 37, paragraph 2, made by the Government of Cambodia, the
Government of the Kingdom of Morocco, the Government of Portugal and the Government
of the United Arab Republic.

None of these declarations shall be regarded as an obstacle to the entry into
force of the Convention between the French Republic and the States mentioned.

28 December 1976

The Government of the French Republic does not regard as valid the
reservations made by the People's Republic of China to article 37 of the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961. This declaration is not to be
regarded as preventing the Convention's entry into force as between the French
Republic and the People's Republic of China.

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany considers as incompatible
with the letter and spirit of the Convention the reservations made by the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic and the
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic concerning article 11 of the Convention."

fonn



A/37/404
English
Page 36

16 March 1967

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservations
made by the United Arab Republic and the Kingdom of Cambodia to article 37,
paragraph 2, of the Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961 as
incompatible with the content and spirit of the afore~mentioned Convention."

10 May 1967

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservation
made by the Mongolian People's Republic on 5 January 1967 in respect of article 11
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961 as incompatible
with the letter and spirit of the Convention.”

9 July 1968

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservation
made by the People's Republic of Bulgaria on 17 January 1968 in respect of
article 11, paragraph 1, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of
18 April 1961 as incompatible with the letter and spirit of the Convention,"

23 December 1968

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservations
made by the Kingdom of Morocco on 19 June 1968 and by Portugal on 11 September 1968
in respect of article 37, paragraph 2, of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations of 18 April 1961 as incompatible with the letter and spirit of the
Convention."®

25 September 1974

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservation
made by the German Democratic Republic on 2 February 1973 upon accession to the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961 in respect of the
latter's article 11, paragraph 1, as incompatible with the letter and intent of the
Convention."

4 February 1975

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservation made
by the Government of Bahrain in respect of paragraph 3 of article 27 of the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961 as incompatible with the object
and purpose of the Convention.

4 March 1977
The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservation made
by the People's Democratic Republic of Yemen in respect of article 11, paragraph 1,

of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961 as incompatible
with the purpose and objective of the Convention.
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6 May 1977

"The Government of the FPederal Republic of Germany does not regard as valid
the reservations made by the People's Republic of China in respect of article 37 of
the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961. This declaration
is not to be regarded as preventing the Convention's entry into force as between
the Federal Republic of Germany and the People's Republic of China."

19 September 1977

“rhe Government of the Federal Republic of Germany does not regard as valid
the reservation made by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya in respect of article 27 of the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961. This declaration is
not to be regarded as preventing the Convention's entry into force as between the
Federal Republic of Germany and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriva."”

11 July 1979

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany does not regard as valid the
reservation made by the Syrian Arab Republic in respect of article 36, paragraph 1,
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961. This
declaration should not be interpreted as preventing the entry into force of the
Convention as between the Federal Republic of Germany and the Syrian Arab Republic.

11 December 1980

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany considers the declaration
made by the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam concerning paragraph 2 of article 37 of
the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1361 to be incompatible
with the object and purpose of the Convention.

15 May 1981

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany does not regard as valid the
reservation made by the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia in respect of article 27 of the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 196l1. This declaration is
not to be interpreted as preventing the entry into force of the Convention as
between the Federal Republic of Germany and the Kingdom of Saudi Arabia.

30 September 1981

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservations
made by the Govermnment of the Democratic Republic of the Sudan in respect of
article 37, paragraph 2, and of article 38 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations of 18 April 1961 as incompatible with the object and purpose of the
Convention. This declaration is not to be interpreted as preventing the entry into

force of the Convention as between the Federal Republic of Germany and the
Democratic Republic of the Sudan.
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GREECE

The Government of Greece cannot accept the reservation to paragraph 1 of
article 11 of the Convention made by Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Mongolia, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, as well as the reservation to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the
Convention made by Cambodia, Morocco, Portugal and the United Arab Republic.

GUATEMALA,
23 December 1963

The Government of Guatemala rejects formally the reservations to articles 48
and 50 of the Convention made by the Government of Cuba in its instrument of
ratification.

HAITI
9 May 1972

The Haitian Government considers that the reservation expressed by the
Government of Bahrain with regard to the inviolability of diplomatic correspondence
may destroy the effectiveness of the Convention, one of the main aims of which is
precisely to put an end to certain practices impeding the performance of the
functions assigned to diplomatic agents.

HUNGARY
7 July 1975

"The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain to article 27, paragraph 1,
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961 is contrary to the
principle of the inviolability of the diplomatic bag which is generally recognized
in international practice, and is incompatible with the objectives of the
Convention.

"Therefore, the Hungarian People's Republic does not recognize this
reservation as valid."

& September 1978
"The Government of the Hungarian People's Republic does not recognize the

validity of the reservation made by the Chinese People's Republic to paragraphs 2,
3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961."
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IRELAND

17 January 1978

“The Government of Ireland objects to the reservations made by the Government
of the People's Republic of China concerning the provisions relating to Nuncios and
the representative of the Holy See in articles 14 and 16 of the Vienna Convention
on Diplomatic Relations. The Government of Ireland does not regard these
reservations as modifying any rights or obligations under those articles.

"The Government of Ireland does not regard as valid the reservations made by
the Government of the People's Republic of China to paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of
article 37.

"phig statement is not to be regarded as preventing the entry into force of
the Convention as between Ireland and the People's Republic of China."

LUXEMBOURG

18 January 1965

With reference to the reservation and declaration made by the Governments of
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics upon ratification of the Convention,
the Government of Luxembourg regrets that it cannot accept that reservation or that
declaration which tends to modify the effect of certain provisions of the
Convention.

25 October 1965

With reference to the statement made by the Government of Hungary upon
ratification of the Convention, the Government of Luxemboury regrets that it cannot
accept this declaration.

MALTA

"The Government of Malta does not regard the statement concerning paragraph 1
of article 11 made by the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as modifying
any rights and obligations under that paragraph.”

MONGOLIA

. 18 January 1978

“The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain to paragraph 3, article 27,
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations is incompatible with the very
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object and purpose of the Convention. Therefore, the Government of the Mongolian
People's Republic does not consider itself bound by the above-mentioned reservation.

"The Government of the Mongolian People's Republic does not recognize the
validity of the reservation made by the Government of the People's Republic of
China to paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations of 1961."

NEW ZEALAND

"The Government of New Zealand does not regard the statements concerning
paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomtic Relations made by
the People's Republic of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the
Mongolian People's Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics as modifying any rights and obligations under that
paragraph. Purther, the Government of New Zealand does not accept the reservation
to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the Convention made by Cambodia, Morocco, Portugal
and the United Arab Republic.” :

25 January 1977

"The Government of New Zealand does not regard as valid the reservations to
paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations of 18 April 1961 made by the Government of the People's Republic of China
and considers that those paragraphs are in force between New Zealand and the
People's Republic of China."

POLAND
3 November 1975
"The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain to article 27, paragraph 3,
of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961,
is not compatible with the object and purpose of this Convention. It is contrary
to fundamental principles of diplomatic international law. Therefore, the Polish
People's Republic does not recognize this reservation as valid."
7 March 1978
"The principles of inviolability of the diplomatic pouch and freedom of
communication are generally recognized in international law and cannot be changed

by unilateral reservation.

"This objection does not prevent entry into force of the Convention as between
the Polish People's Republic and the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya."
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TONGA

31 January 1973

In its notification of succession, the Government of Tonga has indicated that
it adopts the objections made by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Horthern
Ireland respecting the reservations and statenments made by Bgypt, the Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Mongolia, Bulgaria, the Khmer Republic, Morocco and
Portugal when ratifying (or acceding to) the said Convention on Diplomatic
Relations,

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

28 July 1972

The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain to the above-mentioned
Convention is contrary to the principle of the inviolability of the diplomatic bag,
which is generally recognized in international practice, and is therefore
unacceptable to the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic.

24 October 1977
"The Government of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic does not recognize

as valid the reservation to article 37, paragraphs 2, 3 and 4, of the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by the People's Republic of China.”

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

6 June 1972

With respect to the reservation made by Bahrain to article 27 (3):

... This reservation is contrary to the principle of the inviolability of the
diplomatic bag, which is recognized in international practice, and is therefore
unacceptable.

11 October 1977

The Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics does not recognize
the validity of the reservation expressed by the People's Republic of China
concerning paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on
Diplomatic Relations of 1961.

7 November 1977

"The Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics does not consider
itself bound by the reservation made by the Socialist People's Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya concerning article 27 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations
of 1961."
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16 February 1982

"The Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics deoes not recognize
the validity of the reservation made by the Government of the Kingdom of Saudi
Arabia on its accession to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations of 1961 -
since that reservation is contrary to one of the most important provisions of the
Convention, namely, that the diplomatic bag shall not be opened or detained."”

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

1 September 1964

"The Government of the United Kingdom do not regard as valid the reservation
to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made
by the United Arab Republic. Further, the Government of the United Kingdom do not
regard the statement concerning paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Convention made by
the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as modifying any rights and obligations
under that paragraph."

7 June 1967
"The Government of the United Kingdom do not regard the statement concerning
paragraph 1 of article 1l of the Convention made by the Government of the Mongolian
People's Republic as modifying any rights and obligations under that paragraph.”
29 March 1968
"The Government of the United Kingdom do not regard the statement concerning
paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Convention made by the Government of Bulgarla as
modifying any rights and obligations under that paragraph."
19 June 1968

“The Government of the United Kingdom do not regard as valid the reservation
to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made
by the Government of Cambodia."

23 August 1968

"The Government of the United Kingdom do not regard as valid the reservation
to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made
by the Kingdom of Morocco.”

10 December 1968
"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland do

not regard as valid the reservation to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the Vienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by the Government of Portugal."
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13 March 1973

"phe Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
wish to put on record that they do not regard as valid the reservation to
paragraph 3 of article 27 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by
the Government of Bahrain."

16 April 1973

"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
wish to place on record that they do not regard the statement concerning
paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Convention made by the German Democratic Republic,
in a letter accompanying the instrument of accession, as modifying any rights and
obligations under that paragraph."”

25 Janunary 1977

"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland do
not regard as valid the reservations to paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of article 37 of the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by the People's Republic of China."

4 February 1977

"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
wish to place on record that they do not regard the reservation concerning
paragraph 1 of article 11 of the Convention, made by the Government of Democratic
Yemen, as modifying any rights or obligations under that paragraph."

UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA

22 June 1964

"The Government of the United Republic of Tanganyika and Zanzibar rejects
formally the reservation to article 11, paragraph 1, of the Convention made by the

Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in its instrument of
ratification.”

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

2 July 1974

"The Government of the United States of America ... states its objection to
reservations with respect to paragraph 3 of article 27 by Bahrain; with respect to
paragraph 4 of article 27 by Kuwait; with respect to paragraph 2 of artiecle 37 by
‘the United Arab Republic (now the Arab Republic of Eyypt), by Cambodia (now the
Khmer Republic) and by Morocco, respectively. The Government of the United States,
however, considers the Convention as continuing in force between it and the
respective above-mentioned States except for the provisions to which the
reservations are addressed in each case.”
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Notes

10/ signed and ratified on behalf of the Republic of China on 18 April 1961
and 19 December 1969 respectively.

In communications addressed to the Secretary-General with reference to the
above-mentioned signature and/or ratification, the Permanent Representatives of the
Permanent Missions to the United Nations of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Mongolia, Pakistan, Poland, Romania, the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics stated that their
Governments considered the said signature and/or ratification as null and void,
since the so-called "Government of China" had no right to speak or assume
obligations on behalf of China, there being only one Chinese State, the People's
Republic of China, and one Government entitled to represent it, the Government of
the People's Republic of China.

In letters addressed to the Secretary-General in regard to the above-mentioned
communications, the Permanent Representative of China to the United Nations stated
that the Republic of China, a sovereign State and Member of the United Nations, had
attended the 1961 Conference on Diplomatic Intercourse and Immunities, contributed
to the formulation of the Convention concerned, signed the Convention and duly
deposited the instrument of ratification thereof, and that "any statements and
reservations relating to the above-mentioned Convention that are incompatible with
or derogatory to the legitimate position of the Government of the Republic of China
shall in no way affect the rights and obligations of the Republic of China under
this Convention®,

The instrument of accession deposited on behalf of the Government of China on
25 November 1975 contained the following declaration: “The ‘'signature' on and
'ratification' of this Convention by the Chiang Kai-shek clique usurping the name
of China are illegal and null and void."

1l/ Upon ratification of the Convention, the Government of Ecuador withdrew
the reservation to paras., 2, 3 and 4 of art. 37 of the Convention formulated at the
time of its signature.

12/ The instrument of ratification contains the following statements "the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, the Optional Protocol concerning
Acquisition of Nationality and the Optional Protoccl concerning the Compulsory
Settlement of Disputes, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961, shall also apply to Land
Berlin as from the date on which the Convention and the Protocols will enter into
force for the Federal Republic of Germany".

The Governments of Albania, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics have informed the Secretary-
General that they consider the above-mentioned statement as having no legal force
on the ground that West Berlin is not, and never has been, a State territory of the
Federal Republic of Germany and that, consequently, the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany is in no way competent to assume any obligations in respect of

/o--



A/37/404
English
Page 45

West Berlin or to extend to it the application of international agreements,
including the Convention in gquestion.

The Governments of the Federal Republic of Germany, France, the United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America have
informed the Secretary-General that, in the Declaration on Berlin of 5 May 1955,
which accords with instruments that previously entered into force, the Allied
Kormmandatura as the supreme authority in Berlin had authorized the Berlin
authorities to assure the representation abroad of the interests of Berlin and its
inhabitants under suitable arrangements, and that the arrangements made in
accordance with the said authorization permitted the Federal Republic of Germany to
extend to Berlin the international agreements which the Federal Republic concludes,
provided that the final decision in every case of such an extension was left to the
Allied Kommandatura and that internal Berlin action was required to make any such
agreement applicable as domestic law in Berlin. For these reasons they consgider
the objections referred to in the preceding paragraph as unfounded.

Subsequently, the Secretary-General received the following communicationss:

German Democratic Republic (27 December 1973):

"With regard to the application to Berlin (West) of the Vienna Convention on
Diplomatic Relations and in accordance with the Quadripartite Agreement concluded
on 3 September 1971 between the Governments of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, of the
United States of America and of the French Republic, the German Democratic Republic
declares that Berlin {West) is no constituent part of the Federal Republic of
Germany and must not be governed by it. For this reason the statement of the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, according to which this convention
also applies to the 'Land Berlin', is in contradiction to the Quadripartite
Agreement and cannot produce any validity."

Prance, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of
America (17 June 1974 - in relation to the declaration by the German Democratic
Republic received on 27 December 1973):

"The Governments of France, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and the United States of America wish to bring to the attention of the
States Parties to the Convention that the extension of the Convention to the
Western Sectors of Berlin received the prior authorization, under established
procedures, of the authorities of France, the United Kingdom and the United States
on the basis of their supreme authority in those Sectors.

"In a communication to the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics which is an integral part (Annex IV A of the Quadripartite Agreement of
3 September 1971 the Governments of Prance, the United Kingdom and the United
States reaffirmed that, provided matters of security and status are not affected,
international agreements and arrangements entered into by the Federal Republic of
Germany may be extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin. For its part, the
Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, in a communication to the
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Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the United States which is similarly
an integral part (Annex IV B} of the Quadripartite Agreement of the
3rd of September 1971, affirmed that it would raise no objection to such extension.

"Accordingly, the application of the Convention to the Western Sectors of
Berlin continues in full force and effect."

Federal Republic of Germany (15 July 1974):

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany shares the position set out
in the Note of the Three Powers. The extension of the Convention to Berlin (West)
continues in full force and effect."

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (12 September 1974):

The Soviet Union shares the view expressed in the communications from the
German Democratic Republic concerning the action by the Federal Republic of Germany
in extending to "Land Berlin" ... the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations on
18 April 1961 ... Berlin (West) has never been a "Land of the Federal Republic of
Germany ", does not form a part of the Federal Republic of Germany and is not
governed by it. This fact was reaffirmed and given legal effect in the
Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971. The declarations by the Federal
Republic of Germany extending international agreements to "Land Berlin" are
regarded and will continue to be regarded by the Soviet Union as having no legal
effect.

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic (19 September 1974):

The Ukrainian SSR shares the view set forth in the communication from the
German Democratic Republic on the question of the extension by the Federal Republic
of Germany of the application of ... the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations
of 18 April 1961 to "Land Berlin". Berlin (West) has never been a Land of the
Federal Republic of Germany, is not a part of the Pederal Republic of G Germany and
is not governed by it. This was reaffirmed and firmly established in the
Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971. Statements by the Federal Republic of
Germany concerning the extension of international agreements to "Land Berlin" are
regarded and will continue to be regarded by the Ukrainian SSR as hav1ng no legal
force whatsoever.

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of
America (8 July 1975 - in relation to the declaration by the Soviet Union received
on 12 September 1974):

"In a communication to the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics which is an integral part (Annex IV A) of the Quadripartite Agreement of
3 September 1971, the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the United
States confirmed that, provided that matters of security and status are not
affected and provided that extension is specified in each case, international
agreements and arrangements entered intc by the Federal Republic of Germany may be
extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin in accordance with established
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procedures, For its part, the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, in a communication to the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and
the United States which is similarly an integral part (Annex IV B) of the
Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971, affirmed that it would raise no
objection to such extension,

*The Quadripartite Agreement does not impose any requirement regarding
terminology to be used by the Pederal Republic of Germany when extending to the
Western Sectors of Berlin such international agreements or arrangements nor, of
course, does the Quadripartite Agreement affect terminology used in the past.

"In any case, the use by the Federal Republic of Germany of the terminology
mentioned in the [Note] under reference can in no way affect quadripartite
agreements or decisions relating to Berlin.

"Consequently, the validity of the Berlin Declaration made by the Federal
Republic of Germany is unaffected by the use of this terminology and the
application to the Western Sectors of Berlin of the [instrument] mentioned in the
above listed [document] continues in full force and effect.”

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of
America (8 July 1975 ~ in relation to the declaration by the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic received on 19 September 1974):

"The Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the United States wish to
point out that the [State whose communication is reported in the above-mentioned
Note is not a party] to the Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971, which was
concluded in Berlin by the Governments of the French Republic, the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and
the United States of America, and [is] not therefore competent to comment
authoritatively on its provisions.

"The Quadripartite Agreement does not impose any requirement regarding
terminology to be used by the Federal Republic of Germany when extending to the
Western Sectors of Berlin treaties or agreements to which it has become a party
nor, of course, does the Agreement affect terminology used in the past.

"In any case the use by the Federal Republic of Germany of the terminology
mentioned in the [communication] under reference can in no way affect quadripartite
agreements or decisions relating to Berlin.

"Consequently the validity of the Berlin Declaration made by the Federal
Republic of Germany is unaffected by the use of this terminology.

*"The Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the United States do not
consider it necessary to respond to any further communications of a similar nature
by States which are not signatories to the Quadripartite Agreement. This should
not be taken to imply any change in the position of those Governments in this
matter,."
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Federal Republic of Germany (19 September 1975):

"By their notes of 8 July 1975, disseminated by Circular Note ...
C.N.190.1975.TREATIES-4 of 13 August 1975, the Governments of PFrance, the United
Kingdom and the United States answered the assertions made in the [communication]
referred to above. The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, on the basis
of the legal situation set out in the Notes of the Three Powers, wishes to confirm

that the application in Berlin (West) of the above-mentioned [instrument] extended
by it under the established procedures continues in full force and effect.

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany wishes to point out that
the absence of a response to further communications of a similar nature should not
be taken to imply any change of its position in this matter."

Union of Soviét Socialist Republics (8 December 1975):

The Permanent Mission of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics to the United
Nations considers it necessary to confirm the position on the question set forth in

the Permanent Mission's note No. 491 of 11 September 1974, The declaration by the
Federal Republic of Germany extending the above-mentioned [Convention] to "Land
Berlin” will continue to be regarded by the Soviet side as having no legal effect.

13/ In a letter accompanying the instrument of ratification, the Government
of Greece notified the Secretary-General that it did not maintain the reservation
made at the time of signature of the Convention with respect to the last sentence

of para. 2 of art. 37. For the text of the said reservation, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 500, p. l8e6.

14/ 1In its notification of succession, the Government of Malta indicated that
it considers itself bound by the Convention as from 1 October 1964 [the date of
entry into force of the Convention for the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland].

15/ 1In communications addressed to the Secretary-General with reference to
tha above-mentioned ratification, the Permanent Mission of Bulgaria and the
Permanent Representative of Romania to the United Nations stated that their .
Governments considered the said ratification as null and void for the South Korean
authorities could not speak on behalf of Korea.

In a communication addressed to the Secretary-General concerning the
above-mentioned communication from the Permanent Representative of Romania, the
Permanent Observer of the Republic of Korea to the United Nations stated the
following:

*The Republic of Korea took part in the United Nations Conference on
Diplomatic Intercourse and Immunities, and contributed to the formulation of the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961, signed
the Convention on the same day and duly deposited the instrument of ratification
thereof with the Secretary~General of the United Nations on 28 December 1970,
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"As resolution 195 (III) of the General Assembly of the United Nations dated
12 December 1948 declares unmistakably, the Government of the Republic of Korea is
the only lawful government in Korea.

"Therefore, the rights and obligations of the Republic of Korea under the said
Convention shall in no way be affected by any statement that has no basis in fact
or unjustly distorts the legitimacy of the Government of the Republic of FKorea."

16/ The Democratic Republic of Viet Nam and the Republic of South Viet Nam
{the latter of which replaced the Republic of Viet Nam) united on 2 July 1976 to
constitute a new State, the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam (Viet Nam). The former
Republic of Viet Nam acceded to the Convention on 10 May 1973.

17/ In a communication received by the Secretary-General on 5 September 1969,
the Govermment of Israel declared that it "has noted the political character of the
declaration made by the Government of Kuwait on acceding to the above Convention.
In the view of the Government of Israel, this Convention is not the proper place
for making such political pronouncements. The Government of Israel will, in so far
as concerns the substance of the matter, adopt towards the Government of Kuwait an
attitude of complete reciprocity".

Identical communications, in essence, mutatis mutandis, were received by the
Secretary~General from the Government of Israel on 15 October 1969 in respect of
the declaration made upon accession by the United Arab Republic (see also note 36
below) on 6 January 1972 in respect of the declaration made upon accession by
Bahrain, on 12 January 1977 in respect of the declaration made upon accession by
Democratic Yemen, on 30 August 1977 in respect of the declaration made upon
accession by the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, on 29 October 1979 in respect of the
declaration of 15 March 1979 made by the Syrian Arab Republic, on 1 April 1981 in
respect of the declaration of 10 February 1981 made by Saudi Arabia and on
14 August 1981 in respect of the declaration of 13 April 1981 by Sudan.

18/ In a communication received on 15 September 1980, the Government of China
notified the Secretary-General that it withdraws its reservations with regard to
art. 37, paras. 2, 3 and 4, of the Convention.

19/ 1In a notification received on 18 January 1980, the Government of Egypt
informed the Secretary-General that it had decided to withdraw the reservation
relating to Israel. 'The notification indicates 25 January 1980 as the effective
date of the withdrawal. For the text of that reservation, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 500, p. 211.

20/ In a communication received on 1 June 1972, the Government of Portugal
notified the Secretary-General of its decision to withdraw the reservation to
para. 2 of art. 37 of the Convention. For the text of that reservation, see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vel. 645, p. 372,
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21/ These reservations were not included in the instrument of accession
deposited on behalf of the Syrian Arab Republic on 4 August 1978. 1In accordance
with the practice followed by the Secretary-General in similar circumstances, the
text of the reservations was communicated to the States concerned on 2 April 1979,
and, since no objections to this procedure were received within 90 days from that
date, the Secretary-General received the said notification of reservation in
definitive deposit on 1 July 1979, For the objection as to the substance
formulated by the Federal Republic of Germany in respect of reservation No. 3, see
under "Objections" in this chapter.

22/ It should be noted that, as at the date of receipt of the said
declaration, the Syrian Arab Republic had become neither a party nor a signatory to
the Protocol in question.

23/ In the instrument of ratification, the Government of Venezuela confirmed
the reservation set forth in paragraph 3 of its reservations made upon gignature.
On depositing the instrument of ratification, the Permanent Representative of
Venezuela to the United Nations stated that the reservations get forth in paras. 1
and 2 had not been maintained by the Government of Venezuela upon ratification and
should be considered as withdrawn; for the text of those reservations, see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 500, p. 202,

24/ In a communication received by the Secretary-General on 8 June 1977, the
Government of the Bahamas declared that it wishes to maintain the objections made
by the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland prior
to the independence of the Bahamas. (For the text of the objections made by the
Government of the United Kingdom prior to 10 July 1973, the date when the Bahamas
acceded to independence, see above, under "Objections".)
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B. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations

concerning Acquisition of Nationality of 1961

State

Argentind .ceceeassecssscesancans
%lgilm & & 6 9 % 4 8 8% PSS LS F eSS ey
BOLSWANA .eeencansosanssassscsas

BUIMMA .ceveessssscssroacssassacae

Central African Republic .......
China 25/ .veeeceansccnsnascosans
Democratic Kampuchea .vessneneces
DenMark ..oc.essncesrevennernnnne
Dominican RepubliC ..isessvssess
EAYPLE teeevecsncrssnannsasensnss
Finland ..cccisacssassssanssvesns
GADON seresernerrvessssvasrvrsve
Germany, Federal Republic of 26/
Ghana s.scisnssssssansencasannes
GUINEA s.iciinssscsssansssccnnnne
Iceland ...ceevscranencssncnnsns
India seceenvecncosnenanccancass
IndONesSid svescesasenrcsanssncnass
IZAN sesscconvenssnssnssosansnces
IZAQ saacsesacscccssssnsssasansas
Italy ceiveevvevsnnssccssnncannsa
KeNnya seieecvvovesvasscanncecses
Lao People's Democratic Republic
Lebanon .c..cvesveccansocssrnsanas
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya ..cce.es
MadagasCar .ciesasnssscsssnsnse
MalaAWi esvscicscasssccesnnsnans
MalaysSiad eceescocsssssansccnnnon
MOIOCCO civsveesnccsancnnninsss
Nepal .cevevevsecsncsasnasvenss
Niger sececesasssaccsssncnssssns
NOIWAY soeossesevsncsnnansnanss
OMAN socessscarcnsasssnssvonnss
PANAMA sewssrssrrossvrsnnsssonns
Paraguay sseessesascasssanssenas
Philippines .vvessserassrsssnss
Republic of KOIea ciscecacanass
Senegal .c..cescercsscrconrrenes
Sri BANKA sisasecersarsnsnsnnnns
Sweden ..icavevenssaacassnsasss
Thailand ..eevsevesscessansnnes
TUNiSid suvencesrvesossssosnnne
United Republic of Tanzania ...
YugosSlavia cocesscassonnsassnss

Zaire *s VA v IR TEREP R RPN T E R

Ratification,

accession {a)

10
2
11
7
19

il
2
14
9
9
2
11

10
18
15
4
3
15
25
1
3

7
11
29

9
23
28
28
24
3l

4
23
15

7

31
21

Oct
May
Apr
Max
Mar

Ang
Oct
Jan
Jun

Jan
May
Oct
Jun
Feb
Oct

Jun
Jul

Jun
Jul
Apr
Nov
Feb
Sep
Mar
Oct
May
Dec
Dec
Nov

Jul
Mar

Jan
Nov
Apr
Jul

1963
1968
1969
1980
1973
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1965 a

1968
1964
1964
1969
1964
1964

1968
1971
1965
1982
1965
1963
1969
1965
1962

1977
1963
1980
1965
1977
1965
1966
1967
1974
1963
1969
1965
1977

1978
1967

1968
1962
1963
1976
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Notes

25/ Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 18 April 1961,

26/ See note 12/ above.
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C. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations

Concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes of 1961

State

Bustralia ...ccesccascanassrrenssrnenne
AUSEria .seeeesvcanccnncancssnosansscnne
Bahamas .euecacetsreserstvannncansesses
BelgilM ..cccunacascesssscncccssssnssnen
BOLSWANA .ucsrsvrvossvsosnncannnsssscasnae
Central African Republic ....ciceeacnas
China 27/ tieevesetavsoccsnnnannnansans
Colombia ..censeacsasccacsnssssasnsasnse
CoBta RICA vssvvsssssnsnnncenncnsnsanse
Democratic Kampuchea ..eevcueessnvocnns
DENMALK .vvestnssnnanncanssassassnsssse
bominican Republic ....cccicccannccenss
ECuador .evieccenscsscacnssssssssncence

Fijl ceuseconcacansnresnvssscecsnnsnsnannas
Finland eeeesvssnncancssssscasnassnsnne
France ..cessseescssssssnsosssassssassas
GabON ..cceusccssessccsncensacansnansas
Germany, Federal Republic of 28/ 29/ ..
Ghana .ssesssssnsassassassncsassascssnns
GUINEA svveesssteancannosenarsencasnesas
Iceland .iveevencannasacsncascsanssnoes
INAia ecuuvennssssnsasassssssscssssasne
IEAN cceasecesonsnssvereossscennnnsancnsna
Iraq L4 IEIIIEAIILRIRCEEERTAERERBRENSBIRSS
Ireland ciuvessccasesscsssccsnsssssncnss
ISrael ceeerrsvrescansenscancsnennnoanns
I
JAPAN ssseccsacaressssanssansveinvannaa
KeNY@ ssvcesssesasanssssstessrssscnnnnne
Lao People's Democratic Republic ......
Lebanon .cccceecrressssssssssesrnnnnnns
Liechtenstein ..ciceesessssascasscssnss
LUXemMBOULG cascsacsvssvsosrssesssvnnannes
MadagaSCaAT .assesessastscsstssssatonsne
MalaWl eeeeverernscncssvessrecosnnannnaa
MalaySia .c.ceccscececsssansssoscsasenes
Malta 30/ cevviesresncsnsevenvccnnnannae
Mauritius ...ceveevsacrncnnrssccascnass
Nepal .cscecesccanansccancenssasasnssnes

New Z2ealand .ccciesrscscoscascesncesenne

Niger (AR EERNEERERENEENE RN EERENN RN RN NN
NOIWE LB LSS RASF RGP AT ARt E R

Q‘nan LI RN I R R B I B I B B N Y B A I R RN N

Ratification, accession (a),

notification of succession (d)

26
28

17
2

11
19

31
13
21
21
31
11
16
i8
15

15

Jan
Apr
Mar
May
Apr
Mar

Nov
Aug
Oct
Feb
Sep
Jun
Dec
Dec
Apr

Nov

Jan
May
oct
Feb
Oct

Jun
Jun
Jul

May
Aug
Jul
Apr
Nov
Mar
Jul
Sep
Sep
Apr
Ozt
May

1968
1966
1977
1968
1969
1973

1964
1965
1968
1964
1964
1971
19869
1970
1964
1964

1968
1971
1965
1965
1963

1969
1964
1965
1962

1964
1966
1963
1980
1965
1967
1969
1965
1970
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Ratification, accession (a),

State notification of succesgion (d)
Pakistan .seeeaecssusnscssncccansnsaccans 29 Mar 1976 a
PANAMA .vccconasrnssransrsorssssntsasss 4 Dec 1963 a
PAragUAY scasssassscnsssnssanssssasansse 23 Dec 1969 a
Philippines ..eeccieescssncsanssssanasans 15 Nov 1965
Republic OFf KOF@A cvsnerrrovrancrsnvers 25 Jan 1977
SeVChelleS .svesrsvrnssvescassssncrancane 29 May 1979 a
Sri LANKA seeeeceussncccnscenssasnsncnnns 31 Jul 1978 a
SWeden ..cecesnccsnssrssrscssrrarssninsss 21 Mar 1967
SWitZerland ticeiescesscsscssssrssenson 22 Nov 1963
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland ...cevsvuscosces 1 Sep 1964
United Republic of Tanzania ...cceccaee.. 5 Nov 1962
United States of AMerica .vecevereencae 13 Nov 1972
Yugoslavia siesecsncesscsncsosacscnnnas 1 Apr 1963
ZAire .vieveersnccnnsntessrsssnaconnens 19 Jul 1965 a

'Notes

27/ sSigned on behalf of the Republic of China on 18 April 196l1. See note
concerning signatures, ratifications, accessions, etc., on behalf of China.

28/ See note 12 above.

29/ 1In a communication received on 22 March 1965, the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany informed the Secretary-General of the following:

"The Federal Republic of Germany iz not a Party to the Statute of the
International Court of Justice. In order to meet her obligations under
article I of the Optional Protocol on the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes,
and in accordance with Security Council resolution of 15 October 1946 on the
conditions under which the International Court of Justice shall be open to
States not Parties to that Statute [resolution 9 (1946) adopted by the
Security Council at its 76th meeting]l, the Federal Republic has issued a
declaration accepting the competence of the International Court of Justice for
the disputes named in article I of the Optional Protocol on the Compulsory
Settlement of Digputes., This declaration also applies to the disputes named
in article IV of the Optional Protocol on the compulsory Settlement of
Disputes which arise from the interpretation or application of the Optional
Protocol on the Acquisition of Nationality."

The declaration referred to above was deposited by the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany on 29 January 1965 with the Registrar of the
International Court of Justice who transmitted certified true copies thereof to all
States parties to the statute of the International Court of Justice, in accordance
with paragraph 3 of the Security Council resolution referred to above.
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In the same communication, the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany
has notified the Secretary-General, in accordance with article IV of the Optional
Protocol concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes, done at Vienna on
18 April 1961, that it will extend the provisions of the said Protocol to disputes
arising out of the interpretation or application of the Optional Protocol
concerning the Acquisition of Nationality, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961.

30/ See note 14 above which also applies to this Protocol.
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D. Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 1963

State

AlgEriad .aousssscsssssssssnsssscsvannnnn
Argenting .ecceececcecssssocacascssnsnns
Australia scvvesnssnssnncssscsnsssncnss
AUSLLIA coveessrrenresnsnsssnsvsnsssnne
Bahamas .ecesvencarresvsesassnnasrncnnse
Bangladesh ,...ccceccccncensacncacncance
BelgiuM seounsscesacssssssssnsnssscrnns

BeNin .cucesvsuncscarvsnscsscsncnssnensnn
BRULAN tvcennnsssossssssscsssansnsnssse
BOlivia sessvnnesncsnnsanssnccsnsnnsaas
Brazil ceceanesececcnnseasesssvvannasnne
Canadd seeusssssssascenssnssassscncsasna
Cape Verde .secisscsscasrsarscassssanssa
Central African RepubliC ..eceseevvocss
Chile sivvvesoesssossevesonssscsnnoanne
China 31/ eeveessncssvroanssssersnsennns
Colombia vesvvoavrnenncsanvsncanssccanss
CONGO vsvvvwssnnnoncernsonssnnssnssrssnns
Costa RICE +rvrssrvenncsnnvrancensnscess
CUbDA sevvseerrorinsanssrnnsnnsasannsnnse
CYDPIUS suueonscssncsssssssscssvsssoonns
Czechoslovokia .ciesecasnsnsccsnsccancsa
DenMark sevesscsvncrnasnnsaancsnsassaans
Djibouti siieesacsccsacescsrnnnsonasans
Doninician RepubliC .ceseessvvosnnennsns
EcuadoY ...ccesscensacscnssassssensasas
EQYPL teverancennnsncsssssssossscosnees
El Salvador ..v.vsccssessnccnncasascnns
Equatorial GuUinea .eeeeeesuceenscocsans
2 T
Finland ceeeeecsncenccanscassassscasnane
France ...eeeceesncesccsnnssscsannanansns
GabON concieasrcsssscnosstesssnennncnnse
Germany, Federal Republic of 32/ ......
Ghana seveevescesscsanssssncsanasssssns
Gre@Ce .vevesvesncsanssnsnancsananannss
Guatemala caociecsvconnscnncasasaancscns
GUYANIA suevnncssnssassansasssssassssssa
Haitl cvuvrennncesacacnsnceconsrrncnnns
HOLlY S€€ ...vciecrvcsvactassntssrnvennas
HONAUIAS svascesnnsascescscnssnsanassos
Iceland ...ecssccccacsasvsveasesrvmvrens
INGiA +uuseennconsscsssnsnacsnssssosnne

INdOnesSia ..cvieecvesncacsecssnssssnnnse

Iran [ R NN R RN NN NN N NN Y ]

Ratification, accession (a),

notification of succession (d)

14

7
12
12
17
13

9
27
28
22
11
18
30

9
2

6

29
15
14
13
15
2
4
11
21
19
30
28
2
31
23
7
4
14
9
13
2
8
13
1
28
4
5

Apr
Mar
Feb
Jun
Mar
Jan
Sep
Apr
Jul
Sep
May
Jul
Jul

Jan
Jul

Sep

Aug
Jul

Feb
Sep
Oct
Ooct
Feb
Sep
Feb
Oct
Feb
Jun
Nov
Jun
Jun

1964
1967
1973
1969
1977
1978
1970
1979
1981
1970
1967
1974
1979

1968
1979

1972

1966
1965
1976
1968
1972
1978
1964
1965
1965
1973
1976
1972
1980
1970
1965
1971
1963
1975
1973
1973
1978
1970
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State

Iraq P B RS ASS RS PSSP TP E BB AR GRS
Ireland SR AEP LS IS RIISIINILIOIIUSTTRRRSBANSR RS

ISFrAGLl .svevvavecosscscscscocnssnncansoanas

Italy LA LI I BB R B BN N B I BN T B T N N IRy

IVOI:Y CO&St LR R NN RN XN R NN NN RN RN
Jaluaica LE R R NN EE R EERNEE NN NN NI NN N R Iy

JOLAAN seeeousnassescsacsssannansansses
KENYa sviecinncascsasscsnesssnancnnsacs
Kiribatl ..cseeesvecnncanscenesonccnnee
RUWait soveensnsancassssnosoronsancanne
Lao People's Democratic Republic ......
Lebanon ....csveacssesessavvnenannscnee
LeSOthO siseeesesssssasescanscnnssesnne
Liberia sueuceessecscassesseensocannsans
Liechtenstein ..c.cieeevesecercencnseses
Luxembourg ...ceeesssscsciccnncncnnnnss
MadagasCar seecsceasssscesrvecnncaeansnns
Malawl coviiveovvcenonncesnsnsssnesnnnan
- 5
Mauritius suievevcvnncarnencaceosnsnnnas
MEXICO seevestvernnascescnssosornnansana
MOTOCCO ..usscnnresstesncannanssssstnne
HepPal usivecunvseesnsesvinncannconsneennes
New Zealand ...cvcecsarssssarencnacssnns
NicCAragua cuceasesecssssscasncassasenss
Niger +ucecesncensansessncosonssnncannas
Nigeria cecevescnecsccancsnscnssssanses
NOLWAY svevescccncnossnssssnneannancossas
OMAN seucnesarresnsanaaasossrcnesncanse
PaKiStan ..ieesssevsvscuncancnncrsannas
Panama L R R
Papua New GUinea ....ceccveevessncoanns
PAaragUay cceecccssssscassscsocsssncanse
2
Philippines .iccceeenceossvoccsannnanes
POland a..eeenecencencsssscsnnssnnennsa
POrtugal .eesvecescssanssevvsnnnnnnsnas
Republic Of KOL@A .esvcasescssscnsonnee
[Republic of South Viet=Nam] 33/ ...e..
Romania .....................TT........
RWanda .eeccenesstossocancnsconenacnsns
S5enegal .isiceeisssessissananannanncanns
SeyChelles ..i.eeracressnonnsovansannns
SOMAliad ..usevrressvvannnanensccnsnsanns
BPAIN tuscnrasierevennnnnsnarererensnne
SUPINAMe ...vevessacanconnannosansasans

S‘veden FER S AN S S ARSANSEIE PG ANV BRI EA RS ES

Ratification, accession (a).,

notification of succession (d)
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Ratification, accession (a),

State notification of succession (d)
Bwitzerland ....cveesaccssacssasssassns 3 May 1965
Syrian Arab Republic .......ccccveecncs 13 Oct 1978 a
TONJA sassassscanssssesansssssannssnsnsne 7 Jan 1972 a
Trinidad and Tobago ..cccessevansenssns 19 Oct 1965 a
S T K S 8 Jul 1964 a
TULKEY scavsssancsssasnncnsasancnssvens 19 Peb 1976 a
United Arab BEmirates ...ceviseesnescscnes 24 Feb 1977 a
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland ..veessevrsescsse 9 May 1972 34/
United Republic of Cameroon .....seeees 22 May 1967
United Republic of Tanzania ....c..c... 18 Apr 1977 a
United States of MAMerica ..evsevecneses 24 Nov 1969
Upper Volta .c.vesascscoanccssnveassnans 11 Aug 1964
ULUQUAY snsscessasasanasanertsssssnesss 10 Mar 1970
Venezuela 35/ ..cccuireacecsscaraccnntoans 27 Oct 1965
Yugoslavia c.eeevsescssanrsossscsanrcanse 8 Feb 1965
ZAIX® seeseesssssrrsesansascsrsserannes 15 Jul 1976

Declarations and reservations

(For objections by certain S8tates to some of these declarations and
reservations, see hereafter.)

CUBA

The Revolutionary Government of Cuba makes an express reservation to the
provisions of articles 74 and 76 of the Convention because it considers that, in
view of the nature of the content and rules of the Convention, all free and
sovereign States have the right to participate in it, and the Revolutionary
Government is therefore in favour of facilitating accession by all countries in the
international community, without distinction as to the territorial size of States,
the number of their inhabitants or their social, enonomic or political systems."

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

"Contrary to the principle of sovereign eqguality of States and to the right of
all States to participate in general multilateral treaties, articles 74 and 76 of
the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations deprive certain States of their
undeniable right to become parties to a treaty of a general character, concerning
matters of legitimate interest of any State, which, according to its preamble,
should contribute to the development of friendly relations among nations
irrespective of their differing constitutional and sccial systems.

/--.
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DENMARK

In respect of article 5 (j), consular posts established in Denmark by foreign
States may not, except by virtue of a special agreement, execute letters rogatory
or commissions to take evidence for the courts of the sending State, and may
transmit judicial and extrajudicial documents only in civil or commercial matters.

(1) ™ith reference to article 22, the Government of Denmark expresses the
wish that it may be possible to maintain the practice existing between Denmark and
a number of other countries to appoint honorary consular officers from among
persons having the nationality of the receiving State or of a third State; the
Government of Denmark further expresses the hope that States with which Denmark
establishes consular relations will give their consent, pursuant to paragraphs 2

and 3 of article 22, to the appointment of honorary consuls having the nationality
of the receiving State or a third State,

{2) "™With reference to article 68, the Government of Denmark expresses its
desire, in accordance with Danish practice, to continue appointing honorary

consular officers and, on condition of reciprocity, its willingness to continue
receiving honorary consular officers in Denmark."

EGYPT 36/ 37/

"2 - Paragraph 1 of Article 46 concerning exemption from registration of
aliens and residence permits shall not apply to consular employees.

"3 - Article 49 concerning exemption from taxation shall apply only to
consular officers, their spouses and minor children. This exemption cannot be
extended to consular employees and to members of the service staff.

"4 - Article 62, concerning exemption from custom duties and taxes on articles
for the official use of a consular post headed by an honorary officer, shall not
apply.

"5 - Article 65 is not accepted. Honorary consular officers cannot be
exempted from registration of aliens and residence permits.

"6 — It is the understanding of the United Arab REpubiic that the privileges
and immunities specified in this Convention are granted only to consular officers,

their spouses and minor children and cannot be extended to other members of their
families."

N AP
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FIJI

*Fiji will interpret the exemption accorded to members of a consular post by
paragraph 3 of article 44 from liability to give evidence concerning matters
connected with the exercise of their functions as relating only to acts in respect
of which consular officers and consular employees enjoy immunity from the
jurisdiction of the judicial or administrative authorities of the receiving State
in accordance with the provisions of article 43 of the Convention."

FINLAND

Upon ratification:

Reservation:

"With regard to article 35, paragraph 1, and article 58, paragraph 1, Finland
does not accord to consular posts headed by honorary consular officers the right to
enploy diplomatic or consular couriers and diplomatic or consular bags, or to
Governments, diplomatic missions and other consular posts the right to employ these
means in communicating with consular posts headed by honorary consular officers,
except to the extent that Finland may have consented thereto in particular cases,"

Declarations:

"With reference to article 22 of the Convention, the Finnish Government
expressed the wish that in countries where it has been an established practice to
allow nationals of the receiving State or of a third State to be appointed as
Finnish honorary consuls, this practice will continue to be allowed as before. The
Finnish Government also expresses the hope that countries with which Pinland
establishes new consular relations will follow a similar practice and will give
their consent to such appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 22,"

"With reference to article 49, paragraph 1 b, the Finnish Government wishes to
add that, according to established practice, exemption cannot be granted in respect
of dues or taxes levied on certain private movable property, such as shares or
stock or other form of partnership in a condominium or housing corporation
entitling the holder of such movable property to possess and control immovable
property to possess and control immovable property situated in the territory of
Finland and owned or otherwise legally possessed by the said condominium or housing
corporation."

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OQF

Declaration received on 8 April 1974:

"The Federal Republic of Germany interprets the provisions of chapter 1I of
the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations, done on 24 April 1963, as applying to
all career consular personnel (consular officers, consular employees and members of

/--.
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the service staff), including those assigned to a consular post headed by an
honorary consular officer, and that it will apply the said provisions accordingly."”

ICELAND

With reference to article 22 of the Convention, the Icelandic Government
expresses the wish that in countries where it has been an established practice to
allow nationals of the receiving State or of a third State to be appointed as
Icelandic honorary consuls, this will continue to be allowed as before. The
Icelandic Government also expressed the hope that countries with which Iceland
establishes new consular relations will follow a similar practice and will give
their consent to such appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 22.

IRAQ 36/

The accession of the Republic of Irag to this Convention shall in no way
constitute recognition of the Member of the United Nations called Israel or imply
any obligation toward or relation with the said Member.

ITALY

With reference to the provision contained in article 36, paragraph 1 (¢}, of
the convention on Consular Relations, the Italian Government considers that the
right of a consular official to visit nationals of his State who are for any reason
held in custody and to act on their behalf may not be waived, inasmuch as it is
embodied in general law. The Italian Government will therefore act on the basis of
reciprocity.

RUWRAIT

Upon ratification:

It is understood that the ratification of this Convention does not mean in any
way recognition of Israel by the Government of the State of Kuwait. Furthermore,
no treaty relations will arise between the State of Kuwait and Israel.

LESOTHO

"The Kingdom of Lesotho will interpret the exemption accorded to members of a
consular post by paragraph 3 of article 44 from liability to give evidence
concerning matters connected with the exercise of their functions or to produce
official correspondence and documents relating thereto as not extending to matters,
correspondence or documents connected with the administration of the estate of a
deceased person in respect of which a grant of representation has been made to a
member of a consular post,"

/-.-
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MEXICO

Mexico does not accept that part of article 31, paragraph 4, of the Convention
which refers to expropriation of consular premises. The main reason for this
reservation is that that paragraph, by contemplating the possibility of
expropriation of consular premises by the receiving State, presupposes that the
sending State is the owner of the premises, That situation is precluded in the
Mexican Republic by article 27 of the Political Constitution of the United Mexican
States, according to which foreign States cannot acquire private title to immovable
property unless it is situated at the permanent seat of Federal Power and necessary

for the direct use of their embassies or legations.
MOROCQOD
Morocco's accession to the convention on Consular Relations shall not in any
way imply tacit recognition of "Israel"; nor shall any conventional relations be

established between the Kingdom of Morocco and "Israel”. 38/

Article 62, concerning the exemption from customs duties on articles for the
use of a consular post headed by an honorary consular officer, shall not apply.

Article 65 shall not apply, since honorary consular officers cannot be
exempted from obligations in regard to the registration of aliens and residence
permits.

NORWAY

Upon ratification:

"With reference to article 22 of the Convention, the Norwegian Government
expresses the wish that in countries where it has been an established practice to
allow nationals of the receiving State or of a third State to be appointed as
Norwegian honorary consuls, this practice will continue to be allowed ag before.
The Norwegian Government also expresses the hope that countries with which Norway
establishes new consular relations will follow a similar practice and will give
their consent to such appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 22",

OMAN
"... The accession of this convention does not mean in any way recognition of

Israel by the Government of the Sultanate of Oman. Furthermore, no treaty
relations will arise between the Sultanate of Oman and “Israel".

/---
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ROMANIA

The State Council of the Socialist Republic of Romania considers that the
provisions of articles 74 and 76 of the convention are incompatible with the
principle that multilateral international treaties whose subject-matter and
purposes are of interest to the international community as a whole should be open
for universal accession.

SWEDEN

Reservation:

With regard te article 35, paragraph 1, and article 58, paragraph 1, Sweden
does not accord to consular posts headed by honorary consular officers the right to

employ diplomatic or consular couriers and diplomatic or consular bags, or to
Governments, diplomatic missions and other consular posts the right to employ these

means in communicating with consular posts headed by honorary consular officers,
except to the extent that Sweden may have consented thereto in particular cases.

Declarations:

"with reference to article 22 of the Convention, the Swedish Government
expresses the wish that in countries where it has been an established practice to
allow nationals of the receiving State or of a third State to be appointed as
Swedish honorary consuls, this will continue to be allowed as before. The Swedish
Government also expresses the hope that countries with which Sweden establishes new
congular relations will follow a similar practice and will give their consent to
such appointments pursuant to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 22."

SYRIAN ARAB REPUBLIC 36/

(a) Accession of the Syrian Arab Republic to the said Convention and
ratification thereof by its Government does not, in any way, imply recognition of
Israel, nor shall they lead to any such dealings with the latter as are governed by

the provisions of the Convention;

{} The Syrian Arab Republic shall be under no obligation to apply article 49
of the Convention to local personnel employed by consulates or to exempt them from
dues and taxes.

UNITED ARAB EMIRATES 36/

"The accession of the United Arab Emirates to this convention shall in no way
amount to recognition of nor the establishment of any treaty relation with Israel.”

/..n
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UONITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

"The United Kingdom will interpret the exemption accorded to members of a
consular post by paragraph 3 of article 44 from liability to give evidence
concerning matters connected with the exercise of their functions as relating oniy
to acts in respect of which consular officers and consular employees enjoy immunity
from the jurisdiction of the judicial or administrative authorities of the
receiving State in accordance with the provisions of article 43 of the Convention.”

Declaration made upon ratification:

"... The United Kingdom hereby confirms its declaration in respect of
paragraph 3 of article 44 of the Convention made at the time of signature, and
further declares that it will interpret chapter II of the Convention as applying to
all career consular employees, including those employed at a consular post headed
by an honorary consular officer.”

Objections

(The dates of receipt by the Secretary-General of the communications notifying the
objections, other than those formulated at the time of ratification or accession,
are shown above their texts.,)

DENMARK

*The Government of Denmark objects to the reservations made by the Arab
Republic of Bgypt to paragraph 1 of article 46 and to articles 49, 62 and 65 of the
Convention and to the reservation made by Italy to paragraph 1 (c) of article 36 of
the Convention."

FRANCE

The Government of the French Republic does not regard as valid the
reservations to articles 46, 49, 62 and 65 of the Convention made by the Government
of the United Arab Republic. This declaration shall not be regarded as an obstacle
to the entry into force of the Convention between the French Republic and the
United Arab Republic.

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
*The Government of the Pederal Republic of Germany does not regard as valid

the reservations to articles 46, 49, 62 and 65 of the convention made by the
Government of the United Arab Republic.

Joon
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“This declaration shall not be regarded as an obstacle to the entry into force
of the Convention between the Federal Republic of Germany and the United Arab
Republic."

25 July 1977

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany regards the reservations
made by the Kingdom of Morocco in respect of articles 62 and 65 of the Vienna
Cenvention on Consular Relations of 24 April 1963 as incompatible with the purpose
and objective of the convention.

This declaration shall, however, not he regarded as an obstacle to the entry

into force of the Convention between the Federal Republic of Germany and the
Kingdom of Morocco.

LUXEMBOURG

The Government of Luxembourg is not in a position to accept the reservations
formnulated by the Government of Cuba regarding articles 74 and 76 of the Vienna

Convention on Consular Relations, done on 24 April 1963.

Notes

31/ The convention was signed on 24 April 1963 on behalf of the Republic of
China. Upon accession, the Government of China made the following declarationt

"The Taiwan authorities' signature on this Convention in the name of China is
illegal and null and void."

32/ with the following declaration:

... The convention and Optional Protocols shall also apply to Land Berlin
with effect from the date on which they enter into force for the Federal Republic
of Germany, subject to the existing rights and responsibilities of the Powers
responsible for Berlin including the right to decide on the admission of heads of
consular missions in their sectors and to determine the extent of consular '
privileges and immunities."

With reference to the above-mentioned declaration, a communication was
received on 30 March 1972 from the Government of Czechoslovakia. The said
communication is identical in essence, mutatis mutandis, to the corresponding one
referred to in the second paragraph of note 12 above,

33/ The Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam and the Republic of South Viet-Nam
{the latter of which replaced the Republic of Viet-Nam) united on 2 July 1976 to
constitute a new State, the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam (Viet Wam). At the time
of preparing this publication no indication had been received from the Government
of the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam regarding its position with respect to a
possible succession.

Jens
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34/ In respect of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
the Associated States (Antigua, Dominica, Grenada, St. Christopher-Nevis-Anguilla,
St. Lucia and St. Vincent) and territories under the territorial sovereignty of the
United Kingdom, as well as the British Solomon Islands Protectorate.,

35/ The instrument of ratification does not maintain the reservations made on
behalf of the Government of Venezuela upon signature of the Convention. On
depositing the said instrument, the Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the
United Nations confirmed that those reservations should be considered as
withdrawn. For the text of the reservations in question, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 596, p. 452.

36/ In a communication received on 16 March 1966, the Government of Israel
declared that it "has noted the political character of paragraph 1 of the
declaration made by the Government of the United Arab Republic (see also note 37/
below.) In the view of the Government of Israel, the Convention and Protocol are
not the proper place for making such political pronouncements. The Government of
Israel will, insofar as concerns the substance of the matter, adopt towards the
Government of the United Arab Republic an attitude of complete reciprocity.”

Identical communications, in essence, mutatis mutandis, have been received by
the Secretary-General from the Government of Israel on 16 March 1970 in respect of
the declaration made upon accession by Iraq; on 12 May 1977 in respect of the
declaration made upon accession by the United Arab Emirates, and on 11 May 1979 in
respect of the declaration made upon accession by the Syrian Arab Republic.

37/ In a notification received on 18 January 1980, the Government of Fgypt
informed the Secretary-General that it had decided to withdraw the reservation
relating to Israel. The notification indicates 25 January 1980 as the effective
date of the withdrawal. For the text of that reservation, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 596, p. 456,

38/ In a communication received by the Secretary-General on 4 April 1977, the
Government of Moroceco declared that "the reservation concerning Israel ...
constituted a declaration of general policy which did not affect the legal effects
of the provisions of the said convention as far as their application in respect of
the Kingdom of Morocco was concerned®.

In a communication recieved by the Secretary-General on 12 May 1977 the
Government of Israel made the following declarations

"The instrument deposited by the Government of Morocco contains a statement of
a political character in respect to Israel. In the view of the Government of
Israel, this is not the proper place for making such political pronouncements which
are, moreover, in flagrant contradiction to the principles, objects and purposes of
the Organization. That pronouncement by the Government of Morocco cannot in any
way affect whatever obligations are binding upon Morocco under general
international law or under particular treaties.

"The Government of Israel will, insofar as concerns the substance of the

matter, adopt towards the Government of Morocco an attitude of complete
reciprocity.”

Foewe
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E. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention of Consular Relations

Concerning Acquisition of Nationality of 1963

State

BElgiLm'I LR AL NN NN I I I I I N ]
Bhutan PR RS SRR T TSR R P T IR AR REARE AN

Brazil LECE I R R B I A I A B B R I N A ]

China 39/ (viieervseiersnecnncasanacansncs
ColoMbid cuueacsancnceansanassassnsssnces
CONGO .ucenccnnarossrsnarsarsnsarssssrnons
DENMArk c.oeeeasscansssasasasannsssassenes
Dominican Republic .....vcesvccasscassens
EJYPL coecervesvncosnncancnanasnnsssssasnsae
Finland seieveessossossssscsccssvoccnnnna
GabOMN ceeersacansensscssnsesnssssncernnnns

Germany, Federal Republic of 40/ ........

Ghana LR LI B R N R I I TN R BN I B I B A I R
Icej-and LI NN A N N N R N N N N N NI A I ]

INdia suucesvicovnncenncnsanscecosnsvonena
INGONESi8 ssevvesavesscsessnssnacsnnnacaca
IYAN ceveeenscesesrseesesennanncassonneasan
Irag 41/ .cveeuceencosnesscnasassasascncns
TtAlY sevvueonnncancassssassessnncsnnnnnse
Kenya .ceuicecncsncscscstosnssnrsssvsseansss
Kuwait ..uuceaascssscevsscotssneessnnnnne
Lao People's Democratic Republic ........
Lib@ria@ .ececeesssascssnsccsessssessnunenns
MAadagasSCar ....ccscevresarsasrrsresnrnonnss
MAalaWi ceceseocvesssosvocvnnnnnnanssascans
MOEOCCO toienersannnansaoancsssacsnscarssae
= = T
NigeL suveviscvnncanaanncnscoannsssossense
NOLWAY ecceanceccncansssnscscosanesssessnens
OMAN ccusesaseascarsressrrossrnsesnncsnsene

Panama LI BB BT N RN A A N I N B I I S I Y B O S R S ]

Paraguay ..cceeccenssnscencsccsancasressvens
Philippines .eeesevesscanaasascsasssnsses
Poland ..sceseccrsesessssonsncsansncnnnss
Republic of KOread s.uccassescessasscocnes
[Republic of South Viet Nam] 42/ ........
Senegal .eccercicarsssaresrsrsuresnnennas
SUFINAME ..cccevartassavsrsovennsennsasnnna
BWEdeNn civeevestansascasscsrovinenrsnnnnne
TUNiSid scuvencrravsosvrssssesrnonornvens
United Republic of CAMELOON .vceevseaocosas
Yugoslavia ccsevesescssrssoessvnncracsssne

Zaire LA R R N E R I N AR I B A I N A )

Ratification,

accession {a)

9
28

17
23
23
28
21
13
31
28
23
15
13

10
29
11
19
24

Sep
Jul

Nov

Jun
Jul
Feb
Sep
Oct
Jun
Nov
Jun
Jun
Jan
Jun
Jul

Aug

Feb
Feb
Feb
Sep
Jun
Feb
May
Aug

Nov
Oct
Mar
May
Apr
Sep
Mar
Jan

1970
1981

1972
1964
1965
1980

(LN

1965 a
1971

1963
1978
1977
1982
1975
1970
1969

I 12 e (@

1965 a

1973

1967
1981
1977
1965
1978
1980
1974
1967
1969
1965
1981
1977
1973
1966
1980
1974
1968
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Notes

39/ Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 24 aApril 1963.

40/ See note 32 above,

41/ See chap. D for the text of the reservation contained in the instrument
of accession by the Government of Irag to the Vienna Convention on Consular

Relations and to this Protocol.

42/ See note 33 above,

/---
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F. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations

Concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes of 1963

State

Argentina LI RC LI B BN NI B NI I O R B A I I I A Y
Australia LR RN R R NN ER NN N R NN e

Austria LA LI BRI I I I I I A Y N I I A N RN N )

Belgium LA RN E RN NEEEEREERENRERNENNEIFIENNNE NN INN

Benin S r T A hn e an eI RssEREEBERRRABREES
Central African Republic ..iciiveeccesness
Chile seviierssiiosecoannasansosnenvonnnns
China ﬂ/ N N R R Y YTy
Colombia seeeenssoscsceresnscatnansasasas
CONGO wovvnnstvsvscnnnarscarsssassannancsa
DENMALK sisusssssesscssasioasnnnncosnsansas
Dominican RepubliC ...eseevaccaoncnsnncas
Finland R R PR PR
FLANCE eevisvssesssvvssnanncasaasnsonsnnss
GAbON tiusneascannassassssvencsnnssonsnns
Germany, Federal Republic of 44/ ........
Ghana ...cveesssssessncannasseanscsnnssnnse
Iceland ...cossvscvssvenncsanasssssonnass
INAia cevivcannasnassvesasoncnancannssnne
IFAN tueunecsssstsosssncannsansnnsssnasnss
Ireland .u.icecvesessssssssscincancacsanes
TEALY seesausurcacnonrssssessannannnananse
Ivory Coast seseresreasccnsnsssssssscnnas
KeNYa sveerennssosnnenncansnscancessassonss
KUWBIE saecareceatsnnasncntsrnencccncennas
Laoc People's Democratic RepubliC ..seeses
Lebantn cecueccsesscssssecsanannonnoannss

Liberia S 2P R FF R BRATRGN LGSR T AN RS AR SR SY R

Liechtenstein .iiesseeusceasessenvasnness
LUXEMBDOUYY svossseansasracssvononsnonnanse
Madagascar ....seseecsvncccssnessssnsanna
Malawl ....couvcanccecnssseonncnsacasanns

Mauritius |o---.-llc:.l.'.o‘---an.cnn.ul.

NePal sieuicnvscasscscsssssonnnnnsonnnnne
New Zealand Tesccerrsssctitennanscannanen
nger LA EL LR I I B I B B LI T I I R R R
mrway .-.-ll..O...'..l.---..l‘.l......lﬂ
oman LA R NN RN N Ny N N N Y AR E ]
PakiStan .....Il-l.ll.--......l.-.l.-l.-'.
Panam LR R NN N NNEEREREN NN SN Y LR
Paraguay l.-l..I..Cl..'..-ll.'.........l.

Peru ERASSRE RS A A b e NSRS R A R AR E AR

Philippines LR RN R EEE R RN R NI I I A Wy

Ratification,

accession {a)

12
12
9

18

17
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Ratification,
State accession (a)
Republic Of RKOXEA cuiesescsvasssrossnsnsns 7 Mar 1977 a
[Republic of South Viet-Nam] 45/ ........ 10 May 1973 a
Senegal ...cecseerccssrsnsasasevassascsns 29 hpr 1966 a
SeyChellesS cciscesrocsanscsnssonessunssens 29 May 1979 a
SULiNamMe ..esvvevtosasncsscsssesnsnnncnne 11 Sep 1980 a
SWeden ...svesnsssncsarancsnvsncssaronnsas 19 Mar 1974
Switzerland ....cccaveconsssrrsrevsossrans 3 May 1965
United Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Ireland ....eecesssesscans 9 May 1972 46/

United Republic of CamercoOn ....ceeeseese
United States of AmMerica .iesvessosnsocssns 24 Nov 1969
Upper VOLlta ..eesccascscsssssssrnssnenasns 11 Aug 1964
Uruguay E PR S S I RS SIS II GG SGIELAGIRIBEEBRIES
YUgoslavia ssssecsccrssescarscnnsenncancs

Zaire LI I IR A B N B N I B S N B O T B R R N R ]

Notes
43/ Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 24 April 1963.

44/ See note 32 above. In a communication deposited on 24 January 1972 with
the Registrar of the International Court of Justice, who transmitted it to the
Secretary-General pursuant to operative paragraph 3 of Security Council
resolution 9 (1946} of 15 October 1946, the Government of the Federal Republic of
Germany states as follows:

"On behalf of the Federal Republic of Germany and with reference to the
resolution adopted by the United Nations Security Council on 15 October 1946, I
have the honour to make the following declaration:

“In respect of any dispute between the Federal Republic of Germany and any
Party to the Vienna Convention on Consular Relations of 24 April 1963 and to the
Optional Protocol thereto concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes that may
arise within the scope of that Protocol, the Federal Republic of Germany accepts
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice. This declaration also
applies to such disputes as may arise, within the scope of article IV of the
Optional Protocol concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes, in connexion
with the Optional Protocol concerning Acquisition of Hationality.

*It is in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and with the terms
and subject to the conditions of the Statute and Rules of the International Court
of Justice that the jurisdiction of the Court is hereby recognized.

"The Federal Republic of Germany undertakes to comply in good faith with the

decisions of the Court and to accept all the obligations of a Member of the United
Nations under Article 94 of the Charter.”

/...
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45/ See note 33 above.
46/ 1In respect of the United Kingdom of Great Britian and Northern Ireland,
the Associated States (Antigua, Dominica, Grenada, St. Christopher-Newvis~Anguilla,

St. Lucia and 5t. Vincent) and territories under the territorial sovereignty of the
United Kingdom, as well as the British Solomon Islands Protectorate.
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G. Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Crimes

against Internationally Protected Persons, including

Diplomatic Agents of 1973

State

Argenting sscsceccessnssannensncesstosssssosnsasnonss
AUSEralia . cassacsavenasnvsncosasssssvasnssasaanns
BUSEria suevsvocssscssassnsnansasssnssnusssssascns
BArbadoS csvercacscsacnscsnsesnsscnanssssonssvsacs
BUlgAria suceeanceavvessssnsscssacsesncaancannentsns
BUEUNGAL s aceucscsnssesnsnssasrasnnsssnsssesancennes
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic .sueeccesees
CaNAGA ewnesvssesssnonssassnsssssssnsssansasnansver
Chile .sivesssssvsosssasassennsscsnnsssancsstesascses
Co5ta RiCA cieesnancscensensscsnnasansnsanssrseseans
CFPrUS svveserasssassssssnsssnnssanssvnsnsssnsases
Czechoslovakia cesessessncsasassssssssannnnnmsanss
DENMALK ssssescsusssnsannsnannnratsnssnssersascaaan
Dominican RepubliC ..cveeveccccsoncsssasnnncnnsnns
FoUAJOY ceisnsssssansssnevessosrssscnscnsnananasss
El SAlvadOr ..ceeeessescosnsnncsccsssssanesnannnnss
FPinland .cecscessccsssscssnssasassannscannncsanvesss
GADON 4 eucsassosonssssnssnnnssnnnstntsssssanassans
German Democratic RepUblic .iceiscensccanccnscssas
Germany, Federal Republic of 48/ ...cvssscrncsssans
Ghana e s s B AN EIEAAEIEIARSSTEARRSETRRBEERSESASSILEERAIRERE S
Guatemala cucesssscnsncssncsunssssssssarnsssnsaans
HAaitl cevvecenosnsssscassnnsannncansarnnassssnscss
HUNGALY cesccsnscnansscsansesasnarassunncnsssssossss
ICeland .ceesscvsnncssunnsornsssaconsssesnsnnsenvans
INAia sueacecsnccanaasossesssscrssssnnsossnsssnnsnas
IrGN ssseascscacssnanssssssesssssssnannanansnassss
Ir8Q s eevsssacsscsnncnnnsnsnserssansncnsstbsstassass
ISrae]l cuieavesstnsstnssrrsssascascnsnaarnassrarsns
TEALY savececnossuensonsosvosvscasnonsanssssnancas
JAMALCA cuvensnsscessnsansasososassssnsannnsussanse
Liberia cecessssssssasnccancsasnccnnsonnrssnesnsons
MAlawil .tececnecnncstecsovransssassssssssassasannnnnssse
MEXiCO ,uuvsuvasvasnossonsnccsarsnssnsssnccssasasans
MONGO01lia tisessnsansconcncncasannvenatsssnnrssanss
NiCArTagUaA eeoeessvsessscscanransascsnssnessnsananancns
NOFWAY wesvnessssssssnssanssncssasasnssasnnnentstsses
PakiStAN s euieeernnsvrusvrsssvosvrrnsososatrsacsasss
PANAMA .cavesnsnsansacssncsstssssssssassssssnssnnnnn
PATAQUAY eencoansscsaasannassanasncssnnorsaunssussosss
Peru R R R R R E R EEEEEE N EE T N I I B O A N BN R BN O Y U A B R B O B

Philippines el scaNBesEARNE I EE ST AR R ERCEREANBRERBERAS

POland R R EEEEEREEE N IR NI N N NI I BRI B LB B
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accession (a)

State Ratification,
ROMANIA toevrccervncnecasassoossnnncnncaancassass 15 Aug 1978
RWANAA cevvvsevsrnsssstosnnsnssssssasasressntnsnns 29 Nov 1977
SeyChelles ..ieencesccscnssstssnnnccssssonsnsanes 29 May 1980
Sweden ..ccrvescacssrsstionncsnisanscssrssnrnnnns 1 Jul 1975
TOGD susesssscssssasssssveencranncassonssocnnsann 30 Dec 1980
Trinidad and TODAGO s.veescrerrvovsntosnnannnanss 15 Jun 1979
TUNLISLi@ sevovsrunccanasnoassesassosssnanncccnnnas 21 Jan 1977
TULKEY cveunsenscscsscansesssssnsnnunsrsannascosnsas 11 Jun 1981
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepubliC .eevesveesces 20 Jan 1976
Union of Soviet Socialist RepubliCS seeeesosncans 15 Jan 1976
United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Treland .....cevecesecsctsarnsivesncna 2 May 1979

United States Of AMEricCa ...eecvececsecerascncans 26 Oct 1976
ULUQUAY ssrssessncansonsssssssasscsnsnssanssannse 13 Jun 1978
YUGOS1AVia .tcviriiessctivvoncannonsntossnncnncnns 29 Dec 1976
2 B - 25 Jul 1977

Declarations and reservations

o

[

i

(For objections by certain States to some of these declarations and

reservations, see hereafter.)

ARGENTINA

Reservation upon accession:

In accordance with article 13, paragraph 2, of the Convention, the Argentine
Republic declares that it does not consider itself bound by the provisions of

article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention,

BUOLGARIA

Declaration made upon signature and renewed upon ratification:

R

Bulgaria does not consider itself bound by the provisions of article 13,
paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any dispute between two or more States
Parties concerning the interpretation or application of the Convention shall, at
the request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or to the International
Court of Justice, and states that, in each individual case, the consent of all
parties to such a dispute is necessary for submission of the dispute to arbitration

or to the International Court of Justice.

/-o-
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BURUNDI
In respect of cases where the alleged offenders belong to a national
liberation movement recognized by Burundi or by an international organization of
which Burundi is a member, and their actions are part of their struggle for
liberation, the Government of the Republic of Burundi reserves the right not to
apply to them the provisions of article 2, paragraph 2, and article 6, paragraph 1,

BYELORUSSIAN SOWIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic does not consider itself bound by
the provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any
dispute between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or
application of the Convention shall, at the request of one of them, be submitted to
arbitration or to the International Court of Justice, and states that, in each
individual case, the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessary for
submission of the dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice.

Upon signatures

"he Czechoslovak Socialist Republic does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention and declares that, in
conformity with the principle of the sovereign equality of States, in each
individual case, the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessary for
submission of the dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice."

Upon ratification:

" [Czechoslovakial does not feel itself bound by the provisions of article 13,
patagraph 1, of the Convention.”

ECUADOR

pon signature:

FEcuador wishes to avail itself of the provisions of article 13, paragraph 2,
of the Convention, declaring that it does not consider itself bound to refer
disputes concerning the application of the Convention to the International Court of
Justice. : '

EL SALVADOR

The State of El Salvador does not consider itself bound by paragraph 1 of
article 13 of the Convention.

fess
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FINLAND

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

"Finland reserves the right to apply the provision of article 8, paragraph 3,
in such a way that extradition shall be restricted to offences which, under Finnish
law, are punishable by a penalty more severe than imprisonment for one year and
provided also that other conditions in the Finnish Legislation for extradition are
fulfilled."

Declaration made upon signatures

"Finland also reserves the right to make such other reservations as it may
deem appropriate if and when ratifying this Convention.”

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC

Declaration made upon signature and renewed upon ratifications

The German Democratic Republic does not regard itself bound by the provisions
of article 13, paragraph 1, and reaffirms its view that in conformity with the
principle of the sovereign equality of States the approval of all parties to any
dispute is required in order to subject a certain dispute to arbitration or to
submit it for decision to the International Court of Justice.

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC QF

Upon signature:

"... The Federal Republic of Germany reserves the right, upon ratifying this
Convention, to state its views on the explanations of vote and declarations made by
other States upon signing or ratifying or acceding to that Convention and to make
reservations regarding certain provisions of the said Convention.”

GHANA 49/

"{ii) Paragraph 1 of article 13 of the Convention provides that disputes may
be submitted to arbitration, failing which any of the parties to the dispute may
refer it to the International Court of Justice by request. Since Ghana is opposed
to any form of compulsory arbitration, she wishes to exercise her option under
article 13 (2) to make a reservation on article 13 (1). It is noted that such a
reservation can be withdrawn later under article 13 (3)."

Jeen
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HUNGARY

peclaration made upon signature and renewed upon ratification:

"The Hungarian People's Republic does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention. These provisions are at
variance with the position of the Hungarian People's Republic according to which
for the submission of disputes between States to arbitration or to the
International Court of Justice the consent of all of the interested parties is
required.” :

INDIA

"The Government of the Republic of India does not consider itszelf bound by
paragraph 1 of article 13 which establishes compulsory arbitration or adjudication
by the International Court of Justice concerning disputes between two or more
States Parties relating to the interpretation or application of this Convention.”

IRAQ 50/

{1) The resolution of the United Nations General Assembly to which the
above-mentioned Convention is annexed shall be considered to be an integral part of
the above~mentioned Convention.

(2) Subparagraph {b) of paragraph 1 of article 1 of the Convention shall
cover the representatives of the national liberation movements recognized by the
Ieague of Arab States or the Organization of African Unity.

(3) The Republic of Irag shall not bind itself by paragraph 1 of article 13
of the Convention,

(4) The accession of the Government of the Republic of Irag to the Convention
shall in no way constitute a recognition of Israel or a cause for the establishment
cf any relations of any kind therewith.

ISRAEL

Declaration:

"The Government of the State of Israel declares that its accession teo the
Convention does not constitute acceptance by it as binding of the provisions of any
other internatiocnal instrument, or acceptance by it of any other international
instrument as being an instrument related to the Convention.

The Government of Israel reaffirms the contents of its communication of
11 May 1979 to the Secretary-General of the United Nations." 51/

fone
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Reservations

*The State of Israel does not consider itself bound by paragraph 1 of
article 13 of the Convention."

JAMAICA

"Jamaica avails itself of the provisions of article 12, paragraph 2, and
declares that it does not consider itself bound by the provisions of paragraph 1 of
this article under which any dispute between two or more States Parties concerning
the interpretation or application of this Convention shall, at the request of one
of them, be submitted to arbitration or referred to the International Court of
Justice, and states that, in each individual case, the consent of all parties to
such a dispute is necessary for the submission of the dispute to arbitration or to
the International Court of Justice."

MALAWI
"The Government of the Republic of Malawi [declares], in accordance with the
provisiong of paragraph 2 of article 13, that it does not consider itself bound by
the provisions of paragraph 1 of article 13 of the Convention."

MONGCLIA

Declaration made under signature and renewed upon ratification:

"The Mongolian People's Republic does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any dispute
between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of
the Convention shall, at the request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or
to the International Court of Justice, and states that, in each individual case,
the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessary for submission of the
dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice."

PAKISTAN

"pakistan shall not be bound by paragraph 1l of article 13 of the Convention.”

PERU

With reservation as to article 13 (1).

See
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ROMANIA

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

The Socialist Republic of Romania declares that it does not consider itself
bound by the provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which
any dispute between two or more Contracting Parties concerning the interpretation
or application of the Convention which is not settled by negotiation shall, at the
request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or referred to the
International Court of Justice.

The Socialist Republic of Romania considers that such disputes may be
submitted to arbitration or referred to the Internaticnal Court of Justice only
with the consent of all parties to the dispute in each individual case.

TRINIDAD AND TOBAGO

"The Republic of Trinidad and Tobago avails itself of the provisions of
article 13, paragraph 2, and declares that it does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of paragraph 1 of that article under which any dispute between two or
more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of this Convention
shall, at the request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or referred to
the International Court of Justice, and states that, in each individual case, the
consent of all Parties to such a dispute is necessary for the submission of the
dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice,™

TUNISIA

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

No dispute may be brought before the International Court of Justice unless by
agreement between all parties to the dispute.

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any dispute
between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of
the Convention shall, at the request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or
to the International Court of Justice, and states that, in each individual case,
the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessary for submission of the
dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice.

/oo-
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UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

Reservation made upon signature and confirmed upon ratification:

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any dispute
between two or more States Parties concerning the interpretation or application of
the Convention shall, at the request of one of them, be submitted to arbitration or
to the International Court of Justice, and states that, in each individual case,
the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessary for submission of the
dispute to arbitration or to the International Court of Justice.

ZAIRE

The Republic of Zaire does not consider itself bound by the provisions of
article 13, paragraph 1, of the Convention, under which any dispute hetween two or
more Contracting Parties concerning the interpretation or application of the
Convention which is not settled by negotiation shall, at the request of one of
them, be submitted to arbitration or referred to the International Court of
Justice. In the light of its policy based on respect for the sovereignty of
States, the Republic of Zaire is opposed to any form of compulsory arbitration and
hopes that such disputes may be submitted to arbitration or referred to the
International Court of Justice not at the request of one of the parties but with
the consent of all the interested parties.

Objections

(The dates of receipt by the Secretary-General of the communications notifying the
objections, other than those formulated at the time of ratification or accession,
are shown above their texts.)

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF
30 November 1979
The statement by the Republic of Iraq on subparagraph (b) of paragraph 1 of
article 1 of the Convention does not have any legal effects for the Federal
Republic of Germany.
25 March 1981
The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany considers the reservation
made by the Government of the Republic of Burundi concerning article 2,
paragraph 2, and article 6, paragraph 1, of the Convention on the Prevention and

Punishment of Crimes against Internationally Protected Persons, including
Diplomatic Agents, to be incompatible with the object and purpose of the Convention.

/--.
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ISRAEL

"The Government of the State of Israel does not regard as valid the
reservation made by Iraq in respect of paragraph l(b) of article 1 of the said
Convention."

UNITED RINGDCM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND
2 May 1979

"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland do
not regard as valid the reservation made hy Iraq in respect of paragraph 1 (b) of
article 1 of the said Convention.®

15 January 1982

"The purpose of this Convention was to secure the world-wide repression of
crimes against internationally protected persons, including diplomatic agents, and
to deny the perpetrators of such crimes a safe haven. Accordingly the Government
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland regard the reservation
entered by the Government of Burundi as incompatible with the object and purpose of
the Convention, and are unable to consider Burundi as having validly acceded to the
Convention until such time as the reservation is withdrawn.®

Territorial application

Notification bhy: Date of notification: Extension to:

United Kingdom 2 May 1979 Bailiwick of Jersey, Bailiwick of
Guernsey, Isle of Man, Belize, 52/
Bermuda, British Antarctic
Territory, British Indian Ocean
Territory, British Virgin Islands,
Cayman Islands, Falkland Islands
and Dependencies, Gibraltar,
Gilbert Islands, Hong Kong,
Montserrat, the Pitcairn,
Henderson, Ducie and Oeno Islands,
Saint Helena and Dependencies,
Turks and Caicos Islands, United
Kingdom Sovereign Base Areas of
Akrotiri and Dhekelia in the
Island of Cyprus.
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Notes

47/ In a notification received on 12 March 1980, the Government of Denmark
informed the Secretary-General that it had decided to withdraw the reservation made
upon ratification of the Convention, which specified that until further decision,
the Convention would not apply to the Faeroe Islands or to Greenland.

The notification indicétes 1 April 1980 as the effective date of withdrawal.

48/ In a communication accompanying the instrument of ratification, the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany declared as follows:

"With effect from the day on which the Convention enters into force for the
Federal Republic of Germany it will also apply to Berlin (West) subject to the
rights and responsibilities of the Allied authorities.”

With respect to the above declaration, the Secretary-General received the
following communications:

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (21 July 1977):

The declaration made by the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany when
it deposited the instrument of ratification concerning the application of the
Convention to Berlin (West) is incompatible with the Quadripartite Agreement oi
3 September 1971 and can therefore have no legal force. The Quadripartite
Agreement, as is well known, does not allow the Federal Republic of Germany to
represent the interests of Berlin in matters of status and security in the
international arena. The above-mentioned Convention directly affects matters of
status and security. It therefore follows that the Federal Republic of Germany
cannot assume the rights and obligations of ensuring the observance of the
provisions of this Convention in Berlin (West).

Since under the Quadripartite Agreement the Governments of PFrance, the United
Kingdom and the United States retain their rights and responsibility with respect
to the representation abroad of interests of Berlin (West) and its permanent
residents, including rights and responsibility concerning matters of security and
status, both in international organizations and in relations with other countries,
the Soviet Union will, in any matters which may arise in connexion with the
application and implementation of the Convention in Berlin {West), address itself
to the authorities of France, the United Kingdom and the United States,

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of

America (7 December 1977 - in relation to the declaration made by the Soviet Union

received on 21 July 1977):

"We have the honour to refer to the note from the Director of the General
Legal Division in charge of the Qffice of Legal Affairs
No. C.N.228,1977.TREATIES-6, dated 10 August 1977, concerning the ratification by
the Government of the Federal Republic of Germany, with declaration, of the
Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of Crimes against Internationally

/-.-
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Protected Persons, including Diplomatic Agents, and in particular to refer to
paragraph 2 of that note which reported a communication made by the Government of
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics relating to the application of that
Convention to the Western Sectors of Berlin.

"In a communication to the Government of the USSR which is an integral part
(Annex IV A) of the Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971, the Governments of
France, the United States and the United Kingdom confirmed that, provided matters
of security and status are not affected and provided that extension is specified in
each case, international agreements and arrangements entered into by the Federal
Republic of Germany may be extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin in accordance
with established procedures. For its part, the Government of the USSR, in a
communication to the Government of France, the United Kingdom and the United
States, which is similarly an integral part (Annex IV B) of the Quadripartite
Agreement of 3 September 1971, affirmed that it would raise no objection to such an
extension,

"The established procedures referred to above, which were endorsed in the
Quadripartite Agreement, are designed inter alia to afford the authorities of
France, the United Kingdom and the United States, the opportunity to ensure that
international agreements concluded by the Federal Republic of Germany which are to
be extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin are extended in such a way that
matters of security and status remain unaffected. The extension of the aforesaid
Convention to the Western Sectors of Berlin received the authorization, under these
established procedures, of the authorities of France, the United Kingdom and the
United States who took the necessary steps to ensure that matters of security and
status would not be affected thereby. Consequently, pursuant to the declaration on
Berlin made by the Federal Republic of Germany, this Convention has been validly
extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin. Accordingly, the application of this
Convention to the Western Sectors of Berlin continues in full force and effect.”

Federal Republic of Germany (13 February 1978)

"By their note of 3 December 1977, disseminated by Circular
Note C.N.393.1977.TREATIES-11 of 19 January 1978, the Governments of France, the
United Kingdom and the United States answered the assertions made in the
communication referred to above. The Government of the Federal Republic of
Germany, on the basis of the legal situation set out in the note of the three
Powers, wishes to confirm that, subject to the rights and responsibilities of the
three Powers, the application in Berlin (West) of the above-mentioned instrument
extended by it under the established procedures continues in full force and effect.

"The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany wishes to point out that

the absence of a response to further communications of a similar nature should not
be taken to imply any change of its position in this matter."
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German Democratic Republic (22 December 1978):

Concerning the application of the Convention to Berlin (West), the German
Democratic Republic states, in conformity with the Quadripartite Agreement of
3 September 1971, that Berlin (West) is not a constituent part of the Federal
Republic of Germany and is not to be governed by it. 'The statement of the Federal
Republic of Germany, according to which this Convention is to be extended to Berlin
{West), is inconsistent with the Quadripartite Agreement which stipulates that
agreements concerning matters of security and the status of Berlin (West) must not
be extended by the Pederal Republic of Germany to Berlin (West). Accordingly, the
statement made by the Federal Republic of Germany can have no legal effects.

Czechoslovakia (25 April 1979):

"Acording to the Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971, the Federal
Republic of Germany cannct extend international conventions to Berlin (West) if the
conventions in question relate to matters of security and the status of Berlin
(West). Since the above-mentioned multilateral international Convention leaves no
doubt as to its direct relation to the matters of security and the status of Berlin
(West) there is no legal ground for its extension to Berlin (West) by the Federal
Republic of Germany.

"In view of all these facts the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic cannot accept
the extension of the said Convention to Berlin {West) by the Federal Republic of
Germany, is not in a position to regard the extension as legally valid and cannot
attach to it any legal effects."

France, United RKingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of
America (21 August 1979 - in respect of the communications from the German
Democratic Republic and Czechoslovakia received on 22 December 1978 and

25 April 1979, respectively):

"With regard to the communications referred to above, our Governments reaffirm
that States which are not parties to the Quadripartite Agreement are not competent
to comment authoritatively on its provisions.

"The three Governments do not consider it necessary, nor do they intend to
respond to any further communications on this subject from States which are not
parties to the Quadripartite Agreement. 'This should not be taken to imply any
change of the position of the three Governments in this matter.”

Federal Republic of Germany (18 October 1979 - in respect of the communications
from the German Democratic Republic and Czechoslovakia received on 22 December 1978
and 25 April 1979, respectively):

"By their note of 20 August 1979, disseminated by Circular
Note C.N.181.1979,TREATIES-6 of 21 August 1979, the Governments of France, the
United Kingdom and the United States rejected the assertions made in the
communications referred to above. 'The Government of the Federal Republic of
Germany, on the basis of the legal situation, wishes to confirm that the
application in Berlin {West) of the above-mentioned Convention extended by it under
the established procedures continues in full force and effect,
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"The Government of the Pederal Republic of Germany wishes to point out that
the absence of a response to further communications of a similar nature should not
be taken to imply any change of its position in this matter.”

Hungary (27 November 1979):

Communication identical in essence, mutatis mutandis, to the one of
25 April 1979 by Czechoslovakia.

Czechoslovakia (25 January 1980):

"The Czechozlovak side continues to hold the view that also States that are
not signatories of the four-Fower Agreement of 3 September 1971 must proceed from
the criteria set forth by the four-Power Agreement, since no other criteria exist.
We furthermore believe that it is the inalienable right of every State to adjudge
its treaty relations from its own will. The exercise of such a right even by a
non-signatory State cannot be hindered by third State parties."

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of America
received on 18 February 1982:

"Wwith regard to the communication of the Government of Czechoslovakia referred
to above, our Governments reaffirm their position as stated in their note of 21
August 1979 to the Secretary-General in connexion with this Cenvention. The
Quadripartite Agreement is an international treaty concluded between the four
contracting parties and not open to participation by any other State., 1In
concluding this Agreement, the four Powers acted on the basis of their
guadripartite rights and responsibilities, and of the corresponding wartime and
post-war agreements and decisions of the four Powers, which are not affected. The
Quadripartite BAgreement is a part of conventional, not customary international
law. 2Accordingly, Czechoslovakia, as a third State not a party to the
Quadripartite Agreement, has no right whatsoever to comment authoritatively on it."

49/ 1In a notification received on 18 November 1976, the Government of Ghana
informed the Secretary-General that it had decided to withdraw the reservation as
contained in its instrument of accession, concerning article 3 (1) (c) of the said
Convention. That reservation reads as follows:

" (i) ©Paragraph l{c) of article 3 of the Convention contemplates that a State
may exercise jurisdiction when the crime is committed against its own agent. This
may lead to some friction with the State in whose territory the crime has been
committed or the State whose national the offender is, It may also not afford the
offender a fair trial. Ghana therefore wishes to make a reservation on
article 3 (1) (c) of the Convention,”

50/ The Secretary-General received on 11 May 1979 from the Government of
Israel the following communicationt

fone
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"mhe instrument deposited by the Government of Iraq contains a statement of a
political character in respect to Israel. In the view of the Government of Israel,
this is not the proper place for making such political pronouncements, which are,
moreover, in flagrant contradiction to the principles, obiects and purposes of the
Organization. That pronouncement by the Government of Irag cannot in any way
affect whatever obligations are binding upon it under general international law or
under particular treaties.

"he Government of Israel will, insofar as concerns the substance of the
matter, adopt towards the Government of Irag an attitude of complete reciprocity."

51/ The communication referred to in the second paragraph of the declaration
concerns the one made by Iraqg upon accession to the Convention, which was
circulated by letter C.N.105.1979.TREATIES-3 of 24 May 1979 (see note 50 above).

52/ The Secretary-General received on 25 May 1979 from the Government of
Guatemala the following communicationt :

"mhe GCovernment of Guatemala [does] not accept this provision, in view of the
fact that the Territory of Belize is a territory concerning which a dispute exists
and to which [Guatemala] maintains a claim that is the subject, by mutual
agreement, of procedures for the peaceful settlement of disputes between the two
Governments concerned.,"

In this respect, the Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, in a communication received by the Secretary-General on
12 November 1979, stated the following:

"The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
have no doubt as to their sovereignty over Belize and do not accept the reservation
submitted by the Government of Guatemala."



