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PREFACE

This is the tenth annual issue of the present publi-
cation. The initial volume, containing a comprehensive
list of signatures, ratifications, accessions, etc., as at
31 December 1967, relating to multilateral treaties de-
posited with the Secretary-General was published in
February 1968.1 The ninth volume, which brought the
information concerned up to date as at 31 December
1975, was published in May 1976.

This volume brings the information concerned up to
date as at 31 December 1976. It retains the same form
and system of presentation as the nine preceding vol-
umes, and therefore the introduction to the initial vol-
ume in the new series of this publication is herein repro-
duced in full.

In addition to the status as at 31 December 1976 of
those treaties included in the previous issues, this volume
provides information concerning three multilateral in-
struments deposited with the Secretary-General in 1976.
namely, the Agreement Establishing the International
Fund for Agricultural Development, concluded at Rome
on 13 June 1976 (see chapter X) ; the Agreement on
Minimum Requirements for the Issue and Validity of
Driving Permits (APC), concluded at Geneva on
1 April 1975 (see chapter X1.B) ; and the Constitution
of the Asia-Pacific Telecommunity, concluded at Bang-

I Multilateral treaties in respect of which the Secretary-Gen-

eral Peiforms Depositary Functions, List of Signatures, Ratifi-
cations, Accessions, etc. as at 31 December 1967 (ST/LEG/
SER.D/1) and Multilateral treaties m respect of which the
Secretary-General Performs Depositary Functions, Annex
Final Clauses (ST/LEG/SER D/1 Annex’).

kok on 27 March 1976 (see new chapter X XV). This
volume also contains information on the amendments
to articles 24 and 25 of the Constitution of the World
Health Organization (see chapter 1X) and the amend-
ments to the title and substantive provisions of the Con-
vention on the Inter-Governmental Maritime Con-
sultative Organization (see chapter X11) as well as
information concerning the extensions of the Interna-
tional Sugar Agreement 1973, approved by the Inter-
national Sugar Council on 30 September 1975 and
15 June 1976 in its resolutions Nos 1 and 2 respectively
(see chapter X1X). Furthermore, a new chapter en-
titled “Telecommunications” has been added, and the
Convention relating to the Distribution of Programme-
carrying Signals transmitted by Satellite concluded at
Brussels on 21 May 1974. which in earlier editions was
published under chapter X1V (Educational and Cul-
tural Matters) now appears under new chapter XXV.

Additional pages reproducing the text of the final
clauses of the new treaties mentioned above are being
issued simultaneously with this volume in Supplement
No. 8 to the Annex containing the final clauses of the
multilateral treaties in respect of which the Secretary-
General performs depositary functions. This annex was
published in a separate loose-leaf volume at the same
time as the main part of its initial edition (see para-
graph 3 of the Introduction)l and Supplement No. 1,
Supplement No. 2, Supplement No. 3, Supplement No. 4,
Supplement No. 5, Supplement No. 6 and Supplement
No. 7 thereto were published in 1968, 1969, 1971, 1974
(Supplement No. 4 and Supplement No. 5) 1975 and
1976, respectively.

Note concerning signatures, ratifications, accessions, etc. on behalf of China

China is an original Member of the United Nations,
the Charter having been signed and ratified on its behalf,
on 26 June and 28 September 1945 respectively, by the
Government of the Republic of China, which continued
to represent China in the United Nations until 25 Octo-
ber 1971.

On 25 October 1971, the General Assembly of the
United Nations adopted its resolution 2758 (XXV1),
reading as follows:

"The General Assembly,

“Recalling the principles of the Charter of the
United Nations,

“ Considering that the restoration of the lawful rights
of the People’s Republic of China is essential both for
the protection of the Charter of the United Nations
and for the cause that the United Nations must serve
under the Charter,

“Recognising that the representatives of the Govern-
ment of the People’s Republic of China are the only
lawful representatives of China to the United Nations
and that the People’s Republic of China is one of the
five permanent members of the Security Council,

“Decides to restore all its rights to the People’s
Republic of China and to recognize the representatives
of its Government as the only legitimate representa-
tives of China to the United Nations, and to expel
forthwith the representatives of Chiang Kai-shek from
the place which they unlawfully occupy at the United
Nations and in all the organizations related to it.”

The United Nations had been notified on 18 Novem-
ber 1949 of the formation, on 1 October 1949, of the
Central People’s Government of the People’s Republic
of China. Proposals to effect a change in the represen-
tation of China in the United Nations subsequent to
that time were not approved until the resolution quoted
above was adopted.

On 29 September 1972, a communication was received
by the Secretary-General from the Minister for Foreign
Affairs of the People’s Republic of China stating:

“1  With regard to the multilateral treaties signed,
ratified or acceded to by the defunct Chinese govern-
ment before the establishment of the Government of
the People’s Republic of China, my Government will



examine their contents before making a decision in the
light of the circumstances as to whether or not they
should be recognized.

“2. As from October 1, 1949, the day of the found-
ing of the People’s Republic of China, the Chiang
Kai-shek clique has no right at all to represent China.
Its signature and ratification of, or accession to, any
multilateral treaties by usurping the name of ‘China’

are all illegal and null and void. My Government will
study these multilateral treaties before making a de-
cision in the light of the circumstances as to whether
or not they should be acceded to.”

All entries recorded throughout this publication in
respect of China refer to actions taken by the authorities
representing China in the United Nations at the time of

those actions.
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INTRODUCTION*

1. Since 1949, the Secretariat has periodically pub-
lished information on the status of multilateral treaties
in respect of which the Secretary-General performs
depositary functions, as an essential part of those func-
tions. The present publication continues that service.
However, the form of presentation has been changed,
and the coverage has been expanded by inclusion of
certain League of Nations multilateral treaties which
were not listed in earlier editions; the title has also
been altered to reflect the contents more appropriately.
The new form of presentation of this publication, as
well as the nature and arrangement of the material
contained therein, are described below.

The new form of presentation

2. The most recent basic publication of this in-
formation was in 1959 in a volume entitled Status
of Multilateral Conventions in respect of which the
Secretary-General Acts as Depositary (ST/LEG/
3.RCV.1).1 Like the preceding edition of 1952, it was
in loose-leaf form; sets of revised pages, and of addi-
tional pages setting out the status and the final clauses
of new treaties deposited with the Secretary-General,
were issued thereafter in annual supplements, to bring
the information up to date. Experience has shown,
however, that the loose-leaf system is not entirely
suitable to this type of publication. So many changes
in the status of treaties have occurred each year that
most of the pages, except for those containing the
text of final clauses, have had to be re-issued annually.
Yet it appears from the number of requests for treaty
information that only a limited number of recipients
have made systematic use of the annual supplements
to maintain the publication in complete and current
form. Furthermore, the loose-leaf system has had the
important disadvantage that where an action taken by
a government in respect of a treaty is later withdrawn
or replaced by a new action, the information about the
earlier action often disappears from the publication
through discard of the old page, leaving no permanent
record for future reference.

3. In view of the above considerations, it was de-
cided to change the form of presentation of the publica-
tion. The new form consists of two components: (a)
the main part, to be issued annually in a bound volume,
containing a comprehensive list of signatures, ratifica-

* Introduction published in the first volume of the new series
of the present publication (ST/LEG/SER.D/1).

1 The initial publication was issued in 1949 in a bound
volume entitled Signatures, Ratifications, Accessions, Accept-
ances, etc. concerning the Multilateral Conventions and Agree-
ments in respect of which the Secretary-General Acts as De-
positary (United Nations publication, Sales No.: 1949.V.9),
15 November 1949; it was followed by Corrigenda and Addenda
(United Nations publication, Sales No.: 1951.V.3), 1 May 1951.
Both were superseded by Status of Multilateral Conventions
in respect of which the Secretary-General Acts as Depositary
(ST/ILEG/3), 10 October 1952, to which printed supplements
Nos 1 to 24 were subsequently issued.

tions, accessions, etc., relating to multilateral treaties
in respect of which the Secretary-General performs
depositary functions; and (b) an annex giving the
final clauses of those treaties. To avoid annual reprint-
ing of the final clauses and yet to permit the collection
of them to be kept up to date, the annex is published
in a separate volume in loose-leaf form.2

4. This volume, being the first of a new series, con-
solidates the information provided in earlier editions
so as to provide a complete and easily accessible record
of actions which have been taken by States regarding
the treaties in question since the assumption by the
Secretary-General of depositary functions in respect
of them. It is thus not limited to the present status
of the treaties, or to those actions which still have
legal effect. Therefore it lists ratifications or accessions
to treaties by States which have later ceased to be
bound by those treaties through denunciation, reserva-
tions which have been withdrawn, and notifications
of application to territories which have later become
independent.

Treaties covered by this publication

5. Like all previous editions of the publication, this
volume covers all multilateral treaties which have been
concluded under the auspices of the United Nations
or its specialized agencies and the originals of which
have been deposited with the Secretary-General. It
likewise includes the Charter of the United Nations,
in respect of which certain depositary functions have
been conferred on the Secretary-General, although the
authentic text of the Charter is deposited with the
Government of the United States of America. It also
continues to list those League of Nations treaties and
certain pre-United Nations treaties which were amended
by Protocols adopted by the General Assembly (treaties
relating to narcotic drugs, traffic in women and children,
obscene publications, economic statistics, and slavery).
Moreover, certain other League of Nations treaties are
here covered for the first time in a United Nations
publication of the present kind.

6. All multilateral treaties deposited with the League
of Nations were transferred, following the dissolution
of the League, to the custody of the United Nations,
pursuant to General Assembly resolution 24 (1) of 12
February 19463 and a League of Nations Assembly
resolution of 18 April 1946.4 In its resolution of 12
February 1946, the General Assembly declared the

2 Multilateral treaties in respect of which the Secretary-
General Performs Depositary Functions, Annex: Final
Clauses (ST/LEG/SER.D/I.Annex). For the description of
the contents and arrangement of this Annex, see the intro-
ductory note therein.

3 United Nations, Resolutions adopted by the General
Assembly during the First Part of its First Session (A/64),
p. 35.

4 League of Nations,
No. 194, p. 57.

Official Journal, Special Supplement
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willingness of the United Nations to accept the custody
of those treaties and to charge the Secretariat of the
United Nations with the task of performing the func-
tions, pertaining to a secretariat, formerly entrusted
under their provisions to the League of Nations. Since
the transfer of custody to the United Nations, States
have taken various actions (signature, ratification, ac-
cession, denunciation, etc.) in respect of a number of
the League treaties. This publication covers all such
treaties in respect of which any action has been com-
municated to the Secretary-General.

7. Furthermore, this publication also covers eleven
League treaties5 that were the subjects of General
Assembly resolutions 1903 (XV111) of 18 November
1963 and 2021 (XX) of 5 November 1965. By those
resolutions, the General Assembly decided that it was
the appropriate organ of the United Nations to exercise
the power conferred by certain treaties on the Council
of the League of Nations to invite States to accede
thereto, requested the Secretary-General to issue such
invitations to certain States, and recognized that, from
among the treaties involved, eleven might be of interest
for accession by additional States. Those eleven treaties
are therefore included herein.

Division into parts and chapters

8. The material dealt with in this volume is arranged
in two parts. Part | is devoted to United Nations
multilateral treaties, and part Il to League of Nations
multilateral treaties. However, for ease of reference,
those League of Nations treaties and other pre-United
Nations treaties which were amended by Protocols
adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations
are included in part 1, so that the lists of States which
have become parties to the amending Protocol and
to the treaty as amended are followed immediately by
a list showing the status of the original treaty as at
the time of its transfer into the custody of the United
Nations.

9. Part | is divided by subject into twenty-two
chapters. Within each chapter the treaties are listed in
the chronological order of their conclusion. In part I,
which has no chapters, the treaties are listed in the
order in which they appear in the last League of Na-
tions publication of the list of signatures, ratifications
and accessions in respect of Agreements and Conven-
tions concluded under the auspices of the League of
Nations.6

How each treaty is covered
(a) United Nations multilateral treaties

10. After the full title, particulars are given in respect
of each treaty regarding entry into force, registration
and publication in the United Nations Treaty Series
or, if it is not yet published in the Treaty Series, the
place where its text may be found. A footnote is

5 See treaties listed in part 1l of this publication under
numbers: 1, 3, 4, S, 14 to 18, 20 and 22.

6 League of Nations, Official Journal, Special Supplement
No. 193, Twenty-first List, Geneva, 1944 and ibid.. Special
Supplement No. 195, Supplement to the Twenty-first List,
Geneva, 1946. This applies only to the 26 treaties of the League
of Nations which were listed in the first edition of the present
publication. Those treaties included in subsequent editions were
numbered in the order of their insertion.
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appended to the title of the treaty giving a brief
reference to how it was adopted.

11. States are listed alphabetically along with the
dates of the signature, ratification, accession, etc., of
each. The arrangement under each treaty reflects the
provisions of the final clauses of that treaty regarding
the methods by which States may become parties to
it. Thus, for instance, for treaties which are open for
accession only, the date on which the instrument of
accession was deposited with the Secretary-General is
shown opposite the name of the States concerned. For
treaties which are open for signature followed by
ratification or acceptance, or for accession, the dates
of signature are shown in the fiist column, and the
dates of deposit of instruments of ratification, accept-
ance or accession in the second column; the symbol
“A” indicates acceptance, and the symbol “a” accession.
For treaties which provide either for signature with-
out reservation as to acceptance (definitive signature),
or signature subject to acceptance followed by accept-
ance, or acceptance, the dates of signature subject to
acceptance are given in the first column, and the dates
of definitive signature or acceptance in the second
column, definitive signatures being marked by an as-
terisk.

12. Under the practice which has developed regard-
ing the succession of States in relation to multilateral
treaties in respect of which the Secretary-General per-
forms depositary functions,7 States which recognize
that they continue to be bound by a treaty made ap-
plicable to their territory by their predecessors address
a formal notification to that effect to the Secretary-
General, who, in the exercise of his depositary func-
tions, informs all interested States accordingly. A State
making such a notification is deemed to become as
from the date of its independence a party in its own
right to the treaty in question, and is so listed in this
publication, a notification of succession being indicated
by symbol “d” immediately following a date in the
column relating to ratifications, acceptances and acces-
sions. In such cases, the date shown is the date of
receipt by the Secretary-General of the notification of
succession.

13. Declarations and reservations made by States on
signature, ratification, accession, etc., are given either
in footnotes appended to the names of the States con-
cerned, or, when numerous and extensive, are grouped
together under a separate heading following the list
of States. Notifications of objections to declarations or
reservations are usually referred to in footnotes to those
declarations or reservations, though when abundant they
are likewise grouped together following the text of
declarations and reservations. When the final clauses
of a treaty provide for notifications relating to the
territorial application of the treaty, information on such
notifications is given in a separate section. The texts of
declarations and reservations are normally given in full.
Unless shown in quotation marks, the text is a transla-

7 For the detailed account of this practice, see Yearbook
of the International Law Commission, 1962, vol. Il, p. 106,
Succession of States in relation to general multilateral trea-
ties of which the Secretary-General is depositary: memo-
randum prepared by the Secretariat.
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tion, and, unless otherwise indicated, the translation is
by the Secretariat.

14. Various other notifications, such as those relating
to a denunciation of a treaty or withdrawal of a reserva-
tion or a declaration, are referred to in footnotes. In
accordance with the aim of this volume to be a com-
plete record of the actions of States (see paragraph 4
above), in cases where a denunciation has already be-
come effective, the State concerned is retained in the
list, but the date of its definitive signature or deposit
of an instrument of ratification or accession is shown
in square brackets, and a footnote is appended giving
the date of receipt and the effective date of the notifica-
tion of denunciation. Similarly, in cases where a reserva-
tion or a declaration has been withdrawn, the text of
the reservation or declaration is retained (or a reference
is provided where the text may be found), but informa-
tion regarding the date of receipt of the notification of
withdrawal is given in a footnote.

(b) League oi Nations multilateral treaties

15. As said above, the Secretary-General has as-
sumed depositary functions in respect of the League
of Nations multilateral treaties pursuant to General
Assembly resolution 24 (1) of 12 February 1946.
Along with the authentic texts of the League of Na-
tions multilateral treaties, the Secretariat of the United
Nations took custody of the official records pertaining
thereto and, in particular, of the last official League
of Nations publication of the list of signatures, ratifica-
tions and accessions in respect of multilateral treaties
concluded under the auspices of the League of Na-
tions.8 In the exercise of depositary functions under
the above-mentioned resolution, the Secretary-General
has informed all interested States of new signatures,
receipt in deposit of instruments of ratification or acces-
sion, and notifications of succession, as well as various
other notifications communicated to him in accordance
with the provisions of the treaties concerned. He has
also provided, upon request of the parties or of other
interested States, information relating to the status of
the said treaties. The information so provided is based
on the official records of the League of Nations referred
to earlier, with only such changes indicated as have
been formally notified to the Secretary-General since
his assumption of depositary functions.

16. Accordingly, the list of signatures, ratifications,
accessions, etc., in respect of each of the League of
Nations multilateral treaties covered by this publica-
tion is divided into two sections. The first section re-
flects the position as at the time of the transfer of
those treaties to the custody of the United Nations,
without implying a judgment by the Secretary-General
on the current legal effect of the information provided,
or on the status of any of the parties or territories
listed therein. That section preserves both the contents

8 See footnote 6, p. xviii.
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and the form of presentation of the last official list
of the League of Nations9. The second section gives
a list of actions subsequent to the assumption of de-
positary functions by the Secretary-General. The form
of presentation of the latter follows that used in this
publication in respect of the United Nations multilateral
treaties.

17. Explanations concerning the content and ar-

rangement of material in the last official list of the
League of Nations are given in the introduction to the
publication containing that list.8 However, the follow-
ing brief excerpts from its text are given below for
the convenience of the users of this volume.

“In respect of each convention, ratifications, defini-
tive accessions and definitive signatures, on the one
hand, and simple signatures, on the other, are treated
separately.

H

“Those conventions which require ratification—
which are the most numerous—become binding upon
States only when the latter have deposited their
ratification, or, in certain cases—if they have not
signed the convention within a specified period after
the date of its conclusion—when they accede to it.

"In principle, accession is definitive in the same
way as ratification. Sometimes, however, Govern-
ments have made their accession subject to confirma-
tion; in such a case a State is not bound by the fact
of accession. The term ‘definitive accession’ is used
in view' of this possibility.

“When a convention makes no provision for ratifi-
cation, mere signature suffices to render it binding
upon States. Here again, however, Governments have
sometimes made their signature subject to confirma-
tion; for instance, they sometimes append their
signature ‘ad referendum’. The term ‘definitive sig-
nature’ is used in view of this possibility.

u

“The letter ‘a immediately following a date indi-
cates an accession.
«

“The names of States Members of the League of
Nations, and also those of States which are not mem-
bers of the League and which are not dependencies
of some other State, are printed in ordinary char-
acters.

“On the other hand, the names of colonies, pro-
tectorates. mandated territories and all territories
which are in any way dependent upon another coun-
try are printed in italics.”

It should also be noted that dates of definitive signa-
tures. ratifications, accessions and notifications of ex-
tension to territories are shown in parentheses.

9With the exception of minor corrections or modifications
concerning the titles and the original footnotes.
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CHAPTER .

CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS AND STATUTE OF THE

INTERNATIONAL COURT OF JUSTICE

1. Charier of the United Nations

Signed at San Francisco on 26 June 1945

Entry into force: 24 October 1945, in accordance with Article 110.

Original Members of the United Nations which, having signed the Charter,1
deposited their instruments of ratification with the Government of
the United States of America on the dates indicated

State

Argentina

Australia

Belgium

Bolivia

Brazil

Byelorussian S SR

Canada
Chile
China?2

Colombia

Costa Rica
Cuba

Czechoslovakia

Denmark

Dominican Republic

E cuador . . e
Egypt (U nited Arab Republic)8

1 All States listed herein signed the Charter on 26 June 1945,
with the exception of Poland on behalf of which it was signed
on 15 October 1945.

2 See note, p. iii.

3By a communication dated 24 February 1958, the Minister
for Foreign Affairs of the United Arab Republic notified the
Secretary-General of the United Nations of the establishment
by Egypt and Syria of a single State, the United Arab Re-
public. Subsequently, in a note dated 1 March 1958, the Min-
istry for Foreign Affairs of the United Arab Republic informed
the Secretary-General of the following: . It is to be noted
that the Government of the United Arab Republic declares
that the Union henceforth is a single Member of the United
Nations, bound by the provisions of the Charter and that all
international treaties and agreements concluded by Egypt or
Syria with other countries will remain valid within the regional
limits prescribed on their conclusion and in accordance with
the principles of international law.”

In a cable dated 8 October 1961, the Prime Minister and
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Syrian Arab Republic
informed the President of the General Assembly of the United
Nations that Syria had resumed her former status as an inde-
pendent State and requested that the United Nations take
note of the resumed membership in the United Nations of the
Syrian Arab Republic. This request was brought to the atten-
tion of Member States by the President of the General Assem-
bly at its 1035th plenary meeting on 13 October 1961. At the
1036th plenary meeting which took place on the same date,
the President of the General Assembly stated that no objection
having been received on the part of any Member State the
delegation of the Syrian Arab Republic has taken its seat in
the Assembly as a Member of the United Nations with all the

Ratification

................................ 24 September 1945
........................................ 1 November 1945
................................ 27 December 1945
..14 November 1945
................................ 21 september 1945
................................. 24 October 1945
9 November 1945

11 October 1945
................................. 28 september 1945
.......................... 5 November 1945
.............................. 2 November 1945
................................. 15 October 1945
19 oOctober 1945

9 October 1945

. 4 September 1945
................................. 21 December 1945
................................. 22 October 1945

obligations and rights that go with that status. In a letter
addressed to the Secretary-General on 19 July 1962, the Perma-
nent Representative of Syria to the United Nations communi-
cated to him the text of décret-loi No. 25 promulgated by the
President of the Syrian Arab Republic on 13 June 1962 and
stated the following:

“1t follows from article 2 of the text in question that
obligations contracted by the Syrian Arab Republic under
multilateral agreements and conventions during the period
of the Union with Egypt remain in force in Syria. The
period of the Union between Syria and Egypt extends from
22 February 1958 to 27 September 1961.”

Finally, in a communication dated 2 September 1971, the
Permanent Representative of the Arab Republic of Egypt to
the United Nations informed the Secretary-General that the
United Arab Republic had assumed the name of Arab Republic
of Egypt (Egypt), and, in a communication dated 13 Septem-
ber 1971, the Permanent Mission of the Syrian Arab Republic
stated that the official name of Syria was “Syrian Arab Re-
public”.

Accordingly, in so far as concerns any action taken by Egypt
or subsequently by the United Arab Republic in respect of any
instrument concluded under the auspices of the United Nations,
the date of such action is shown in the Ilist of States
opposite the name of Egypt. The dates of actions taken by
Syria prior to the formation of the United Arab
Republic are shown opposite the name of the Syrian Arab
Republic, as also are the dates of receipt of instruments of
accession or notification of application to the Syrian Province
deposited on behalf of the United Arab Republic during the
time when the Syrian Arab Republic formed part of the United
Arab Republic.



4 U.N. Charter— Original membership

State Ratification

E1 Salvador R 26 September 1945
Ethiopia e e e aae aaean 13 November 1945
France August 1945
Greece .eeeeennnnn. October 1945

Guatemala November 1945

Haiti September 1945
H onduras e s 17 December 1945
India L 30 October 1945
= o TSRS PRPRS 16 October 1945
lrag i e 21 December 1945
L ebanon e 15 October 1945
Liberia e 2 November 1945
Luxembourg e e e 17 October 1945
M exico November 1945

December 1945
September 1945
September 1945

Netherlands

New Zealand
Nicaragua

Norway November 1945
Panama November 1945
Paraguay October 1945
Peru October 1945
Philippines October 1945
Poland October 1945
Saudi Arabia October 1945

7 November 1945

South A frica (U nion of South A frica)4

Syrian Arab Republic (Syria)3 . e 19 October 1945
Turkey e s 28 September 1945
Ukrainian SSR e e 24 October 1945
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics October 1945
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Freland o e er ettt aeeaae e 20 October 1945
United States of AmMeriCa ... 8 August 1945
U FUGQUAY ettt et eaan 18 December 1945
Venezuela e e 15 November 1945
Y UGOSHAVIA e e 19 October 1945

4 In a communication addressed to the Secretary-General on from 31 May 1961, the Union of South Africa will be a
25 May 1961, the Permanent Representative of the Union of republic under the name of Republic of South Africa”.
South Africa to the United Nations informed him “that as



U.N. Charter—Admission of new Members

2. Declarations of acceptance of the obligations contained in the Charter of the
United Nations

(admission of States to membership in the United Nations in accordance with Article 4 of the Charter)1

Decision of the General Assembly

Registration and publication
of the Declarations2

United Nations

Registration Treaty Series

Date of

State Resolution adoption Date Number Volume Page
Afghanistan 34 (1) 9 November 1946 14 December 1946 7 1 39
Albania ... 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3043 223 23
Algeria ... 1754 (X V11) 8 October 1962 11 October 1962 6336 442 37
A ngola ... 31/44 1 December 1976 1 December 1976
AUStria... 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3044 223 27
Bahamas ... 3051 (X XVIll) 18 September 1973 18 September 1973 12760 891
Bahrain 2752 (XXV1) 21 September 1971 21 September 1971 11351 797 77
Bangladesh 3203 (X X1X) 17 September 1974 17 September 1974 13543
Barbados 2175 (X X 1) 9 December 1966 9 December 1966 8437 581 131
Benin2 . 1481 (X V) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5357 375 91
Bhutan 2751 (XXV1) 21 September 1971 21 September 1971 11340 796 295
Botswana.... 2136 (X X1) 17 October 1966 17 October 1966 8357 575 151
Bulgaria 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3045 223 31
BUFrma e, 188 (S-11) 19 April 1948 19 April 1948 225 15 3
Burundi 1749 (X VI1I) 18 September 1962 18 September 1962 6303 437 149
Cape Verde ... 3363 (XX X) 16 September 1975 16 September 1975
Central African

Empire2b ... 1488 (X V) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5363 375 115
Chad  .ceeeee, 1485 (X V) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5361 375 107
COMOroS  .eveeeens 3385 (X X X) 12 November 1975 12 November 1975
Congo3 v 1486 (X V) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5362 375 111
Cyprus.. 1489 (X V) 20 September 1960 9 June 1961 5711 397 283
D emocratic

Kampuchea3* 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3046 223 35
Democratic

Yemen4d ... 2310 (X X11) 14 December 1967 14 December 1967 8861 614 21
Equatorial

Guinea 2384 (XX 111) 12 November 1968 12 November 1968 9295 649 197
Fiji 2622 (XX V) 13 October 1970 13 October 1970 10789 752 207

1The Provisional Rules of Procedure of the General Assem-
bly (rules 113-116), under which the first six new Members
were admitted to membership in the United Nations, namely,
Afghanistan, Iceland, Pakistan, Sweden, Thailand and Yemen,
stipulated that the membership, in case of a favourable deci-
sion of the General Assembly, shall become effective on the
date on which the applicant State presented to the Secretary-
General an instrument of adherence. Accordingly, the member-
ship of Afghanistan, Iceland and Sweden became effective on
19 November 1946, that of Thailand on 16 December 1946 and
that of Pakistan and Yemen on 30 September 1947.

By resolution 116 (11) of 21 November 1947, the General
Assembly adopted new rules governing the admission of new
Members. Under these rules (135-139), a declaration, made in a
formal instrument, accepting the obligations contained in the
Giarter, shall be submitted to the Secretary-General by an
applicant State at the same time as the application for mem-
bership. The membership becomes effective, if the application
is approved, on the date on which the General Assembly takes
its decision on the application. Accordingly, for all Members
other than the six mentioned in the preceding paragraph, the
membership became effective on the respective dates shown in
the first column of this list

2 The declarations are registered ex officio by the Secretarial
on the effective dates of membership. However, since the
registration did not start until 14 December 1946, when the
General Assembly, by resolution 97 (1), adopted the regula-
tions to give effect to Article 102 of the Charter of the United
Nations, the declarations of Afghanistan, Iceland and Sweden
were registered on that date. Furthermore, in some instances,
where the declaration accepting the obligations contained in
the Charter was submitted to the Secretary-General together
with the application in cabled form or emanated from a repre-
sentative other than the Head of State or Government or the

Minister for Foreign Affairs, the registration was not effected
until the date of receipt by the Secretary-General of the
confirmation of the declaration in the formal instrument bear-
ing the signature of one of those authorities. (For the text
of the Regulations to give effect to Article 102 of the Charter
of the United Nations, adopted by General Assembly resolu-
tion 97 (1) of 14 December 1946 and modified by resolutions
364 B (I1V) and 482 (V) of 1 December 1949 and 12 Decem-
ber 1950, respectively, see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol.
76, p. XVII1.)

2ttIn a communication dated 2 December 1975, the Permanent
Mission of the People’s Republic of Benin to the United Nations
informed the Secretary-General that their country (formerly
Dahomey), would henceforth be known as “Benin”.

a In a communication dated 20 December 1976 the Perma-
nent Mission of the Central African Empire to the United
Nations informed the Secretary-General that, by a decision of
the extraordinary Congress of the Movement for the Social
Development of Black Africa (MESAN), held at Bangui from
10 November to 4 December 1976, the Central African Republic
had been constituted into the Central African Empire.

3 In a communication dated 15 November 1971, the Permanent
Mission of the People’s Republic of the Congo to the United Na-
tions informed the Secretary-General that their country would
thenceforth be known as “the Consro”

3aln a communication dated 28 December 1970, the Permanent
Representative of the Khmer Republic to the United Nations
informed the Secretary-General that Cambodia had assumed the
name of “Khmer Republic”.

In a communication dated 30 April 1975, the Royal Gov-
ernment of National Union of Cambodia informed the Secre-
tary-General that their country had reassumed the name of
“Cambodia”. In a communication dated 6 April 1976 the Gov-
ernment of Democratic Kampuchea informed the Secretary-



Decision of the General Assembly

U.N. Charter—Admission of new Members

Registration and publication
of the Declarations2

United Nations

Registration Treaty Series

Date of
State Resolution adoption Date Number Volume Page
Finland ... 995 (X) 14 December 1955 19 December 1955 3055 223 69
Gabon 1487 (X V) 20 September 1960 7 November 1960 5436 379 99
Gambia 2008 (X X) 21 September 1965 21 September 1965 7928 545 143
German Demo-
cratic Republic 3050 (XXVI1Il) 18 September 1973 18 September 1973 12758 891
Germany, Federal
R epublic of 3050 (X XV IIl) 18 September 1973 18 September 1973 12759 891
Ghana ... 1118 (X 1) 8 March 1957 8 March 1957 3727 261 113
Grenada 3204 (XX I1X) 17 September 1974 17 September 1974 13544
Guinea 1325 (X 111) 12 December 1958 12 December 1958 4595 317 77
Guinea-Bissau 3205 (X X1X) 17 September 1974 17 September 1974 13545
2133 (X X1) 20 September 1966 20 September 1966 8316 572 225
995 (X) 14 December 1955 15 December 1955 3054 223 65
34 (n 9 November 1946 14 December 1946 8 1 41
Indonesiab 491 (V) 28 September 1950 28 September 1950 916 71 153
Iretand 995 (X) 14 December 1955 29 November 1956 3594 254 223
Israel 273 (111) 11 May 1949 11 May 1949 448 30 53
ltaly 995 (X)) 14 December 1955 9 April 1956 3217 231 175
lvory Coast...... 1484 (XV) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5360 375 103
Jamaica . 1750 (X VII) 18 September 1962 18 September 1962 6304 437 153
Japan 1113 (X 1) 18 December 1956 18 December 1956 3626 256 167
Jordan 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3048 223 43
Kenya 1976 (XVIII) 16 December 1963 16 December 1963 7015 483 233
Kuwait 1872 (S-1V) 14 May 1963 14 May 1963 6705 463 213
Lao People's
Democratic
Republicb 995 (X)) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3049 223 47
Lesotho.... 2137 (X X1) 17 October 1966 17 October 1966 8358 575 155
Libyan Arab Re-
public? 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3050 223 51
M adagascar 1478 (X V) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5356 375 87
Malawi8 ... 1 December 1964 1 December 1964 7496 519 3

General that the name “Democratic Kampuchea” should hence-
forth be used.

4 Democratic Yemen was successively listed in the previous
editions as “Southern Yemen”, “People’s Republic of Southern
Yemen” and “People’s Democratic Republic of Yemen”. In a
communication addressed to the Secretary-General on 10 May
1972, the Permanent Representative of the People’'s Democratic
Republic of Yemen to the United Nations requested that, for
practical reasons, the name of the State be shortened to “Demo-
cratic Yemen”.

51In a letter addressed to the Secretary-General on 20 Janu-
ary 196S, the First Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Indonesia informed the Secretary-General
that “Indonesia has decided at this stage and under the pres-
ent circumstances to withdraw from the United Nations”. In
his reply of 26 February 1965, after noting the contents of the
letter from Indonesia, the Secretary-General expressed “the
earnest hope that in due time [Indonesia] will resume full co-
operation with the United Nations”. For the text of the letter
from Indonesia and the Secretary-General's reply, see docu-
ments A/5857 and Corr.l and A/5899.

In a telegram of 19 September 1966, the Government of
Indonesia informed the Secretary-General that it “has decided
to resume full co-operation with the United Nations and to
resume participation in its activities starting with the twenty-
first session of the General Assembly”. For the text of that
telegram, see document A/6419

At the 1420th plenary meeting of the General Assembly held
on 28_September 1966, the President of the General Assembly,
referring to the above-mentioned correspondence and to the
decision of the Government of Indonesia “to resume full co-

operation with the United Nations”, stated, inter alia, that “it
would appear, therefore, that the Government of Indonesia
considers that its recent absence from the Organization was
based not upon a withdrawal from the United Nations but
upon a cessation of co-operation. The action so far taken by
the United Nations on this matter would not appear to pre-
elude this view. If this is also the general view of the mem-
bership, the Secretary-General would give instructions for
the necessary administrative action to be taken for Indonesia
to participate again in the proceedings of the Organization....
Unless | hear any objection. 1 would assume that it is the will
of the membership that Indonesia should resume full partici-
pation in the activities of the United Nations and the
Secretary-General may proceed in the manner | have outlined.”
There having been no objection, the President invited the
representatives of Indonesia to take their seats in the General
Assembly. (See Official Records of the General Assembly,
Tzventy-first Session, Plenary Meetings, 1420th meeting.")

6 By a note dated 22 December 1975, the Permanent Mission
of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic to the United Nations
informed the Secretary-General that their country (formerly
“Laos”), had assumed the name of “Lao People’s Democratic
Republic”.

7in a communication dated 6 January 1971, the Chargé
d’'Affaires of the Libyan Arab Republic to the United Nations
informed the Secretary-General that the name “Libyan Arab
Republic” should be substituted for that of “Libva”.

8 The decision to admit Malawi and Malta to membership
in the United Nations was taken by the General Assembly
during its nineteenth session at the 1286th meeting held on
1 December 1964.
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Decision of the General Assembly

Registration and publication
of the Declarations2

United Nations

Registration Treaty Series

Date of

State Resolution adoption Date Number Volume Page
Malaysia8 1134 (X11) 17 September 1957 17 September 1957 3995 277 3
M aldives10 2009 (XX) 21 September 1965 21 September 1965 7929 545 147
Mali e, 1491 (XV) 28 September 1960 28 October 1960 5412 377 361
Malta8 ... 1 December 1964 1 December 1964 7497 519 7
Mauritania .... 1631 (XVI) 27 October 1961 26 March 1963 6576 457 59
Mauritius ... 2371 (XX11) 24 April 1968 24 April 1968 9064 634 217
Mongolia 1630 (XV1) 27 October 1961 17 July 1962 6261 434 141
M orocco 1111 (X1) 12 November 1956 12 November 1956 3575 253 77
M ozambique 3365 (XXX) 16 September 1975 16 September 1975
Nepal 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3051 223 55
Niger 1482 (XV) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5358 375 95
Nigeria 1492 (XV) 7 October 1960 8 May 1961 5688 395 237
Oman e 2754 (XXVI) 7 October 1971 7 October 1971 11359 797 225
Pakistan 108 (I11) 30 September 1947 30 September 1947 112 8 57
Papua New

Guinea 3368 (XXX) 10 October 1975 10 October 1975
Portugal 995 (X) 14 December 1955 21 February 1956 3155 229 3
Qatar e, 2753 (XXVI1) 21 September 1971 21 September 1971 11352 797 81
Romania 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3052 223 59
Rwanda ... 1748 (XVI11) 18 September 1962 18 September 1962 6302 437 145
Samoa 31/104 15 December 1976 15 December 1976
Sao Tome and

Principe 3364 (XXX) 16 September 1975 16 September 1975
Senegal 1490 (XV) 28 September 1960 28 September 1960 5374 376 79
Seychelles 31/1 21 September 1976 21 September 1976
Sierra Leone ... . 1623 (XVI) 27 September 1961 27 September 1961 5876 409 43
Singapore ... 2010 (XX) 21 September 1965 21 September 1965 7930 545 151
Somalia 1479 (XV) 20 September 1960 23 February 1961 5577 388 179
Spain e 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3053 223 63
Sri Lankall 995 (X) 14 December 1955 14 December 1955 3047 223 39
Sudan 1110 (X1) 12 November 1956 12 November 1956 3576 253 81
Surinam 3413 (XXX) 4 December 1975 4 December 1975
Swaziland ... 2376 (XXI1Il) 24 September 1968 24 September 1968 9252 646 177
Sweden ... 34 (1) 9 November 1946 14 December 1946 9 1 43
Thailand ... 101 (1) 15 December 1946 16 December 1946 11 1 47
T ogo 1477 (XV) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5355 375 83
Trinidad and

T obago 1751 (XVII) 18 September 1962 18 September 1962 6305 437 157
Tunisia 1112 (X1) 12 November 1956 12 November 1956 3577 253 85
Uganda 1758 (XVII) 25 October 1962 25 October 1962 6357 443 a7
United Arab

Emirates 2/94 (XXVI) 9 December 1971 9 December 1971 11424 802

90n 16 September 1963, the Permanent Representative of
Malaysia to the United Nations addressed to the Secretary-
General the following communication:

“By the Constitutional process of Amendment provided for
in Article 159 of the Constitution of the Federation of
Malaya carried out recently in both Houses of Parliament
with the requisite two-thirds majorities, the name of the
State as set out in Article 1 thereof has been changed from
‘Federation of Malaya' to ‘Malaysia’.

“This Mission has therefore from this date assumed the
name of ‘Permanent Mission of Malaysia to the United Na-
tions’.

“1 shall be grateful for your having this change noted
and also for your bringing it to the notice of all Missions
accredited to the United Nations”

Subsequently, the Government of Malaysia confirmed to the
Secretary-General that all multilateral treaties, in respect of

which he acts as depositary and to which the Federation of
Malaya has become a party either by succession or by ratifi-
cation or accession, continue to be binding on Malaysia, and
that henceforth Malaysia should be listed in the relevant
United Nations publications as a party to those treaties.

10 In a letter of 14 April 1969, the Permanent Representative
of the Republic of Maldives to the United Nations informed
the Secretary-General that “after the change from a Sultanate
to a Republican Administration, the Maldivian Government has
decided that the country be known as ‘Alaldives’ instead of
‘Maldive Islands’ and that the full title of the State be called
‘Republic of Maldives’”.

11 In the previous editions of this publication, Sri Lanka was
listed as Ceylon. In a communication addressed to the Secre-
tary-General on 29 August 1972, the Chargé d'Affaires a.i. of
the Permanent Mission of Sri Lanka to the United Nations
stated that the official designation “Sri Lanka” should be used.
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U.N. Charter—Admission of new Members

Registration and publication
of the Declarations2

United Nations

Registration Treaty Series

Date of
State Resolution adoption Date Number  Volume Page
United R epublic
of Cameroon12 . 1476 (XV) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5354 375 79
United Republic
of Tanzanial3
Tanganyika 1667 (XVI) 14 December 1961 14 December 1961 6000 416 147
Zanzibar 1975 (XVII1l) 16 December 1963 16 December 1963 7016 483 237
Upper Volta 1483 (XV) 20 September 1960 20 September 1960 5359 375 929
Yemen 108 (I1) 30 September 1947 30 September 1947 113 8 59
Zaireld 1480 (XV) 20 September 1960 2 January 1962 6020 418 157
Zambials 1 December 1964 1 December 1964 7498 519 1

12 In a letter addressed to the Secretary-General, the President
of the United Republic of Cameroon requested that the latter
designation be used thenceforth. The United Republic of Cam-
eroon appeared in the previous issues of this publication under
the name “Cameroon”.

13In a note addressed to the Secretary-General on 6 May
1964, the Ministry of External Affairs of the United Republic
of Tanzania informed him that, following the signature and
ratification of the Articles of Union between the Republic of
Tanganyika and the People’s Republic of Zanzibar, the two
countries had been united on 26 April 1964, as one sovereign
State under the name of the United Republic of Tanganyika
and Zanzibar. The Ministry further asked the Secretary-
General “to note that the United Republic of Tanganyika and
Zanzibar declares that it is now a single Member of the
United Nations bound by the provisions of the Charter, and
that all international treaties and agreements in force between
the Republic of Tanganyika or the People's Republic of Zanzi-
bar and other States or international organizations will, to the
extent that their implementation is consistent with the consti-
tutional position established by the Articles of the Union,
remain in force within the regional limits prescribed on their
conclusion and in accordance with the principles of inter-
national law”.

In communicating the above-mentioned note, in accordance
with the request contained therein, to all States Members of
the United Nations, to the principal organs of the United
Nations and to the subsidiary organs of the United Nations
to which Tanganyika and Zanzibar had been appointed, and
to the specialized agencies of the United Nations and the
International Atomic Energy Agency, the Secretary-General

stated that he “is taking action, within the limits of his admin-
istrative responsibilities, to give effect to the declaration in
the attached note that the United Republic of Tanganyika and
Zanzibar is now a single Member of the United Nations
bound by the provision of the Charter. This action is under-
taken without prejudice to and pending such action as other
organs of the United Nations may take on the basis of the
notification of the establishment of the United Republic of
Tanganyika and Zanzibar.” No objection was raised in this
regard in any of the organs concerned.

In a communication addressed to the Secretary-General on
2 November 1964, the Permanent Mission of the United Re-
public of Tanganyika and Zanzibar informed him that “the
United Republic of Tanganyika and Zanzibar shall, with
immediate effect, be known as the United Republic of Tan-
zania” .

Subsequently, the Government of the United Republic of
Tanzania confirmed to the Secretary-General that the United
Republic of Tanzania continues to be bound by multilateral
treaties in respect of which the Secretary-General acts as
depositary and which had been signed, ratified or acceded to
on behalf of Tanganyika.

14 In a communication dated 27 October 1971, the Permanent
Representative of the Republic of Zaire to the United Nations
informed the Secretary-General that the Democratic Republic
of the Congo would thenceforth be known as the “Republic
oil Zaire”.

15 The decision to admit Zambia to membership in the United
Nations was taken by the General Assembly during its nine-
teenth session at the 1286th meeting held on 1 December 1964.



1.C.J. Statute— Parties

3. Statute of the

All members of the United Nations.1
Switzerland as from 28 July 1948.2
Liechtenstein as from 29 March 1950.®
San Marino as from 18 February 1954.4

Parties:

1See pages 3 to 8. Before becoming a Member of the
United Nations, Japan was a party to the Statute of the
International Court of Justice from 2 April 1954 to 18 Decem-
ber 1956; for the text of the declaration by the Government
of Japan accepting the conditions determined upon the recom-
mendation of the Security Council by the General Assembly
in resolution 805 (VII11) of 9 December 1953 for Japan to
become a party to _the Statute of the Court, see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 188, p. 137.

2 Upon the recommendation of the Security Council, adopted
on 15 November 1946, the General Assembly by resolution
91 (1) adopted on 11 December 1946, and in pursuance of
Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter, determined the condi-
tions on which Switzerland could become a Party to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice. On 28 July 1948,
a declaration accepting these conditions was deposited with
the Secretary-General on behalf of Switzerland (registered
under No. 271; see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 17,
p. 111) and accordingly, on that date Switzerland became a
Party to the Statute of the International Court of Justice.

8 Upon the recommendation of the Security Council, adopted

International

Court of Justice

on 1 September 1949, the General Assembly by resolution
363 (1V) adopted on 1 December 1949, and in pursuance of
Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter, determined the condi-
tions on which Liechtenstein could become a Party to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice. On 29 Mardi
1950, a declaration accepting these conditions was deposited
with the Secretary-General on behalf of Liechtenstein (regis-
tered under No. 758; see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol.
51, p. 115) and accordingly on that date Liechtenstein became
a party to the Statute of the International Court of Justice.

4  Upon the recommendation of the Security Council, adopted
on 3 December 1953, the General Assembly by resolution
806 (VI11) adopted on 9 December 1953, and in pursuance of
Article 93, paragraph 2, of the Charter, determined the condi-
tions on which San Marino could become a Party to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice. On 18 February
1954, a declaration accepting these conditions was deposited
with the Secretary-General on behalf of San Marino (regis-
tered under No. 2495; see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol.
186, p. 295) and accordingly on that date San Marino became
a Party to the Statute of the International Court of Justice.
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1.C.J. Statute— Declarations under Art. 36 (2)

4. Declarations recognizing as compulsory the jurisdiction of
the International Court of Justice

States which have made declarations under Article 36, paragraph 2 of the Statute of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice or whose declarations made under Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute
of the Permanent Court of International Justice are deemed to be acceptances of the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justicel

Australia Honduras

A ustria India
Belgium Israel
Botswana Japan
Canada Kenya
Colombia?2 Liberia

Costa Rica

Democratic Kampuchea Luxembourg?2

Denmark Malawi
Dominican Republic2 Malta

Egypt Mauritius

E1 Salvador M exico
Finland Netherlands
Gambia New Zealand2
Haiti2 Nicaragua?2

Note. The declarations recognizing as compulsory the juris-
diction of the International Court of Justice, deposited with
the Secretary-General by the Governments of Bolivia, Brazil,
Guatemala, Thailand and Turkey were made for specified
periods of time winch expired. For the texts of those declara-
tions, see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1, p. 49 (Guate-
mala) ; vol. 15, p. 221 (Brazil); vol. 16, p. 207 (Bolivia) ; vol.
65, p. 157 (Thailand), and vol. 191, p. 357; vol. 308, p. 301;
vol. 491, p. 385 and vol. 604, p. 349 (Turkey).

In a communication received by the Secretary-General on
12 April 1967, the Government of South Africa gave notice of
withdrawal and termination, with effect from that date, of
the declaration of 12 September 1955. For the text of the
said declaration, winch was deposited with the Secretary-
General on 13 September 1955, and for the notice of termination,
see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 216, p 115, and vol. 595,
p 363 respectively.

A declaration recognizing as compulsory the jurisdiction of
the International Court of Justice had been deposited on 26

Texts of the

Liechtenstein

Nigeria

Norway
Pakistan
Panama?2
Philippines
Portugal
Somalia

Sudan
Swaziland
Sweden
Switzerland
Uganda

United Kingdom
United States of America
Uruguay?

October 1946 with the Secretary-General on behalf of the Re-
public of China (for the text of that declaration, see United
Nations, Treaty Scries, vol. 1, p. 35). In a communication re-
ceived by the Secretary-General on 5 December 1972, the Gov-
ernment of the People’'s Republic of China indicated that it
does not recognize the statement made by the defunct Chinese
government on 26 October 1946 in accordance with paragraph 2
of Article 36 of the Statute of the International Court of
Justice concerning the acceptance of the compulsory jurisdiction
of the Court.

In a notification received by the Secretary-General on 10 Jan-
uary 1974, the Government of France gave notice of the termi-
nation of the declaration of 20 May 1966. For the text of that
declaration, see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 562, p. 71.

1 See paragraph 5 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice

2 States having made declarations under Article 36, para-
graph 2, of the Statute of the Permanent Court of International
Justice

declarations

(The date shozvn after the name of the State indicates the date of deposit of the declaration)

(a) Declarations made under Article 36, paragraph 2

AUSTRALIA
17 March 19753

Whereas on the first day of November one thousand
nine hundred and forty-five Australia ratified the Charter
of the United Nations of which the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice is an integral part; and

Whereas Australia made a declaration under para-
graph 2 of Article 36, of the said Statute on the sixth
day of February, one thousand nine hundred and fifty-
four ; and

Whereas Australia desires to withdraw the said dec-
laration ;

The Government if Australia hereby withdraws the
3 Registered on 17 March 1975. This declaration replaces that

of 6 February 1954 registered under No. 2484; see United
Nations, Treaty Scries, vol. 186, p. 77.

of the Statute of the International Court of Justice

said declaration and declares for and on behalf of
Australia that it recognises as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, in relation to any other
State accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of
the International Court of Justice, in conformity with
paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court,
until such time as notice may be given to withdraw this
declaration.

The Government of Australia further declares that
this declaration does not apply to any dispute in regard
to which the parties thereto have agreed or shall agree
to have recourse to some other method of peaceful settle-
ment.

In witness whereof, 1, Edward Gough Whitlam,
Prime Minister acting for and on behalf of the Minister
of State for Foreign Affairs of Australia, have hereunto
set my hand and affixed the seal of the Minister of State
for Foreign Affairs.
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Dated this thirteenth day of March, one thousand
nine hundred and seventy-five.

(Signed) Edward Gough W niti1am

Prime Minister acting for

and on behalf of the Minister

of State for Foreign Affairs

of Australia.

AUSTRIA

19 May 19714

| hereby declare that the Republic of Austria recog-
nizes as compulsory ipso facto and without special agree-
ment, in relation to any other state which accepts or has
accepted the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Court of Justice in all legal disputes referred to
in paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice.

This Declaration does not apply to any dispute in
respect of which the parties thereto have agreed or shall
agree to have recourse to other means of peaceful settle-
ment for its final and binding decision.

This Declaration shall remain in force for a period of
five years and thereafter until it will be terminated or
modified by a written declaration.

D one at Vienna on 28 April 1971.

(Signed) Franz Jonas
The Federal President

BELGIUM

17 June 19585

| declare on behalf of the Belgian Government that
| recognize as compulsory ipso facto and without spe-
cial agreement, in relation to any other State accepting
the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the International
Court of Justice, in conformity with Article 36, para-
graph 2 of the Statute of the Court, in legal disputes
arising after 13 July 1948 concerning situations or facts
subsequent to that date, except those in regard to which
the parties have agreed or may agree to have recourse
to another method of pacific settlement.

This declaration is made subject to ratification.6 It
shall take effect on the day of deposit of the instru-
ment of ratification for a period of five years. Upon
the expiry of that period, it shall continue to have effect
until notice of its termination is given.

Brussels, 3 April 1958

(Slgned) V. Larock
Minister of Foreign Affairs

BOTSWANA
16 March 19707

“l, Sir Seretse Khama, President of the Republic
of Botswana, have the honour to declare on behalf of

4 Registered under No. 11092; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 778, p. 301.
5 Registered under No. 4364; see United Nations, Treaty

Series, vol. 302, p. 251. The previous declaration, valid for a
period of five years, was deposited by Belgium on 13 July 1948:
see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 16, p. 203.

6 The instrument of ratification was deposited on 17 June
1958.

7 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 721, p. 121.

10359; see United Nations, Treaty
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the Government of the Republic of Botswana, that it
recognises as compulsory ipso facto and without special
agreement, on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction
of the International Court of Justice, in accordance with
paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court.

“This Declaration does not extend :

“(a) to disputes in respect of which the parties have
agreed or shall agree to have recourse to another
means of peaceful settlement; or

to disputes relating to matters which, by inter-
national law, are essentially within the domestic
jurisdiction of the Republic of Botswana.

“The Government of the Republic of Botswana also
reserves the right at any time, by means of a notification
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations, and with effect as from the moment of such
notification, either to add to, amend or withdraw any
of the foregoing reservations, or any that may hereafter
be added.

“Done at Gaborone this 14th day of January in the
year of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and
seventy.”

“(b)

(Signed) Seretse M. K hama
President
CANADA
7 April 19709
“On behalf of the Government of Canada,

“(1) 1 give notice that | hereby terminate the ac-
ceptance by Canada of the compulsory jurisdic-
tion of the International Court of Justice
hitherto effective by virtue of the declaration
made on September 20, 192910 and ratified on
July 28, 1930, under Article 36 of the Statute
of the Permanent Court of International Justice,
and made applicable to the International Court
of Justice by paragraph 5 of Article 36 of the
Statute of that Court.

“(2) | declare that the Government of Canada ac-
cepts as compulsory ipso facto and without
special convention, on condition of reciprocity,
the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice, in conformity with paragraph 2 of Ar-
ticle 36 of the Statute of the Court, until such
time as notice may be given to terminate the
acceptance, over all disputes arising after the
present declaration with regard to situations or
facts subsequent to this declaration, other than :
“(a) disputes in regard to which parties have

agreed or shall agree to have recourse
to some other method of peaceful settle-
ment ;
disputes with the Government of any
other country which is a member of the
Commonwealth of Nations, all of which
disputes shall be settled in such manner
as the parties have agreed or shall agree;
disputes with regard to questions which
by international law fall exclusively
within the jurisdiction of Canada;

“(b)

“(c)

9 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 724, p. 63

10see Yearbook of the International Court of Justice 1968-
1969, p. 46.

10415; see United Nations, Treaty
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"(d) disputes arising out of or concerning
jurisdiction or rights claimed or exercised
by Canada in respect of the conservation,
management or exploitation of the living
resources of the sea, or in respect of the
prevention or control of pollution or con-
tamination of the marine environment in
marine areas adjacent to the coast of
Canada.

“(3) The Government of Canada also reserves the
right at any time, by means of a notification ad-
dressed to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations, and with effect as from the moment
of such notification, either to add to, amend
or withdraw any of the foregoing reservations,
or any that may hereafter be added.”

New York, April 7, 1970
(Slgned) YVvVon Beaulne
Ambassador and Permanent Representative

COSTA RICA
20 February 197311

The Government of Costa Rica recognizes as compul-
sory ipso facto and without special agreement, in relation
to any other State accepting the same obligation, the
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice in all
legal disputes of the kinds referred to in Article 36,
paragraph 2, of the Statute of the International Court
of Justice. This Declaration shall be valid for a period
of five years and shall be understood to be tacitly re-
newed for like periods, unless denounced before the
expiration of the said period.

(Signed) Gonzalo J. Facio

Minister for Foreign Affairs

DEMOCRATIC KAMPUCHEA
19

On behalf of the Royal Government of Cambodia
| have the honour to declare that, in accordance with
Article 36, paragraph 2 of the Statute of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice, | recognize as compulsory ipso
facto and without special agreement, in relation to any
other State Member of the United Nations, accepting
the same obligation, that is to say on condition of reci-
procity, the jurisdiction of the said Court in all legal
disputes, other than:

1. Disputes in regard to which the Parties to
the dispute have agreed or shall agree to have re-
course to some other method of peaceful settlement;

2. Disputes with regard to questions which by
international law fall exclusively within the jurisdic-
tion of the Kingdom of Cambodia;

3. Disputes relating to any matter excluded from
judicial settlement or compulsory arbitration by
virtue of any treaty, convention or other international
agreement or instrument to which the Kingdom of
Cambodia is a party.

This declaration is valid for ten years from the
date of its deposit. It shall remain in force thereafter

11 Registered under No. 12294
lla Registered under No. 3998;
Series, vol. 277. p. 77.

see United Nations, Treaty
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until notice to the contrary has been given by the
Royal Government of Cambodia.

Phnom-Penh, 9 September 1957
(Signed) Sim Vvar

DENMARK
10

In conformity with the Royal Decree of 3 December
1956, | have the honour, on behalf of the Danish
Government, to make the following declaration:

Pursuant to Article 36, paragraph 2 of the Statute
of the International Court of Justice, the Kingdom of
Denmark recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement the jurisdiction of the Court
in relation to any other State accepting the same obli-
gation, that is to say on condition of reciprocity, for a
period of five years from 10 December 1956 and there-
after for further periods of five years, if this declara-
tion is not denounced by notice of not less than six
months before the expiration of any five-year period.
New York, 10 December 1956

(Signed) Karl I. Esketund
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary,
Permanent Representative to the United Nations

EGYPT

22 July 195713
“1, Mahmoud Fawzi, Minister for Foreign Affairs
of the Republic of Egypt, declare on behalf of the
Government of the Republic of Egypt, that, in accord-
ance with Article 36 (2) of the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice and in pursuance and for
the purposes of paragraph 9 (b) of the Declaration14
of the Government of the Republic of Egypt dated
April 24, 1957 on the ‘Suez Canal and the arrange-
ments for its operation’, the Government of the Re-
public of Eggpptastrit @papnpulsory ipso facto, on
condition of reciprocity and without special agree-
ment, the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice in all legal disputes that may arise under the
said paragraph 9 (b) of the above Declaration dated

April 24, 1957, with effect as from that date.

“18th July, 1957~
(Signed) Mahmoud Fawzi

EL SALVADOR
26 November 197315

In my capacity as Minister for Foreign Affairs and
on behalf of the Government of the Republic of El
Salvador,

12 Registered under No. 3646; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 257, p. 35. This declaration replaces that of 10
December 1946; see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1,
p. 45.

13 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 272, p. 225.

14 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 265, p. 299.

15 Registered under No. 12837. With respect to this declaration
the Secretary-General received on 3 July and 9 September 1974,
respectively, a declaration from the Government of Honduras
and a second declaration from the Government of EIl Salvador
(those declarations also registered under No. 12837 on the re-
spective dates of their receipt, and to be published in volume 899
of the United Nations Treaty Series).

3940; see United Nations, Treaty

3821; see United Nations, Treaty
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Considering that Article 36, paragraph 5, of the
Statute of the International Court of Justice provides
that a declaration made under Article 36 of the Statute
of the Permanent Court of International Justice makes
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice
compulsory in accordance with the terms of the original
declaration,

Considering that the Government of El Salvador, in
accordance with the Agreement of the Executive Au-
thority of 26 May 1930, ratified by the Legislative Au-
thority in accordance with Decree No. 110 of 3 July
1930, made a declaration16 recognizing the compulsory
jurisdiction of the Permanent Court of International
Justice, with the reservations set forth in the same docu-
ment and on the basis of the Political Constitution of
the Republic which, at the time, was that promulgated
on 24 August 1886,

Considering that, after the notification of that dec-
laration, other Political Constitutions of the Republic
have been promulgated, the latest being that currently
in effect as from 24 January 1962, and that moreover,
after that declaration, the United Nations Charter was
adopted on 26 June 1945 and the Charter of the Organi-
zation of American States on 30 April 1948, revised by
the Protocol of Buenos Aires in 1967 ;

Considering that, consequently, the terms of the dec-
laration must be adapted to accord with those postulated
in the Political Constitution currently in effect, and
with the present circumstances ; bearing in mind, further-
more, the texts of similar declarations made by other
States Members of the United Nations,

I therefore:

Make the following declaration:

In accordance with Article 36, paragraph 2, of the
Statute of the International Court of Justice, EI Salvador
recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and without special
agreement, in relation to any other State accepting the
same obligation, the jurisdiction of the Court in all legal
disputes concerning:

(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

(b) Any question of international law;

(c) The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international obli-
gation;

(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to be made
for the breach of an international obligation.

This declaration shall apply solely to situations or
facts that may arise after this date; it is made on con-
dition of reciprocity in relation to any other State party
to any dispute with El Salvador and is subject to the
following exceptions, on which El Salvador does not
accept the Court’s compulsory jurisdiction :

(1) Disputes which the parties have agreed or may
agree to submit to other means of peaceful
settlement ;

Disputes which, under International law, fall

exclusively within the domestic jurisdiction

of El Salvador;

Disputes with EI

relating to:

(1
Salvador concerning or

(1)

i® See Yearbook oj the International Court of Justice 1972-
1973, p. 59.
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(1) The status of its territory or the modification
or delimitation of its frontiers or any other
matter concerning boundaries;

(2) The territorial sea and the corresponding con-
tinental slope or continental shelf and the re-
sources thereof, unless El Salvador accepts
the jurisdictoin in that particular case;

(3) The condition of its islands, bays and gulfs
and that of the bays and gulfs that for historical
reasons belong to it or are under a system of
joint ownership, whether or not recognized
by rulings of international tribunals ;
The airspace superjacent to its land and mari-
time territory;
Disputes relating to or connected with facts
or situations of hostilities, armed conflicts,
individual or collective actions taken in self-
defence, resistance to aggression, fulfilment of
obligations imposed by international bodies,
and other similar or related acts, measures or
situations in which El Salvador is, has been
or may at some time be involved;

Pre-existing disputes, it being understood that
this includes any dispute the foundations, rea-
sons, facts, causes, origins, definitions, allega-
tions or bases of which existed prior to this
date, even if they are submitted or brought to
the knowledge of the Court hereafter; and
Disputes that may arise over the interpreta-
tion or implementation of a multilateral treaty
unless (i) all the parties to the treaty are also
parties in the case before the Court, or (ii) El
Salvador expressly accepts the Court’s juris-
diction in that particular case.

This declaration revokes and replaces the previous
declaration made before the Permanent Court of Inter-
national Justice and will remain in effect for a period
of five years from this date. The above shall not preju-
dice the right which El Salvador reserves to be able
at any time to modify, add to, clarify or derogate from
the exceptions presented in it

This declaration is made in compliance with Execu-
tive Agreement No. 826 of 24 November 1973, ratified
by the Legislative Authority under Decree No. 488 of
26 November 1973.

(Signed) Mauricio A. Borgonovo Poht,
Minister for Foreign Affairs
of El Salvador

(4)

(1Vv)

(V)

(V1)

FINLAND
25 June 195817

On behalf of the Finnish Government, | hereby de-
clare that | recognize as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, in relation to any other
state accepting the same obligation, that is to say, on
condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Court of Justice, in accordance with Article 36,
paragraph 2 of the Statute of the Court, for a period
of five years from 25 June 1958. This declaration shall
be renewed by tacit agreement for further periods of
the same duration, unless it is denounced not later

17 Registered under No. 4376; see United Nations, Treaty

Series, vol. 303, p. 137.
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than six months before the expiry of any such period.

This declaration shall apply only to disputes arising in

regard to situations or facts subsequent to 25 June

1958.

New York, 25 June 1958

(Slgned) G. A. Gripenberg

Permanent Representative of Finland

to the United Nations

GAMBIA
22 June 196618

“In accordance with Article 36, paragraph 2, of the
Statute of the International Court of Justice, | declare,
on behalf of the Government of the Gambia, that the
Gambia recognises as compulsory ipso facto and with-
out special agreement, in relation to any other State
accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice until such time as notice
may be given to terminate the acceptance, over all
disputes arising in the future concerning:

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

“(b) Any question of international law;

“(c) The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international obliga-
tion;

“(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obligation;
“with the reservation, however, that this declaration
does not apply to

“(a) Disputes in regard to which the parties have
agreed to a settlement other than by recourse to the
International Court of Justice;

“(b) Disputes with any country in the Common-
wealth ;

“(c) Disputes which, by international law, fall ex-
clusively within the jurisdiction of the Gambia.”
Bathhurst, The Gambia
14th June, 1966

(Signed) A. B. N'jie
Minister of State for External Affairs

HONDURAS
10 March 196019

The Government of the Republic of Honduras, duly
authorized by the National Congress, under Decree
No. 99 of 29 January 1960, to renew the Declaration
referred to in Article 36 (2) of the Statute of the
International Court of Justice,

Hereby declares:

1 That it renews the Declaration made by it for
period of six years on 19 April 195420 and deposited
with the Secretary-General of the United Nations on
24 May 1954, the term of which will expire on 24 May
1960; recognizing as compulsory ipso facto and with-
out special agreement, in relation to any other State
accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the

*8 Registered under No. 8232; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 565, p. 21.
19 Registered under No. 236; see United Nations, Treaty

Series, vol. 353, p. 309.
20 United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 15, p. 217, and vol. 190,
p. 377.
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International Court of Justice in all legal disputes con-
cerning:

(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

(b) Any question of international law;

(c) The existence of any fact which, if estab-
lished, would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

(d) The nature and extent of the reparation to
be made for the breach of an international obligation.

2. This new Declaration is made on condition of
reciprocity, for an indefinite term, starting from the
date on which it is deposited with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations.

National Palace, Tegucigalpa, D.C.,
20 February 1960.
(Signed) Ramon Vitteda Morales
The Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs:
(Signed) Andres A 1varado Puerto

INDIA

18

| have the honour to declare, on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of the Republic of India, that they accept, in
conformity with paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute
of the Court, until such time as notice may be given to
terminate such acceptance, as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, and on the basis and condition
of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International Court
of Justice over all disputes other than:

(1) disputes in regard to which the parties to the
dispute have agreed or shall agree to have re-
course to some other method or methods of set-
tlement ;

disputes with the government of any State which
is or has been a Member of the Commonwealth
of Nations;

disputes in regard to matters which are essen-
tially within the domestic jurisdiction of the
Republic of India;

disputes relating to or connected with facts or
situations of hostilities, armed conflicts, individ-
ual or collective actions taken in self-defence,
resistance to aggression, fulfilment of obliga-
tions imposed by international bodies, and other
similar or related acts, measures or situations
in which India is, has been or may in future be
involved ;

disputes with regard to which any other party
to a dispute has accepted the compulsory juris-
diction of the International Court of Justice ex-
clusively for or in relation to the purposes of
such dispute; or where the acceptance of the
Court’'s compulsory jurisdiction on behalf of a
party to the dispute was deposited or ratified less
than 12 months prior to the filing of the applica-
tion bringing the dispute before the Court ;

(6) disputes where the jurisdiction of the Court is

(2)

(3)

(4)

()

21 Registered on 18 September 1974. The declaration of 14 Sep-
tember 1959, deposited with the Secretary-General on the Same
date and superseded by the declaration reproduced herein, is
reproduced in United Nations Treaty Series, vol. 340, p. 289.
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or may be founded on the basis of a treaty con-
cluded under the auspices of the League of Na-
tions, unless the Government of India specially
agree to jurisdiction in each case;

disputes concerning the interpretation or appli-
cation of a multilateral treaty unless all the par-
ties to the treaty are also parties to the case
before the Court or Government of India spe-
cially agree to jurisdiction;

disputes with the government of any State with
which, on the date of an application to bring a
dispute before the Court, the Government of
India has no diplomatic relations or which has
not been recognized by the Government of India;
disputes with non-sovereign States or territories;
disputes with India concerning or relating to:

(a) The status of its territory or the modifica-
tion or delimitation of its frontiers or any
other matter concerning boundaries ;

the territorial sea, the continental shelf and
the margins, the exclusive fishery zone, the
exclusive economic zone, and other zones
of national maritime jurisdiction including
for the regulation and control of marine
pollution and the conduct of scientific re-
search by foreign vessels;

the condition and status of its islands, bays
and gulfs and that of the bays and gulfs that
for historical reasons belong to it;

the airspace superjacent to its land and
maritime territory; and

the determination and delimitation of its
maritime boundaries.

disputes prior to the date of this declaration,
including any dispute the foundations, reasons,
facts, causes, origins, definitions, allegations or
bases of which existed prior to this date, even
if they are submitted or brought to the know-
ledge of the Court hereafter.

(7)

(8)

9)
(10)

(b)

(c)

(d)
(e)

(11)

15

Statute of the Court in all legal disputes concerning
situations or facts which may arise subsequent to 25
October 1951 provided that such dispute does not
involve a legal title created or conferred by a Govern-
ment or authority other than the Government of Israel
or an authority under the jurisdiction of that Govern-
ment.

“This Declaration does not apply to:

“(c) Any dispute in respect to which the parties
have agreed or shall agree to have recourse to another
means of peaceful settlement;

“(b) Any dispute relating to matters which are
essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of the State
of Israel,

“(c) Any dispute between the State of Israel and
any other State whether or not a member of the United
Nations which does not recognize Israel or which re-
fuses to establish or to maintain normal diplomatic
relations with Israel and the absence or breach of
normal relations precedes the dispute and exists inde-
pendently of that dispute;

“(d) Disputes arising out of events occurring be-
tween 15 May 1948 and 20 July 1949;

“(e) Without prejudice to the operation of sub-
paragraph (d) above, disputes arising out of, or having
reference to, any hostilities, war, state of war, breach
of the peace, breach of armistice agreement or belliger-
ent or military occupation (whether such war shall
have been declared or not, and whether any state of
belligerency shall have been recognized or not) in
which the Government of Israel are or may have been
or may be involved at any time.

“The validity of the present Declaration is from 25
October 1956 and it remains in force for disputes aris-
ing after 25 October 1951 until such time as notice
may be given to terminate it.

“INn witness whereof |, Golda Meir, Minister for
Foreign Affairs, have hereunto caused the Seal of the
Ministry for Foreign Affairs to be affixed, and have
subscribed my signature at Jerusalem this Twenty

2. This declaration revokes and replaces the previous Eighth day of Tishri, Five Thousand Seven Hundred

declaration made by the Government of India on
14th September 1959.
(Signed) (Swaran Singh)

Minister of External Affairs

ISRAEL

17 October 195622

"On behalf of the Government of Israel | declare
that Israel recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, in relation to all other
Members of the United Nations and to any non-mem-
ber State which becomes a party to the Statute of the
International Court of Justice pursuant to Article 93,
paragraph 2, of the Charter, and subject to reciprocity,
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice
in accordance with Article 36, paragraph 2, of the

22 Registered under No. 3571; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 252, p. 301. This declaration replaces that of 4
September 1950, which took effect on 25 October 1951, the date
of deposit of the instrument of ratification, and which _was
made for a period of five years from the date of deposit of

the instrument of ratification; see United Nations, Treaty

Series, vol. 108, p. 239.

and Seventeen which corresponds to the Third day of
October, One Thousand Nine Hundred and Fifty Six.”

(Signed) Golda ™M eir

JAPAN
15

“1 have the honour, by direction of the Minister for
Foreign Affairs, to declare on behalf of the Govern-
ment of Japan, that in conformity with paragraph 2
of Article 36 of the Statute of the International Court
of Justice, Japan recognizes as compulsory ipso facto
and without special agreement, in relation to any other
State accepting the same obligation and on condition
of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International
Court of Justice, over all disputes which arise on and
after the date of the present declaration with regard
to situations or facts subsequent to the same date and
which are not settled by other means of peaceful settle-
ment.

“This declaration does not apply to disputes which

23 Registered under No. 4517,

Series, vol. 312, p. 155.

see United Nations, Treaty
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the parties thereto have agreed or shall agree to refer
for final and binding decision to arbitration or judicial
settlement.

“This declaration shall remain in force for a period
of five years and thereafter until it may be terminated
by a written notice.”

New York, 15 September 1958
(Signed) Koto M atsudaira
Permanent Representative of Japan
to the United Nations

KENYA
19 April 196524

"l have the honour to declare, on behalf of the
Government of the Republic of Kenya, that it accepts,
in conformity with paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the
Statute of the International Court of Justice until
such time as notice may be given to terminate such
acceptance, as compulsory ipso facto and without
special agreement, and on the basis and condition of
reciprocity, the jurisdiction over all disputes arising
after 12th December, 1963, with regard to situations
or facts subsequent to that date, other than:

1. Disputes in regard to which the parties to the
dispute have agreed or shall agree to have recourse to
some other method or methods of settlement;

2. Dispute with the Government of any State which,
on the date of this Declaration, is a member of the
Commonwealth of Nations or may so become sub-
sequently ;

3. Disputes with regard to questions which by gen-
eral rules of International Law fall exclusively within
the jurisdiction of Kenya,;

4. Disputes concerning any question relating to or
arising out of belligerent or military occupation or the
discharge of any functions pursuant to any recom-
mendation or decision of an organ of the United
Nations, in accordance with which the Government of
the Republic of Kenya have accepted obligations.

The Government of the Republic of Kenya reserves
the right at any time by means of a notification ad-
dressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations
to add to, amend, or withdraw any of the foregoing
reservations. Such notifications shall be effective on
the date of their receipt by the Secretary-General of
the United Nations.”
12th April, 1965

(Signed) Joseph M urumbi
Minister for External Affairs

LIBERIA
20 March 195225 2%

“On behalf of the Government of the Republic of
Liberia, I, Gabriel L. Dennis, Secretary of State of
Liberia, subject to ratificationZ7 declare that the Repub-
lic of Liberia recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, in relation to any other

24 Registered under No. 7697; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol 531, p. 113.

25, 26 Registered under No. 2145; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 163, p. 117.

27 The instrument of ratification was deposited on 17 April
1953
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State, also a party to the Statute pursuant to Article 93
of the United Nations Charter, which accepts the same
obligation (i.e., subject to reciprocity), the jurisdiction
of the International Court of Justice in all legal dis-
putes arising after ratification concerning:

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

“(b) Any question of international law;

“(c) The existence of any fact which, if estab-
lished, would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

“(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to
be made for the breach of an international obligation.
“This declaration does not apply:

“(a) To any dispute which the Republic of Liberia
considers essentially within its domestic jurisdiction;

“(b) To any dispute in regard to which the par-
ties have agreed or may agree to bring before other
tribunals as a result of agreements already existing
or which may be made in the future.

“The present declaration has been made for a period
of 5 years as from the date of deposit of the ratification
and thereafter until notice of termination is given.
“Done at Monrovia this 3rd day of March 1952.”

(Signed) Gabriel L. Dennis
Secretary of State

LIECHTENSTEIN
29 March 195028

The Government of the Principality of Liechtenstein,
duly authorized by His Serene Highness, the Reigning
Prince Frangois Joseph 11, in accordance with the
Order of the Diet of the Principality of Liechtenstein
dated 9 March 1950, which came into force on 10
March 1950,

Declares by these presents that the Principality of
Liechtenstein recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, in relation to any other
State accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction
of the International Court of Justice in all legal dis-
putes concerning:

(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

(b) Any question of international law;

(c) The existence of any fact which, if estab-
lished, would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obligation.

The present Declaration, which is made under Ar-
ticle 36 of the Statute of the International Court of
Justice, shall take effect from the date on which the
Principality becomes a party to the Statute2 and shall
have effect as long as the Declaration has not been
revoked subject to one year’'s notice.

Done at Vaduz, 10 March 1950.

On behalf of the Government

of the Principality of Liechtenstein
(Signed) A. Frick

The Head of the Government

28Registered under No. 759; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 51, p. 119.
29 Liechtenstein became a party to the Statute of the Inter-

national Court of Justice on 29 March 1950; see footnote 3, p. 9.



1.C.J. Statute—Declarations under Art. 36 (2)

MALAWI

12 December 196630

“On behalf of the Government of Malawi, | declare
under Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the
International Court of Justice that | recognize as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special agreement, in
relation to any other State accepting the same obliga-
tion, on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of
the International Court of Justice in all legal dis-
putes which may arise in respect of facts or situations
subsequent to this declaration concerning—

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

“(b) Any question of international law;

“(c) The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of international obligation:

“Provided that this declaration shall not apply to—

“ (i) Disputes with regard to matters which are
essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of
the Republic of Malawi as determined by the
Government of Malawi ;

Disputes in regard to which the parties of the
dispute have agreed or shall agree to have re-
course to some other method of peaceful settle-
ment; or

Disputes concerning any question relating to
or arising out of belligerent or military occu-
pation.

“The Government of Malawi also reserves the right
at any time, by means of a notification addressed to
the Secretary-General of the United Nations, to add
to, amend, or withdraw any of the foregoing reserva-
tions or any that may hereafter be added. Such notifi-
cations shall be effective on the date of their receipt
by the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

“Given under my hand in Zomba this 22nd day of
November 1966.”

“(d)

“ (i)

“ (iii)

(Slgned) H. Kamuzu Banda

President
and Minister for External Affairs

MALTA

6 December 19663L
“l have the honour to declare, on behalf of the
Government of Malta, that Malta accepts as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special convention, on
condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Court of Justice, in conformity with para-
graph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court, until
such time as notice may be given to terminate the
acceptance, over all disputes other than—

“(i) Disputes in regard to which the Parties to
the dispute have agreed or shall agree to
have recourse to some other method of peace-
ful settlement;

30 Registered under No. 8438; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 581, p. 135.
81 Registered under No. 8423; see United Nations, Treaty

Series, vol. 580, p. 205.
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“(ii) Disputes with the Government of any other
country which is a Member of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, all of which dis-
putes shall be settled in such manner as the

Parties have agreed or shall agree;

Disputes with regard to questions which by
international law fall exclusively within the
jurisdiction of Malta;

Disputes concerning any question relating to
or arising out of belligerent or military occu-
pation or the discharge of any functions pur-
suant to any recommendation or decision of
an organ of the United Nations, in accord-
ance with which the Government of Malta
have accepted obligations;

Disputes arising under a multilateral treaty,
unless (1) all Parties to the treaty affected
by the decision are also Parties to the case
before the Court, or (2) the Government of
Malta specially agrees to jurisdiction;
Disputes relating to any matter excluded from
compulsory adjudication or arbitration under
any treaty, convention or other international
agreement or instrument to which Malta is a
Party ;

Disputes in respect of which arbitral or judi-
cial proceedings are taking, or have taken
place with any State which, at the date of
the commencement of the proceedings, had
not itself accepted the compulsory jurisdic-
tion of the International Court of Justice;
and

Disputes in respect of which any other Party
to the dispute has accepted the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice only in relation to or for the purposes
of the dispute; or where the acceptance of
the Court’s compulsory jurisdiction on behalf
of any other Party to the dispute was de-
posited or ratified less than twelve months
prior to the filing of the application bringing
the dispute before the Court.

“The Government of Malta also reserves the right
at any time, by means of a notification addressed to
the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and with
effect as from the moment of such notification either
to add to, amend or withdraw any of the foregoing
reservations or any that may hereafter be added.”

29 November 1966

“ (iii)

“(iv)

“(v)

“ (Vi)

“ (vii)

« (viii)

(Signed) G. Fetice
Acting Minister

MAURITIUS

23
“1 have the honour to declare, on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of Mauritius, that Mauritius accepts as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special convention, on
condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice, in conformity with paragraph 2
of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court, until such

32 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 646, p. 171.

9251; see United Nations, Treaty
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time as notice may be given to terminate the acceptance,
over all disputes other than :

“ (i) Disputes in regard to which the Parties to the
dispute have agreed or shall agree to have re-
course to some other method of peaceful settle-
ment;

Disputes with the Government of any other
country which is a Member of the British
Commonwealth of Nations, all of which dis-
putes shall be settled in such manner as the
parties have agreed or shall agree ;

Disputes with regards to questions which by
international law fall exclusively within the
jurisdiction of Mauritius;

Disputes concerning any question relating to
or arising out of belligerent or military occu-
pation or the discharge of any functions pur-
suant to any recommendation or decision of an
organ of the United Nations, in accordance
with which the Government of Mauritius has
accepted obligations;

Disputes relating to any matter excluded from
compulsory adjudication or arbitration under
any treaty, convention or other international
agreement or instrument to which Mauritius
is a party ;

Disputes in respect of which arbitral or judi-
cial proceedings are taking, or have taken place
with any State which, at the date of the com-
mencement of the proceedings, had not itself
accepted the compulsory jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice ; and

Disputes in respect of which any other Party
to the dispute has accepted the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Jus-
tice only in relation to or for the purposes of
the dispute; or where the acceptance of the
Court’s compulsory jurisdiction on behalf of
any other Party to the dispute was deposited
or ratified less than twelve months prior to
the filing of the application bringing the dis-
pute before the Court.

“The Government of Mauritius also reserves the
right at any time, by means of a notification addressed
to the Secretary-General of the United Nations, and
with effect as from the moment of such notification
either to add to, amend or withdraw any of the fore-
going reservations or any that may hereafter be added.”

Port Louis, 4 September 1968
(Slgned) S. Ramgoolam

Prime Minister
and Minister for External Affairs

MEXICO

“ (i)

"(iii)

“(iv)

“(v)

“(vi)

“ (vii)

28 October 194733

In regard to any legal dispute that may in future
arise between the United States of Mexico and any
other State out of events subsequent to the date of
this Declaration, the Mexican Government recognizes
as compulsory ipso facto, and without any special agree-
ment being required therefor, the jurisdiction of the

33 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 9, p. 97.

127; see United Nations, Treaty
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International Court of Justice in accordance with Ar-
ticle 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the said Court,
in relation to any other State accepting the same obliga-
tion, that is, on condition of strict reciprocity. This
Declaration, which does not apply to disputes arising
from matters that, in the opinion of the Mexican
Government, are within the domestic jurisdiction of
the United States of Mexico, shall be binding for a
period of five years as from 1 March 1947 and after
that date shall continue in force until six months after
the Mexican Government gives notice of denunciation.
Mexico, D. F., 23 October 1947

(Slgned) Jaime Torres Bodet

Secretary of State for External Relations

NETHERLANDS
1 August 19563

I hereby declare that the Government of the Kingdom
of The Netherlands recognizes, in accordance with
Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice, with effect from 6 Augus{
1956, as compulsory ipso facto and without special
agreement, in relation to any other State accepting the
same obligation, that is on condition of reciprocity, the
jurisdiction of said Court in all disputes arising or
which may arise after 5 August 1921, with the ex-
ception of disputes in respect of which the parties, ex-
cluding the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice, may have agreed to have recourse to some
other method of pacific settlement.

The aforesaid obligation is accepted for a period of
five years and will be renewed by tacit agreement for
additional periods of five years, unless notice is given,
not less than six months before the expiry of any such
period, that the Government of the Kingdom of The
Netherlands does not wish to renew it.

The acceptance of the jurisdiction of the Court
founded on the declaration of 5 August 1946 is ter-
minated with effect from 6 August 1956.3%

New York, 1 August 1956
(Signed) E. L. C. schiff
Acting Permanent Representative
of the Kingdom of the Netherlands
to the United Nations

NIGERIA
3 September 196530

“Whereas under Article 93 of the United Nations
Charter all Member States are ipso facto parties to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice :

“And Whereas the Government of the Federal Re-
public of Nigeria has decided to accept the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice and
it is necessary to make a declaration in terms of Ar-
ticle 36 (2) of the Statute of the Court:

“Now therefore, I, Nuhu Bamali, Minister of
State for External Affairs hereby declare that the Gov-
ernment of the Federal Republic of Nigeria recognizes

34 Registered under No. 3483;
Series, vol. 248, p. 33.

33 See United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1, p. 7 and vol.
248, p. 357.

86 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 544, p. 113.

see United Nations, Treaty

7913; see United Nations, Treaty
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as compulsory ipso facto and without special agreement,
in relation to any other State accepting the same
obligation, that is to say, on the sole condition of re-
ciprocity, the jurisdiction of the International Court
of Justice in conformity with Article 36, paragraph 2,
of the Statute of the Court.
“Done at Lagos, this 14th day of August, one
thousand nine hundred and sixty-five.”
(Signed) Nuhu Bamarti

Minister of State for External Affairs

NORWAY
2 April 197637

“1 hereby declare on behalf of the Royal Norwegian
Government that Norway recognizes as compulsory
ipso facto and without special agreement, in relation to
any other State accepting the same obligation, that is
on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Court of Justice in conformity with Article 36,
paragraph 2, of the Statute of the Court, for a period of
five years as from 3 October 1976. This declaration
shall thereafter be tacitly renewed for additional periods
of five years, unless notice of termination is given not
less than six months before the expiration of the cur-
rent period; provided, however, that the Royal Nor-
wegian Government, having regard to Article 95 of the
Charter of the United Nations, reserves the right at any
time to amend the scope of this declaration in the light
of the results of the Third United Nations Conference
on the Law of the Sea in respect of the settlement of
disputes.”

(Signed) Ole A 1gard
Permanent Representative of Norway
to the United Nations

PAKISTAN
13

“1 have the honour, by direction of the President of
Pakistan, to make the following declaration on behalf
of the Government of Pakistan under Article 36, para-
graph 2, of the Statute of the International Court of
Justice :

“The Government of Pakistan recognize as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special agreement in
relation to any other State accepting the same obliga-
tion, the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice in all legal disputes after the 24th June, 1948,
arising, concerning:

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty;

“(b) Any question of international law;

“(c) The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

37 Registered on 2 April 1976. This declaration replaced
that of 19 December 1956 registered under No. 3642; see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 256, p. 315.

38 Registered under No. 5332; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 374, p. 127. This declaration replaces that of 23
May 1957, in respect of which the Government of Pakistan
gave notice of termination on 13 September 1960; see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 269, p. 77, and vol. 374, p. 382.
For the declaration of 22 June 1948 and the notice of its
termination, see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 16, p. 197,
and vol. 257, p. 360.
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“(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obliga-
tion;

“Provided, that the declaration shall not apply to:

“(a) Disputes the solution of which the parties shall

entrust to other tribunals by virtue of agree-

ments already in existence or which may be

concluded in the future; or

Disputes relating to questions which by inter-

national law fall exclusively within the do-

mestic jurisdiction of Pakistan;

Disputes arising under a multilateral treaty

unless

“ (i) All parties to the treaty affected by the
decision are also parties to the case
before the Court, or

“(if) The Government of Pakistan specially
agree to jurisdiction; and

“provided further, that this Declaration shall remain in

force till such time as notice may be given to ter-

minate it.”

Pakistan Mission to the United Nations

New York, September 12th, 1960

(Signed) Said Hasan

Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
Permanent Representative of Pakistan
to the United Nations

“(b)

“(c)

PHILIPPINES

18 January 19723
“l, CARLOS P. ROMULO, Secretary of Foreign
Affairs of the Republic of the Philippines, hereby declare,
under Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the
International Court of Justice, that the Republic of the
Philippines recognizes as compulsory ipso facto and
without special agreement, i lation to any other State
accepting the sgﬁéﬁ?imﬁ&rgré?)%e jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice in all legal disputes arising

hereafter concerning :

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty ;

“(b) Any question of international law ;

“(c) The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

“(d) The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obliga-
tion;

Provided, that this declaration shall not apply to any
dispute :

“(a) In regard to which the parties thereto have

agreed or shall agree to have recourse to some
other method of peaceful settlement; or

Which the Republic of the Philippines considers
to be essentially within its domestic jurisdiction ;
or

In respect of which the other party has accepted
the compulsory jurisdiction of the International

“(b)

“(c)

39 Registered under No. 11523; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 808, p. 3. This declaration replaced that of 21 August
1947, in respect of which a notice of withdrawal was given on
23 December 1971; for the text of that declaration see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 7, p. 229.
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Court of Justice only in relation to or for the
purposes of such dispute; or where the accept-
ance of the compulsory jurisdiction was deposited
or ratified less than 12 months prior to the
filing of the application bringing the dispute
before the Court; or

Arising under a multilateral treaty, unless (1) all
parties to the treaty are also parties to the case
before the Court, or (2) the Republic of the
Philippines specially agrees to jurisdiction; or
Arising out of or concerning jurisdiction or
rights claimed or exercised by the Philippines:
“ (i) In respect of the natural resources, includ-
ing living organisms belonging to sedentary
species, of the sea-bed and subsoil of the
continental shelf of the Philippines, or its
analogue in an archipelago, as described
in Proclamation No. 370 dated 20 March
1968 of the President of the Republic of
the Philippines ; or

In respect of the territory of the Republic
of the Philippines, including its territorial
seas and inland waters; and

“Provided, further, that this declaration shall remain in
force until notice is given to the Secretary-General of
the United Nations of its termination.

Done at Manila this 23rd day of December 1971.
(Signed) Carlos P. Romu1to
Secretary of Foreign Affairs

“(d)

“(e)

“ (i)

PORTUGAL
19 December 195540

“Under Article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of
the International Court of Justice, | declare on behalf
of the Portuguese Government that Portugual recog-
nizes the jurisdiction of this Court as compulsory ipso
facto and without special agreement, as provided for
in the said paragraph 2 of Article 36 and under the
following conditions :

“1) The present declaration covers disputes arising
out of events both prior and subsequent to the declara-
tion of acceptance of the ‘optional clause’ which Por-
tugal made on December 16, 1920, as a party to the
Statute of the Permanent Court of International Justice.

“2) The present declaration enters into force at the
moment it is deposited with the Secretary-General of
the United Nations; it shall be valid for a period of
one year, and thereafter until notice of its denunciation
is given to the said Secretary-General.

“3) The Portuguese Government reserves the right
to exclude from the scope of the present declaration,
at any time during its validity, any given category
or categories of disputes, by notifying the Secretary-
General of the United Nations and with effect from the
moment of such notification.”

Portuguese Embassy,
Washington, D.C., 19 December 1955

(Slgned) L. Esteves Fernandes

40 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 224, p. 275.

3079; see United Nations, Treaty
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SOMALIA

11 April 196341
“1 have the honour to declare on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of the Somali Republic that the Somali Re-
public accepts as compulsory ipso facto, and without
special agreement, on condition of reciprocity, the
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice, in
conformity with paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the
Statute of the Court, until such times as notice may
be given to terminate the acceptance, over all legal
disputes arising other than disputes in respect of which
any other Party to the dispute has accepted the com-
pulsory jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice
only in relation to or for the purposes of the dispute;
or where the acceptance of the Court’'s compulsory
jurisdiction on behalf of any other Party to the dispute
was deposited or ratified less than twelve months prior
to the filing of the application bringing the dispute
before the Court.

“The Somali Republic also reserves the right at any
time by means of a notification addressed to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, and with
effect as from the moment of such notification, either
to add to, amend or withdraw any of the foregoing
reservations, or any that may hereafter be added.”
Mogadishu,

March 25, 1963.
(Signed) Abdullahi 1ssa

Minister for Foreign Affairs

SUDAN

2 January 195842

“1 have the honour by direction of the Ministry of
Foreign Affairs to declare, on behalf of the Govern-
ment of the Republic of the Sudan, that in pursuance
of paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the
International Court of Justice, the Government of the
Republic of the Sudan recognize as compulsory ipso
facto and without special agreement, on condition of
reciprocity, until such time as notice may be given to
terminate this Declaration, the jurisdiction of the Inter-
national Court of Justice in all legal disputes arising
after the first day of January 1956 with regard to
situations or facts subsequent to that date concerning —

“(a) The interpretation of a treaty concluded or
ratified by the Republic of the Sudan on or
after the first day of January 1956;

“(b) Any question of International Law;

“(c) The existence of any fact, which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international
obligation; or
The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obliga-
tion ;
“but excluding the following —

“(i) Disputes in regard to which the parties to the

dispute have agreed or shall agree to have

recourse to some other method of peaceful
settlement ;

“(d)

41 Registered under No.
Series, vol 458, p. 43

42 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 284, p 215.

6597, see United Nations, Treaty

4139; see United Nations, Treaty
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“(ii) Disputes in regard to matters which are es-
sentially within the domestic jurisdiction of
the Republic of the Sudan as determined by
the Government of the Republic of the Sudan;
Disputes arising out of events occurring dur-
ing any period in which the Republic of the
Sudan is engaged in hostilities as a bel-
ligerent.”

30 December, 1957

“ (iii)

(Signed) Yacoub Osman

Permanent Representative of the Sudan
to the United Nations

SWAZILAND
26 May 196943

“1, Prince Makhosini Jameson Dlamini, Prime Minis-
ter of the Kingdom of Swaziland to whom His Majesty
has delegated responsibility for the conduct of foreign
affairs, have the honour to declare on behalf of the
Government of the Kingdom of Swaziland, that it rec-
ognizes as compulsory ipso facto and without special
agreement, on condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction
of the International Court of Justice, in accordance with
paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court.

“This Declaration does not extend :

“(a) To disputes in respect of which the parties have
agreed or shall agree to have recourse to an-
other means of peaceful settlement; or

To disputes relating to matters which, by inter-
national law, are essentially within the domestic
jurisdiction of the Kingdom of Swaziland.

“ (b)

“The Government of the Kingdom of Swaziland also
reserves the right to add to, amend or withdraw this
Declaration by means of a notification addressed to the
Secretary-General of the United Nations, with effect as
from the moment of such notification.”

Mbabane, 9th May, 1969

(Signed) Makhosini Jameson D 1amini

Prime Minister
and Minister for Foreign Affairs

SWEDEN
6 April 19574

On behalf of the Royal Swedish Government, | de-
clare that it accepts as compulsory ipso facto and with-
out special agreement, in relation to any other State
accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the
International Court of Justice, in accordance with Ar-
ticle 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute of the said Court
for a period of five years as from 6 April 1957. This
obligation shall be renewed by tacit agreement for
further periods of the same duration unless notice of
abrogation is made at least six months before the ex-
piration of any such period. The above-mentioned
obligation is accepted only in respect of disputes which

43 Registered tinder No.
Series, vol. 673, p. 155.

44 Registered under No. 3794; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 264, p. 221. This declaration replaces that of 5 April
1947, which was made for a period of ten years; see United
Nations, Treaty Series, vol 2, p. 3.

9589; see United Nations, Treaty

21

may arise with regard to situations or facts sub-
sequent to 6 April 1957.

New York, 6 April 1957
(Signed) Claes Carbonniek
Permanent Representative a.i. of Sweden
to the United Nations

SWITZERLAND

28 July 194845

The SWISS Federal

Duly authorized for that purpose by a Federal Order
which was adopted on 12 March 1948 by the Federal
Assembly of the Swiss Confederation and entered into
force on 17 June 1948,

Hereby declares

That the Swiss Confederation recognizes as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special agreement, in
relation to any other State accepting the same obliga-
tion, the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice in all legal disputes concerning:

a. The interpretation of a treaty;

b. Any question of international law;

c. The existence of any fact which, if established,
would constitute a breach of an international obliga-
tion ;

d. The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obligation.
This declaration which is made under Article 36

of the Statute of the International Court of Justice
shall take effect from the date on which the Swiss Con-
federation becomes a party to that Statute46 and shall
have effect as long as it has not been abrogated subject
to one year’s notice.

Done at Berne, 6 July 1948.

On behalf of the Swiss Federal Council.

Council

(Signed) certio
The President of the Confederation

(Slgned) Leimgruber
The Chancellor of the Confederation

UGANDA
3 October 196341

“1 hereby declare on behalf of the Government of
Uganda that Uganda recognises as compulsory ipso
facto and without special agreement, in relation to any
other State accepting the same obligation, and on con-
dition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice in conformity with paragraph 2
of Article 36 of the Statute of the Court.”

New York, 3rd October, 1963

(Signed) Apollo K. Kironde
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Uganda
to the United Nations

46 Registered under No.
Series, vol. 17, p. 115.

4p Switzerland became a party to the Statute of the Inter-
national Court of Justice on 28 July 1948; see footnote 2, p. 9.

4T Registered under No. 6946; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 479, p. 35.

272; see United Nations, Treaty
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UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
AND NORTHERN IRELAND

1 January 196948

“l have the honour, by direction of Her Majesty’s
Principal Secretary of State for Foreign and Common-
wealth Affairs, to declare on behalf of the Government
of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland that they accept as compulsory ipso jacto and
without special convention, on condition of reciprocity,
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice,
in conformity with paragraph 2 of Article 36 of the
Statute of the Court, until such time as notice may be
given to terminate the acceptance, over all disputes aris-
ing after the 24th of October 1945, with regard to situa-
tions or facts subsequent to the same date, other than :

“ (i) any dispute which the United Kingdom

“a) has agreed with the other Party or Par-
ties thereto to settle by some other method
of peaceful settlement; or
has already submitted to arbitration by
agreement with any State which had not
at the time of submission accepted the
compulsory jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice.
disputes with the Government of any other
country which is a Member of the Common-
wealth with regard to situations or facts exist-
ing before the 1st of January, 1969.
disputes in respect of which any other Party
to the dispute has accepted the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice only in relation to or for the purpose
of the dispute ; or

where the acceptance of the Court's compul-
sory jurisdiction on behalf of any other Party
to the dispute was deposited or ratified less than
twelve months prior to the filing of the ap-
plication bringing the dispute before the
Court.

“2. The Government of the United Kingdom also
reserve the right at any time, by means of a notification
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United
Nations, and with effect as from the moment of such
notification, either to add to, amend or withdraw any of
the foregoing reservations, or any that may hereafter
be added.”

United Kingdom Mission to the United Nations.

New York, 1January 1969

“ b)

“ (i)

“ (iii)

(Signed) L. C. G1iass

48 Registered under No. 9370; see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 6S4, p. 335 This declaration replaces that of
27 November 1963, in respect of which notice of withdrawal
was given on 1 January 1969; for the text of that declaration,
see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 482, p. 221. For decla-
rations preceding that of 27 November 1963, see United Na-
tions. Treaty Series, vol. 211, p. 109; vol. 219, p. 179; vol. 265,
p 221. and vol 316, p. 59

1.C.J. Statute— Declarations under Art. 36(2)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

26 August 194649

“l, Harry S. Truman, President of the United
States of America, declare on behalf of the United
States of America, under Article 36, paragraph 2, of
the Statute of the International Court of Justice, and
in accordance with the Resolution of 2 August 1946,
of the Senate of the United States of America (two-
thirds of the Senators present concurring therein),
that the United States of America recognizes as com-
pulsory ipso facto and without special agreement, in
relation to any other State accepting the same obliga-
tion, the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice in all legal disputes hereafter arising concern-
ing

“a. The interpretation of a treaty;
“b. Any question of international law;

“c. The existence of any fact which, if estab-
lished, would constitute a breach of an international
obligation ;

“d. The nature or extent of the reparation to be
made for the breach of an international obligation;

“Provided, that this declaration shall not apply to

“(a) Disputes the solution of which the parties
shall entrust to other tribunals by virtue of agree-
ments already in existence or which may be con-
cluded in the future; or

“ (b) Disputes with regard to matters which are
essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of the
United States of America as determined by the
United States of America; or

“(c) Disputes arising under a multilateral treaty,
unless (1) all parties to the treaty affected by the
decision are also parties to the case before the Court,
or (2) the United States of America specially agrees
to jurisdiction; and

“Provided further, that this declaration shall remain
in force for a period of five years and thereafter until
the expiration of six months after notice may be given
to terminate this declaration.

“Done at Washington this fourteenth day of August
1946.”

(Signed) Harry S. Truman

49 Registered under No. 3; see United Nations, Treaty Series,
vol. 1, p. 9.
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(6) Declarations made under Article 36, paragraph 2,

of the Statute of the Permanent Court of
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International

Justice, which are deemed to be acceptances of the compulsory jurisdiction of the Internationa] Court of Justice

[All data and footnotes concerning these declarations
Yearbook,

COLOMBIAX

30.X.37
[Translation from the French]

The Republic of Colombia recognizes as com-
pulsory, ipso facto and without special agreement, on
condition of reciprocity, in relation to any other State
accepting the same obligation, the jurisdiction of the
Permanent Court of International Justice, in accord-
ance with article 36 of the Statute.

The present Declaration applies only to disputes
arising out of facts subsequent to January 6th, 1932.

Geneva, 30 October 1937.
(Signed) J. M. Y epes

Legal Adviser of the Permanent Delegation
of Colombia to the League of Nations

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

30.1X.24
[Translation from the French]

On behalf of the Government of the Dominican Re-
public and subject to ratification, |1 recognize, in rela-
tion to any other Member or State accepting the same
obligation, that is to say, on the sole condition of
reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Court as compul-
sory, ipso facto and without special convention.
Geneva, 30 September 1924.

(Signed) Jacinto R. de Castro

The instrument of ratification was deposited on 4
February 1933.

HAITI
4.X.21
[Translation from the French]

On behalf of the Republic of Haiti, | recognize the
jurisdiction of the Permanent Court of International
Justice as compulsory.

(Signed) F. Addor

Consul

LUXEMBOURGSL

15.1X.30
[Translation from the French]

The Government of the Grand-Duchy of Luxem-
bourg recognizes as compulsory, ipso facto and with-
out special agreement, in relation to any other State

60 An instrument of ratification was deposited on 30 October
1937. Ratification was not required under the terms of the
Optional Clause, the act of signature itself sufficing to make the
undertaking binding, except where the declaration has been
made expressly subject to ratification. Nevertheless, certain
States, which had signed without any such reservation, subse-
quently ratified their declarations

51 The Government of Luxembourg had in 1921 signed the
Optional Clause subject to ratification. That declaration was,
however, never ratified.

are reprinted from the International Court of Justice
1971-1972]

accepting the same obligation, that is to say on con-
dition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Court in
conformity with article 36, paragraph 2, of the Statute,
in any disputes arising after the signature of the
present declaration with regard to situations or facts
subsequent to this signature, except in cases where
the parties have agreed or shall agree to have recourse
to another procedure or to another method of pacific
settlement. The present declaration is made for a
period of five years. Unless it is denounced six months
before the expiration of that period, it shall be con-
sidered as renewed for a further period of five years
and similarly thereafter.
Geneva, 15 September 1930

(Signed) Bech

NEW ZEALANDZ®

8.1V.40

I refer to my letter of the 30 March notifying you
of the termination by His Majesty’'s Government in
New Zealand of their acceptance of the jurisdiction
of the Permanent Court of International Justice in
conformity with paragraph 2 of article 36 of the Stat-
ute of the Court.

I have now the honour to inform you that the New
Zealand Government have been considering the con-
ditions under which they would be prepared to accept
the Optional Clause for a further period, and, in ac-
cordance with the directions | have received, | hereby,
on behalf of His Majesty’s Government in the Domin-
ion of New Zealand, accept as compulsory ipso facto
and without special convention, on condition of reci-
procity, the jurisdiction of the Court, in conformity
with paragraph 2 of article 36 of the Statute of the
Court, for a period of five years from today’'s date
and thereafter until such time as notice may be given
to terminate the acceptance, over all disputes arising
after the 29 March 1930, with regard to situations or
facts subsequent to the said date, other than:

disputes in regard to which the parties to the dis-
pute have agreed or shall agree to have recourse to
some other method of peaceful settlement;

disputes with the Government of any other Member
of the League which is a Member of the British Com-
monwealth of Nations, all of which disputes shall be
settled in such manner as the parties have agreed or
shall agree;

disputes with regard to questions which by interna-
tional law fall exclusively within the jurisdiction of
New Zealand ; and

disputes arising out of events occurring at a time
when His Majesty’s Government in New Zealand were
involved in hostilities;

52 This declaration replaced that of 19 September 1929,
respect of which a reservation had been formulated on 7 Sep-
tember 1939, and notice of termination given on 30 Mardi
1940. (P.C.1.1., Series E, No. 16, pp 342 and 343, note 2.)

n
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And subject to the condition that His Majesty’s
Government in the Dominion of New Zealand reserve
the right to require that proceedings in the Court shall
be suspended in respect of any dispute which has been
submitted to and is under consideration by the Coun-
cil of the League of Nations, provided that notice to
suspend is given after the dispute has been submitted
to the Council and is given within ten days of the
notification of the initiation of the proceedings in the
Court, and provided also that such suspension shall
be limited to a period of twelve months or such longer
period as may be agreed by the parties to the dispute
or determined by a decision of all the Members of
the Council other than the Parties to the dispute.
London, 1 April 1940

(Signed) W. J. Jordan

NICARAGUAGR
24.1X.29
[Translation from the French]

On behalf of the Republic of Nicaragua, | recognize
as compulsory unconditionally the jurisdiction of the
Permanent Court of International Justice.

Geneva, 24 September 1929
(Signed) 1. F.

M edina

83 According to a telegram dated 29 November 1939, ad-
dressed to the League o! Nations, Nicaragua had ratified the
Protocol of Signature of the Statute of the Permanent Court
of International Justice (16 December 1920), and the instru-
ment of ratification was to follow. It does not appear, however,
that the instrument of ratification was ever received by the
League of Nations.

1.C.J. Statute—Declarations under Art* 36 (2)

PANAMAX
25.X.21
[Translation from the French]
On behalf of the Government of Panama, | recog-

nize, in relation to any other Member or State which
accepts the same obligation, that is to say, on the sole
condition of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Court
as compulsory, ipso facto and without any special con-
vention.

Paris, 25 October 1921
(Signed) R. A. A mador
Chargé d’'Affaires

URUGUAYS

Prior to 28.1.215
[Translation from the French]

On behalf of the Government of Uruguay, | recog-
nize in relation to any Member or State accepting the
same obligation, that is to say, on the sole condition
of reciprocity, the jurisdiction of the Court as com-
pulsory, ipso facto and without special convention.

(Slgned) B. Fernandez y Medina

54 An instrument of ratification was deposited on 14 June
1929 (in this connexion, see remark in footnote 50, p. 23).

65 An instrument of ratification was deposited on 27 Sep-
tember 1921 (in this connexion, see remark in footnote 50, p. 23).

6®The date on which this declaration (undated) was first
published in a League of Nations document
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5. Amendments to the Charter of the United Nations

(a) Amendments to Articles 23, 27 and 61 of the Charter of the United Nations
Adopted by General Assembly resolutions 1991 A and B (XVIII) of 17 December 19631
Entry into force: 31 August 1965 for all Members of the United Nations, in accordance with Article 108

of the Charter.2
1 March 1966, No. 8132.

Registration :

T ext: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 557, p. 143.

State

A fghanistan
Albania

Argentina

Australia

Burma

Burundi
Byelorussian SSR
Canada

Central A frican

E mpire

Chile

China3
Colombia...
Congo

Costa Rica

Democratic Kampuchea

Denmark
Dominican Republic...
E cuador
Egypt
E1 Salvador
Ethiopia
Finland
France

Gabon

1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Eighteenth
Session, Supplement No. 15 (A/5515), p. 21.

2 As depositary of the amendments to the Charter, the Secre-
tary-General drew up a protocol of entry into force of the
amendments and communicated it to all Member States.

8 Ratification on behalf of the Republic of China on 2 August
1965. See note, p. iii.

In communications addressed to the Secretary-General, the
Permanent Missions to the United Nations of Czechoslovakia,
Hungary and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, point-
ing out that in the annex to the said protocol, which contains a
list of States Members of the United Nations having deposited
instruments of ratification of the amendments, there is a refer-
ence to an instrument of ratification by China, stated that their
Governments did not recognize any authority other than the
Government of the People’s Republic of China as entitled to
represent and act on behalf of China and that, therefore, they
considered the said instrument as having no legal force what-

Ratification

25 February 1965

7 December 1964

March 1964

15 March 1966

9 June 1965

October 1964

April 1965

........................ 17 september 1965
................................ 19 January 1966
December 1964

13 January 1965

3 June 1965

23 August 1965

22 June 1965

9 September 1964

6 August 1964

........................ 2 November 1964
31 August 1965

10 oOctober 1966

7 July 1965

7 October 1964

22 December 1964

1 september 1965

January 1965

20 January 1966

12 January 1965

4 November 1965

31 August 1965
................................. 16 December 1964
1 December 1964

22 July 1964

18 January 1965

24 August 1965

11 August 1964

soever. They noted, however, the position in this matter of the
Government of the People’s Republic of China, which had an-
nounced that it would not object to the introduction of the
amendments to the relevant Articles of the Charter even before
the restoration of the rights of the People’s Republic of China
in the United Nations

In a note addressed to the Secretary-General with reference
to the communication from the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics mentioned above, the Permanent Representative of
the Republic of China to the United Nations stated that the
Republic of China, a permanent member of the Security Coun-
cil, had ratified the amendments and deposited the instrument
of ratification with the Secretary-General on 2 August 1965
and that, therefore, there could be no question that the protocol
of entry into force of the amendments was valid in its entirety
He further stated that the allegations made by the Soviet
Union were untenable both in law and in fact and could in no
way affect the validity of the protocol and the entry into force
of the amendments.
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State Ratification
G R BN A ittt s 4 May 1964
G rEECE e e 2 August 1965
G U AT EM AT @ ittt bbb s e e et e 18 August 1965
[T o T =N RO PP P PP UPPPPPPPON 19 August 1964
[ oY K e KU o= XU 9 October 1968
H UM GAEY ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e e are e e e s eeaee 23 February 1965
Y= =X 2 = SO P ST PRRPTO 6 November 1964
S e 1= USSR PROPPRPRN 10 September 1964
| e R KoY s K= F-1 £ NSRS 30 March 1973
=Y o T PRSP OURPPRN 12 January 1965
| IS e TR OSSP RRROURP O 25 November 1964
I @B and oot e e e e e e e et e e abe e eas 27 October 1964
ISTAE T oottt ettt ea et e be et e nre s saean 13 May 1965
| =Y Y2 TSP UURPR 25 August 1965
IRV Ze Y o A O o ¥= Y= USROS 2 October 1964
12 March 1964
4 June 1965
August 1964
October 1964
December 1964
Lao People’'s Democratic Repub lic . ..ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieciiieee s 20 April 1965
| I=Y o= Y o K e ¥ o TR PSP PP PSSP 27 September 1965
I Y= ok - YOS USTUPRRPR 21 September 1964
Libyan Arab RepubliC it e 27 August 1964
[0 0 - Yo L U e E OO 22 October 1965
M B AAGASCAT ittt ettt e et e et e e et e e e ta e e e ebaae e earaneen 14 December 1964
IMLA T AW i e e e e ae e e 2 June 1965
M A T B Y ST@ titiiiiiieiiiciee ettt ettt st ea e e ae et saeebaesseebeesee st e saeeraeseen an 26 May 1965
ML A TT ettt e 23 September 1964
Malta . 23 June 1965
M AUFTTANTA oo et e 29 January 1965
Mexico .. . 5 May 1965
[V N s e e 3 I NPT 10 March 1965
M orocco 9 November 1964
[N IE=Y 1= U RTRN 3 December 1964
Netherlands 14 December 1964
New Zealand 26 August 1964
Niger ... 8 September 1964
Nigeria 5 December 1964
Nouway 17 December 1964
P A K IS T8 N ittt ettt ettt a e et ae e sreebeeae s bean 25 March 1965
Panama e e 27 July 1965
Paraguay e e e e — e e e e e e e —aaaeeaaaas aean 17 August 1965
Pe I U s e 2 December 1966
P hilippines . .. e 9 November 1964
Poland e e e 8 January 1965
RO M @ N T8ttt ettt naeenee e 5 February 1965
ROW 8 N 0 8 it e 17 November 1964
Saudi A rabia s e ——————————— 17 June 1965
S @ N € G @ I ettt e 23 April 1965
SHEIrTA L @ O N @ oot 25 March 1965
SOMATIA  cooiccciiccciieciie et e 6 October 1965
SPAIN e 5 August 1965
LS o T T N o T - OSSR 13 November 1964
SU A B N ettt ettt b et e bt et et et et e ebeereereaean 7 May 1965
SWEAEN ottt et r e e 18 December 1964
Syrian Arab R epubliC e e 24 February 1965
T hailand e 23 March 1964
T OG0 e e 19 August 1964
Trinidad and ToODago . e 18 August 1964
LT o T T T R TP U PP OPPPTPPRN 29 May 1964
T U T KB Y oottt bbb bbb et eb e ettt n et et 1 July 1965

U Q@ N A& it ... 10 February 1965
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State Ratification
Ukrainian SSR e, 17 May 1965
Union of Soviet Socialist RepublicCs i 10 February 1965

United Kingdom

...4 June 1965

United Republic of CamMero0n . e snines seees 25 June 1964
United Republic of T amn zamn ia e e 7 October 1964
United States of America.... .31 AUgUSt 1965
(O R =N Vo T I = SR 11 AUgUSt 1964
V €N EZUEBTA i e e e 1 September 1965

Yemen e JUly 1965
Y ugoslavia 9 December 1964

Zaire

20 May 1966
28 April 1965
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U.N. Charter— Amendment to Art. 109

(b) Amendment to Article 109 of the Charter of the United Nations

Adopted by General Assembly resolution 2101 (XX) of 20 December 19654

Entry into force: 12 June 1968 for all Members of the United Nations, in accordance with Article 108 of the

Charter.

Registration . 12 June 1968, No. 8132.
Text; United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 638, p. 308.

State

A fghanistan
Albania
A lgeria
Argentina

A ustralia

Austria

Belgium
Benin

Bolivia
Botswana

Brazil

Bulgaria
Burma

Byelorussian SSR

Canada
Chile
Chinab
Cuba
Cyprus

Czechoslovakia = .
Denmark

Dominican Republic
E cuador
Egypt
Ethiopia
Finland
France
Gabon
Gambia
Ghana
Greece

Guatemala
Guyana

Hungary

lceland

India

Indonesia

lran
Iraq
Ireland

Israel

Italy

Ivory Coast

Jamaica

4 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twentieth
Session, Supplement No. 14 (A/6014), p. 90.

6 Ratification on behalf of the Republic of China on 8 July
1966. See note, page iii.

In communications addressed to the Secretary-General with
reference to the above-mentioned ratification, the Permanent
Missions to the United Nations of Albania, the Byelorussian
SSR, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Romania, the Ukrainian SSR,
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics and Yugoslavia stated
that the only Government entitled to represent and to assume

Ratification
16 November 1966
12 October 1966
1969
1967
1966
29 September 1966
29 June 1966
1966
1966
1968
12 July 1966
2 June 1966
8 June 1967
1966
.................... 11 July 1966
1968
1976
.................................... 31 May 1966
7 October 1966
31 May 1967
4 May 1966
5 May 1966
1967
...................... 28 July 1966
.................... 11 January 1967
18 October 1967
1968
11 Tuly 1966
1966
1969
16 Tune 1966
1968
........................... 4 May 1967
................................ 21 June 1966
11 July 1966
1973
.. 13 January 1967
........................ 12 January 1967
20 September 1966
29 August 1966
4 December 1967
1968
12 July 1966

international obligations on behalf of China is the Government
of the People’s Republic of China and that, therefore, they
did not recognize as valid the said ratification.

In a note addressed to the Secretary-General, the Permanent
Mission of the Republic of China stated that the allegations
contained in the above-mentioned communications are untenable
both in law and in fact and cannot in any way affect the re-
quirements of Article 108 of the Charter or the validity of
the amendments to the Charter duly ratified under the said
Article.
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State Ratification
Jordan e e 25 March
Kenya e e ———————————— 16 June
Kuwait .. . s e s 26 October
Lao People’'s Democratic Republic ... s 21 October
Lebanon

Liberia

Libyan Arab Republic . e e 3 August
LUXemMbBOUIG e s 12 December
M ABAAGASCATN i e 23 January
M AT AW T e ettt ae 2ebean 11 April
IMLA T B Y ST wtreirieiieeieie ettt bt £eate ettt eeanan 28 April

M BT AIVES ittt ettt bbb e en eenes 5 September
M AT TA e e 30 June

IVl @ X 1€ O ettt h ettt n aeas 18 April

(Y Y o e T X 1= SRRSO 17 April

MOroCCO e s 27 December

Nepal B PTUTP PPt 20 July
Netherlands e e 5 January
New Zealand . e e 20 May
Niger et taan 28 April
Nigeria . 15 June
Norway et e 29 April
Pakistan e e saes 10 August
Paraguay e ————— 7 August
Phillippines e e 2 October
Poland e e s 22 May
Romania e s 12 January
Rwanda e s 9 September
Saudi Arabia e 11 December
Sierra Leone e e 24 January
Singapore P ... 25 July
Spain e e 28 October
SEi L AnKa oot e 24 August
Sudan et ee e eeeeeereee—eeeteetee e e bee et be e e atbe e e e ateennbeenreesnes 24 April
Sweden e 15 July
Syrian Arab RepubliC e e 8 December
Thailand e s 9 June

LI <Y T < T PSR RUUPR PRI 14 May
Trinidad and Tobago L 22 April
Tunisia . .. e e e 23 August
Turkey e i, 16 March
Uganda 15 April
Ukrainian SSR 1 November
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics . . 22 September
United Kin gdom ettt et eenreeean 19 October
United Republic of Tanzania = = . v, 20 June
United States of America . PR 31 May
UpPPer V OBTa ettt et e e eeas 18 July
Venezuela e e eaeenae e e 9 November
Y ugoslavia e 13 March

Zaire s e 9 June

1966
1966
1967
1966
1969
1969
1967
1967
1968
1966
1966
1968
1966
1967
1969
1966
1966
1967
1966
1966
1967
1966
1966
1967
1967
1967
1967
1966
1968
1968
1966
1966
1966
1968
1966
1967
1966
1968
1966
1966
1967
1969
1966
1966
1966
1966
1967
1966
1967
1967
1966

29
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(¢) Amendment to Article 61 of the Charter of the United Nation»
Adopted by General Assembly resolution 2847 (XXVI1) of 20 December 19711

Entry into force: 24 September 1973 for all Members of the United Nations, in accordance with
Article 108 of the Charter.

Registration : 24 September 1973, No. 8132.
Text: General Assembly resolution 2847 (X XV 1) of 20 December 1971.

State Ratification
Afghanistan .o

Albania 22 March 1974
Algeria 21 June 1972
J N R o T o I o = NS 19 March 1973
A USTIralia et

Austria

Bahrain

Barbados 12 June 1972

Belgium
Benin
Bhutan 13 September 1972
Bolivia 29 June 1973
Botswana
B razil oo
BUlgaria e
Byelorussian SSR
(O =N o 1= W e 1= SR
11 May 1973
23 July 1974
(O3 o T o 1= SR
Colombia 20 May 1975
Costa Rica
(O T - WP 17 May 1976
CYPIrUS  ciiiiiiiiiiinnnesneninns
Czechoslovakia ...
Democratic Yemen
Denmark e,
Dominican Republic .
Ecuador .eeeeeenn R, 20 April 1973
E Gy Pt e
Ethiopia e e e s
Fiji 12 Tune 1972
Fintand 30 March 1972
France 1 Tune 1973
Ghana
Greece
Guatemala .o
G UIMEBA  tverieriuieiees st r ettt s tes aaneneeneensensenanns 27 Tune 1973
(T o - RPN 22 May 1973
H U GATY  tetutteuieueeteesenetaenaeneeueenseastaresenrenaeas eennensensensenssnees 12 July 1973
Iceland i
T I 5 Tanuary 1973
I T e e N o T == = S 30 March 1973
Iran 15 March 1973
lraq
Ireland
Italy 25 Tuly 1973
IVOry C0aSt iiiiiiiiiiiiiiriieiiniaiiiiiisieneeannanes
TaAMAICA  veeerieiririinsntessiiiiia i saaaasnsenis
JAP AN eeeteeteen ettt e eeeeeeeae e ——————_ 15 Tune 1973
IS e I 2 TP 2 June 1972

1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-sixth Session, Supplement No. 29,
A/8429, p. 67.
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State

Kenya
Kuwait
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia .
Libyan Arab Republic
Luxembourg ...

M adagascar
Malawi ...
Malaysia..
Mali ...
M alta
Mauritius
Mexico ...
Mongolia..
M orocco.
Nepal......
Netherlands ...
New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger ...
Nigeria....
Norway
Oman
Pakistan
Panama
Paraguay
Peru ...
Philippines
Poland .
Qatar
Romania
Rwanda....
Senegal
Sierra Leone..
Singapore
Spain ..
Sri Lanka
Sudan

Syrian Arab Republic.......

Thailand ...,
T ogo
Trinidad and T obago

Tunisia

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

United Arab Emirates......

United Kingdom ...

United Republic of Tanzan
United States of America
Venezuela
Yemen

Y ugoslavia

Zaire

United Republic of Cameroon

ia

18

19
17

14
23

19

26

21
19
29
11

29

Ratification

May

July
July

March
June

September

July

August
July
October
September

May
Tune

April

October

1972
1972
1973
1973
1972
1973
1973
1973

1972
1973
1973
1973
1973
1973

1972
1972
1973
1972
1973
1973
1972
1973

1973
1973
1972
1973
1972
1973
1973
1973
1973
1972
1973
1972
1972
1972
1974
1972
1973
1972
1972
1972
1973
1973

1973
1972
1973

1974
1972
1972
1973
1972
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CHAPTER IlI. PACIFIC SETTLEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL DISPUTES

1. Revised General Act for the Pacific Settlement of International Disputes

Adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations on 28 April 19491

Entry into force: 20 September 1950, in accordance with article 44.

Registration: 20 September 1950, No. 912.
Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 71, p. 101

State Accession

Bel QilmM oo 23 December 1949
DenmarkKk. .o, 25 March 1952
Luxembourg ..ccoceiiiiiiiiiiiinininans 28 June 1961
Netherlands3 ......cccccvnviennnnnnn. 9 June Y1971
Norway . 16 July 1951
SWeden i 22 June 1950
Upper Vol ta...cccooeviiiiiiiiiiiinnienns 27 March 1962

Extending to

All the provisions of the Act (chapters I, II, 111,
and 1V).

All the provisions of the Act (chapters I, II, 111,
and 1V).

All the provisions of the Act (chapters I, 11, 111,
and 1V).

The provisions relating to conciliation and judi-
cial settlement (chapters | and 11), together
with general provisions dealing with these pro-
cedures (chapter 1V).

All the provisions of the Act (chapters I, I, I,
and 1V).

The provisions relating to conciliation and judi-
cial settlement (chapters | and 11), together
with the general provisions dealing with these
procedures (chapter 1V) subject to the reser-
vation on disputes arising out of facts prior to
this accession.

All the provisions of the Act (chapters I, 11, 111,
and 1V).

1 Resolution 268 A (I11). See Official Records of the General Assembly, Third Session, Part Il (A/900), p. 10.
2 For the Kingdom in Europe, Surinam and the Netherlands Antilles.
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CHAPTER IIl. PRIVILEGES AND IMMUNITIES, DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR
RELATIONS

1. Convention on the Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations

Approved by the General Assembly of the United Nations on 13 February 19461

Entry into force: As regards each State on the date of deposit of its instrument of accession, in accordance
with section 32.

Registration: 14 December 1946, No. 4.

Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 1, p. 15, and vol. 90, p. 327 (corrigendum to vol. 1).

Accession, notification

State of succession (d)
Afghanistan .. 1947
Albania ... 2 July 1957
Algeria ... 1963
Argentina 1956
Australia 2 March 1949
10 May 1957
1972 d

25 September 1948
23 December 1949
15 December 1949
30 September 1960

Burma 25 January 1955
Burundi 1971
Byelorussian S SR . e 22 October 1953
CANAAA e aaas teeeeeeaan 22 January 1948
Central A frican Empire . eeeeenen 4 September 1962 d
(O3 2T =TSN 15 October 1948
(ORI X I oI = RSP PPT 6 August 1974
(O CY 5 ¥< 1< TS 15 October 1962d
COSta RIC @ ittt arareanans 26 October 1949
CUDA e B 9 September 1959
(O 1 U T PR 1963 d
Czechoslovakia ... . 1955
Democratic Kampuchea....ooooooeeeeeii, 1963
Denmark e 1948
Dominican Republic . cenenens 7 March 1947
E cuador s eeeenaeens 22 March 1956
(e RV <X VTS 17 September 1948
E1 Salvador 9 July 1947
Ethiopia .o 1947
FJi  eoeeeeeeeeees et st snnans | seeeeinenes 21 June 1971 d
Fintand 31 July 1958
France 18 AUgUSt 1947
Gabon 13 March 1964
Gambia . S e 1 August 1966 d
German Democratic Republic ... oo 4 October 1974
Ghana 5 August 1958
Greece 29 December 1947
Guatemala 7 July 1947
Guinea ... 1968

1 Resolution 22 A (1). See Resolutions adopted by the General Assembly during the
First Part of its First Session (A/64), p. 25.
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Accession, notification

State of succession (d)
1972
Haiti 1947
Honduras 16 May 1947
30 July 1956
10 March 1948
1948
1972
Iran 8 May 1947
Iraq 1949
Iretand 10 May 1967
Israel 21 September 1949
ltaly 1958
Ivory Coast 8 December 1961 d
Jamaica 9 September 1963
18 April 1963
3 January 1958
1 July 1965
1963
1956
10 March 1949
1969
Liberia 14 March 1947
Libyan Arab Republic 1958
Luxembourg 14 February 1949
M adagascar 23 May 1962 d
Matlawi 17 May 1966
Malaysia 28 October 1957d
M T et 28 March 1968
M BEEA oo 27 June 1968 d
Mauritius 1969 d
Mexico 26 November 1962
Mongolia 31 May 1962
M orocco 18 March 1957
Nepal 28 September 1965
Netherlands 19 April 1948
New Zealand2 10 December 1947
Nicaragua 29 November 1947
Niger 25 August 1961 d
Nigeria 26 June 1961 d
Norway 18 August 1947
Pakistan 22 September 1948
Panama 27 May 1947
Papua New Guinea 4 December 1975 d
Paraguay 2 October 1953
Peru 24 Tuly 1963
Philippines 28 October 1947
Poland A 8 January 1948
Romania - . 5 July 1956
Rwanda 15 April 1964
Senegal 27 May 1963 d
Sierra Leone 13 March 1962 d
Singapore 18 March 1966 d
Somalia 9 Tuly 1963
Spain 31 July 1974
Sweden 1947
Syrian Arab R 1953
T hailand 30 March 1956
T ogo 1962 d
Trinidad and Tobago 1965
Tunisia 1957
2 In a communication received on 25 November 1960, the Government of New Zealand

gave notice of the withdrawal of the_ reservation made upon deposit of its instrument of
accession. For the text of that reservation, see United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 11, p. 406.
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State

Turkey
Ukrainian

U
United Kingdom
U nited Republic of Cameroon
U nited Republic of Tanzania
United States of America
U pper Volta
Yemen

Y ugoslavia
Zaire

Zambia

nion of Soviet Socialist Republics..
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A ccession, notification
of succession (d)

.............. 22 August 1950
20 November 1953
.............. 22 September 1953
.............. 17 September 1946
20 October 1961 d
.............. 29 October 1962
.............. 29 April 1970
27 April 1962
23 July 1963
30 June 1950
.............. 8 December 1964
.............. 16 June 1975d

Declarations and Reservations

ALBANIA3

The People’s Republic of Albania does not consider
itself bound by the provisions of section 30, which
provide that any difference arising out of the inter-
pretation or application of the present Convention shall
be brought before the International Court of Justice,
whose opinion shall be accepted as decisive by the
parties ; with respect to the competence of the Court
in disputes relating to the interpretation or application
of the Convention, the People’s Republic of Albania
will continue to maintain, as it has heretofore, that in
every individual case the agreement of all the parties
to the dispute is required in order that the dispute may
be laid before the International Court of Justice for a
ruling.

ALGERIA3

The Democratic and Popular Republic of Algeria
does not consider itself bound by section 30 of the
said Convention which provides for the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice in
the case of differences arising out of the interpretation
or application of the Convention. It declares that, for
the submission of a particular dispute to the Interna-
tional Court of Justice for settlement, the consent of
all parties to the dispute is necessary in each case.

This reservation also applies to the provision of the
same section that the advisory opinion given by the
International Court of Justice shall be accepted as
decisive.

BULGARIAS

The People’s Republic of Bulgaria does not con-
sider itself bound by the provision of Section 30 of
the Convention which provides for the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice, and,
with respect to the competence of the International
Court in the case of differences arising out of the inter-
pretation or application of the Convention, the position
of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria is that, for the
submission of a particular dispute to the International

3 The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland has notified the Secretary-General that
it is unable to accept these reservations because in its view
they are not of the kind which intending parties to the Conven-
tion have the right to make.

Court for settlement, the consent of all parties to the
dispute is necessary in each case. This reservation also
applies to the provision of the same section that the
advisory opinion given by the International Court shall
be accepted as decisive.

BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLIC3

The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic does not
consider itself bound by the provision of section 30
of the Convention which envisages the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court and, in regard
to the competence of the International Court in dif-
ferences arising out of the interpretation and applica-
tion of the Convention, the Byelorussian Soviet So-
cialist Republic will, as hitherto, adhere to the position
that, for the submission of a particular dispute for set-
tlement by the International Court, the consent of all
the parties to the dispute is required in every individual
case. This reservation is equally applicable to the
provision contained in the same section, whereby the
advisory opinion of the International Court shall be
accepted as decisive.

CANADA

“With the reservation that exemption from taxation
imposed by any law in Canada on salaries and emolu-
ments shall not extend to a Canadian citizen residing
or ordinarily resident in Canada.”

CZECHOSLOVAKIA3

. . The Czechoslovak Republic does not consider
itself bound by section 30 of the Convention which en-
visages the compulsory jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court in differences arising out of the interpreta-
tion or application of the Convention; in regard to the
competence of the International Court in such dif-
ferences, the Czechoslovak Republic adheres to the
position that, for the submission of a particular dispute
for settlement by the International Court, the consent
of all the parties to the dispute is required in every
individual case. This reservation is equally applicable
to the further provisions contained in the same section,
whereby the advisory opinion of the International
Court shall be accepted as decisive.”



38

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC4

The German Democratic Republic does not consider
itself bound by the provision of section 30 of the Con-
vention, which provides for the compulsory jurisdiction
of the International Court of Justice, and, with regard
to the competence of the International Court of Justice
for disputes concerning the interpretation or application
of the Convention, takes the view that in every single
case the consent of all parties to the dispute shall be
necessary to refer a particular dispute to the International
Court of Justice for decision.

This reservation applies equally to the provision con-
tained in this section according to which the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice shall be
accepted as decisive.

HUNGARY4

The Presidential Council of the Hungarian People’s
Republic expressly reserves its position with regard
to section 30 of the Convention, since, in its opinion,
the jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice
can be founded only on the voluntary prior acceptance
of such jurisdiction by all the parties concerned.

INDONESIA

“Article 1(b) section 1: The capacity of the United
Nations to acquire and dispose of immovable property
shall be exercised with due regard to national laws and
regulations.

“Article V111, section 30:4 With regard to compe-
tence of the International Court of Justice in disputes
concerning the interpretation or application of the Con-
vention, the Government of Indonesia reserves the right
to maintain that in every individual case the agreement
of the parties to the dispute is required before the Court
for a ruling.”

LAO PEOPLE'S DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC

1. Laotian nationals domiciled or habitually resident
m Laos shall not enjoy exemption from the taxation
payable in Laos on salaries and income.

2. Laotian nationals who are officials of the United
Nations shall not be immune from National Service
obligations.

MEXICO

(a) The United Nations and its organs shall not
be entitled to acquire immovable property in Mexican
territory, in view of the property regulations laid down
by the Political Constitution of the United Mexican
States.

(b) Officials and experts of the United Nations and
its organs who are of Mexican nationality shall enjoy,
in the exercise of their functions in Mexican territory,
exclusively those privileges which are granted them
by section 18, paragraphs (a), (d), (/) and (g), and
by section 22, paragraphs (a), (b), (c), (d) and (/)
respectively, of the Convention on the Privileges and
Immunities of the United Nations, on the understanding
that the inviolability established in the aforesaid section
22, paragraph (c), shall be granted only for official
papers and documents.

Privileges and Immunities of the United Nations

MONGOLIA4

“. . . The Mongolian People’s Republic does not con-
sider itself bound by the provisions of section 30 of
the said General Convention, which provide that any
difference arising out of the interpretation or applica-
tion of the present Convention shall be referred to the
International Court of Justice;

“and in such a case the position of the Mongolian
People’s Republic is that, for submission of a particular
dispute to the International Court for settlement, the
consent of all the parties to the dispute is necessary
in every case.

“This reservation is equally applicable to the pro-
vision that the advisory opinion given by the Interna-
tional Court of Justice shall be accepted as decisive.”

NEPAL

“Subject to the reservation with regard to section
18 (c) of the Convention, that United Nations officials
of Nepalese nationality shall not be exempt from serv-
ice obligations applicable to them pursuant to Nepal-
ese law; and

“Subject to the reservation4 with regard to section
30 of the Convention, that any difference arising out
of the interpretation or application of the Convention
to which Nepal is a party, shall be referred to the
International Court of Justice only with the specific
agreement of His Majesty’s Government of Nepal.”

ROMANIA4

The Romanian People’s Republic does not consider
itself bound by the terms of section 30 of the Conven-
tion which provide for the compulsory jurisdiction of
the International Court in differences arising out of
the interpretation or application of the Convention;
with respect to the competence of the International
Court in such differences, the Romanian People’s Re-
public takes the view that, for the purpose of the
submission of any dispute whatsoever to the Court
for a ruling, the consent of all the parties to the dis-
pute is required in every individual case. This reserva-
tion is equally applicable to the provisions contained
in the said section which stipulate that the advisory
opinion of the International Court is to be accepted
as decisive.

THAILAND

“. . . Officials of the United Nations of Thai nation-
ality shall not be immune from national service obli-
gations”.

TURKEYS5

With the following reservations.

(a) The deferment, during service with the United
Nations, of the second period of military service

4 See footnote 3, p. 37.

5By a notification received by the Secretary-General on 20
June 1957, the Government of Turkey withdrew the second,
third and fourth reservations contained in its instrument of
accession. For the text of those reservations see: United Na-
tions, Treaty Series, vol. 70, p 266.
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of Turkish nationals who occupy posts with the
said Organization, will be arranged in accordance
with the procedures provided in Military Law
No. 1111, account being taken of their position
as reserve officers or private soldiers, provided
that they complete their previous military service
as required under Article 6 of the above-mentioned
Law, as reserve officers or private soldiers.
(e) Turkish nationals entrusted by the United
Nations with a mission in Turkey as officials of
the Organization are subject to the taxes payable
by their fellow citizens. They must make an
annual declaration of their salaries in accordance
with the provisions set forth in chapter 4, section
2, of Law No. 5421 concerning income tax.

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLIC6

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic does not
consider itself bound by the provision of section 30
of the Convention which envisages the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court and, in regard
to the competence of the International Court in differ-
ences arising out of the interpretation and application
of the Convention, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic will, as hitherto, adhere to the position that,
for the submission of a particular dispute for settle-
ment by the International Court, the consent of all
the parties to the dispute is required in every indi-
vidual case. This reservation is equally applicable to
the provision contained in the same section, whereby
the advisory opinion of the International Court shall
be accepted as decisive.

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICSS8-7

The Soviet Union does not consider itself bound
by the provision of section 30 of the Convention which
envisages the compulsory jurisdiction of the Interna-
tional Court, and in regard to the competence of the
International Court in differences arising out of the
interpretation and application of the Convention, the

6 See footnote 3, p. 37.
7The Government of Lebanon has notified the Secretary-
General that it objects to this reservation.
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Soviet Union will, as hitherto, adhere to the position
that, for the submission of a particular dispute for
settlement by the International Court, the consent of
all the parties to the dispute is required in every
individual case. This reservation is equally applicable
to the provision contained in the same section,
whereby the advisory opinion of the International
Court shall be accepted as decisive.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

“(1) Paragraph (b) of section 18 regarding immunity
from taxation and paragraph (c) of section 18 regarding
immunity from national service obligations shall not ap-
ply with respect to United States nationals and aliens
admitted for permanent residence.

“(2) Nothing in article 1V, regarding the privileges
and immunities of representatives of Members, in ar-
ticle V, regarding the privileges and immunities of United
Nations officials, or in article V1, regarding the privileges
and immunities of experts on missions for the United
Nations, shall be construed to grant any person who has
abused his privileges of residence by activities in the
United States outside his official capacity exemption from
the laws and regulations of the United States regarding
the continued residence of aliens, provided that:

“(a) No proceedings shall be instituted under such
laws or regulations to require any such person to leave
the United States except with the prior approval of
the Secretary of State of the United States. Such ap-
proval shall be given only after consultation with the
appropriate Member in the case of a representative of
a Member (or a member of his family) or with the
Secretary-General in the case of any person referred
to in articles V and VI ;

“(b) A representative of the Member concerned or
the Secretary-General, as the case may be, shall have
the right to appear in any such proceedings on behalf
of the person against whom they are instituted;

“(c) Persons who are entitled to diplomatic privi-
leges and immunities under the Convention shall not
be required to leave the United States otherwise than
in accordance with the customary procedure applicable
to members of diplomatic missions accredited or notified
to the United States.”
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Privileges and Immunities of Specialized Agencie*

2. Convention on the Privileges and Immunities of the Specialized Agencies

Approved by the General Assembly of the United Nations on 21 November 19471

Entry into force: The Convention is in force for each acceding State in respect of a specialized agency
indicated in its instrument of accession or in a subsequent notification as from the date of deposit of the
instrument of accession or receipt of the notification.

Registration: 16 AUgUSt 1949, No. 521.

Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 33, p. 261.2

Final texts or revised texts of annexes transmitted to the Secretary-General by the specialized agencies

1. Annex l—International Labour Organisation (ILO) ..o 14 September 1948

2. Annex lIl—Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO) 13 December 1948

Revised text of anneX 11 ... 26 May 1960

Second revised text of annex Tl ... 28 December 1965

3. Annex lll—International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) ... 11 August 1948
4. Annex IV—United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization

(UNESCO) oottt ettt et emte e st e e ettt e e nnee e e srneeeeneeeeanees 7 February 1949

5. Annex V—International Monetary Fund (IMF) ... 9 May 1949

Annex VI— International Bank for Reconstruction and Development (IBRD) 29 April 1949

Annex VIlI—World Health Organization (W H O )...ccccccoiiiiiiiininnninnn. 2 August 1948

Revised text of annex VI .. 1 June 1950

Second revised text of annex VII 1 July 1957

Third revised text of annex VII 25 July 1958

8. Annex VIlIlI—Universal Postal Union (UP U ) ..., 11 July 1949

9. Annex IX—International Telecommunication Union (1TU) . 16 January 1951

10. Annex X—International Refugee Organization (IRO)8 ......ccccooceviiiiiieiniinnnes 4 April 1949

11. Annex XI—World Meteorological Organization (W M O) 29 December 1951
12. Annex XIll—Inter-Governmental Maritime Consultative Organization

QLYK oX ) TR 12 February 1959

Revised text of annex XI1 e 9 July 1968

13. Annex XIll—International Finance Corporation (IFC) .....cccoiiiiiinnnnn. 22 April 1959

14. Annex X1V —International Development Association (IDA) 15 February 1962

Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to_ further specialized
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

25 March 1964 a

10 October 1963 a

1Resolution 179(11); see Official Records of the Second
Session of the General Assembly, Resolutions (A/S19), p. 112.

2 For the final texts of annexes | to VIII and X, which had
been transmitted to the Secretary-General as at the date of
registration of the Convention, see United Nations, Treaty
Series, vol. 33, p. 290. For the texts of final or revised texts
of annexes transmitted to the Secretary-General subsequent to
the date of registration of the Convention, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, as follows: vol. 71, p. 318 (revised text of
annex VII); vol 79, p. 326 (annex 1X); vol. 117, p. 386

Specialised agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States
have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of
annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, FUND, BANK, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO

ILO, FAO (revised text of Annex 11), ICAO,
UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO (third revised text
of Annex VI1), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC

(annex XI1) ; vol. 275, p. 298 (second revised text of annex
VIIl); vol. 314, p. 308 (third revised text of annex VII) ;
vol. 323, p. 364 (annex XII) ; vol. 327, p. 326 (annex XII1) ;
vol. 371, p. 266 (revised text of annex Il); vol. 423, p. 284
(annex X1V) ; vol. 559, p. 348 (second revised text of an-
nex I1); and vol. 645, p. 340 (revised text of annex XII).
3 Resolution No. 108, adopted by the General Council of the
International Refugee Organization at its 101st meeting on
15 February 1952, provided for the liquidation of the Organiza-
tion.
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Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to further specialised
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

Austria 21 July 19500
28 March 1951
21 January 195S
1 November 1957
28 October 1958
10 November 1959
14 February 1962
8 November 1962
22 July 1966
Barbados 19 November 1971a
Belgium 14 March 1962 a
Brazil 22 March 1963 a
24 April 1963
IS July 1966
11 February 1969
BUlQgaria.ieeeaieiens 13 June 1968 a
2 December 1968
Byelorussian SSR .......... 18 March 1966 a
Central African Empire . IS October 1962 a
CH BT € e 21 September 1951a
7 June 1961
Lo RTIE 13 September 1972a
Cyprus . 6 May 1964 d
Czechoslovakia .eeeen... 29 December 1966 a
Democratic Kampuchea . 15 October 1953 a
26 September 1955
DenmarkK e 25 January 1950 a
5 April 1950
22 May 1951
19 July 1951
10 March 1953
14 October 1957
8 January 1959
20 May 1960
26 December 1960
19 July 1961
3 August 1962
20 March 1969
Ecuador 8 June 1951a
7 July 1953
14 July 1954
12 December 1958
2 August 1960
26 July 1966
Egypt 28 September 1954 a
1 June 1955
3 February 1958
24 May 1976

41

Specialised agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States
have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of
annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, IRO
ITU

WHO (revised text of Annex VII1), WMO
WHO (second revised text of Annex V1I)
WHO (third revised text of Annex V11)
IFC

FAO (revised text of Annex II)
IDA

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, WHO, UPU,
ITU, WMO, IMCO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, WHO, UPU,
ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA
BANK

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)
IMCO (revised text of Annex XII)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU,
WMO, IMCO

IMCO (revised text of Annex X11)

ILO, UNESCO, UPU, ITU, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, IMF, IBRD, WHO, UPU, ITU,

UNESCO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, IMF, IBRD, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO, IMCO

ITU,

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO, IMCO

ILO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU, WMO,
IMCO

UPU

FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, ITU, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU

IRO

WHO (revised text of Annex V1)

ITU

WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex VI1I)

WHO (third revised text of Annex VII)

IMCO

FAO (revised text of Annex I1)

IFC

IDA

IMCO (revised text of Annex X11)

ILO

FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO, ITU

WMO

UPU

FAO (revised text of Annex 1)

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU

WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex VII)
IFC



42

Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to_ further specialized
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

Fid i cereerrriiieeneeeeeeeerersriinaneeeeens 21 June 1971 d
Finland . . 31 July 1958 a

2 December 1958

8 June 1959

27 July 1959

8 September 1960

16 November 1962

24 November 1969
Gabon e 29 June 1961 a
Gambia s 1 August 1966 d

1 August 1966

German Democratic Re-
public 4 October 1974 a
Germany, Federal Republic

of * 5 e, 10 October 1957 a

10 October 1957

19 May 1958

5 September 1958

11 February 1959

12 January 1962

12 April 1962

23 May 1963

41In a communication received by the Secretary-General on
10 October 1957, the Government of the Federal Republic of
Germany declared that the Convention will also apply to the
Saar Territory except that Section 7 (b) of the Convention
shall not take effect with regard to the Saar Territory until
the expiration of the interim period defined in Article 3 of the
Treaty of 27 October 1956 between France and the Federal
Republic of Germany.

51In a note accompanying the instrument of accession, the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany declared
that the Convention would also apply to Land Berlin.

With reference to the above-mentioned declaration, commu-
nications have been addressed to the Secretary-General by the
Governments of Bulgaria, France, the United Kingdom and the
United States of America, the Federal Republic of Germany,
Mongolia, Poland and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.
The said communications are identical in essence, mutatis mu-
tandis, to the corresponding ones reproduced in footnote 3, p. 52.

Subsequently, upon accession to the Convention, the Govern-
ment of the German Democratic Republic made on the same
subject the following declaration:

As regards the application of the Convention to Berlin (West),
the German Democratic Republic notes, in accordance with the
Quadripartite Agreement between the Governments of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics, the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern lIreland, the United States of America
and the French Republic of 3 September 1971, that Berlin (West)
is not a constituent part of the Federal Republic of Germany
and cannot be governed by it. Consequently, the declaration of
the Federal Republic of Germany to the effect that the said
Convention is valid also for “Land Berlin” is in contradiction
with the Quadripartite Agreement, which provides that agree-
ments affecting matters of the status of Berlin (West) may not
be extended to Berlin (West) by the Federal Republic of
Germany.

With reference to the above-mentioned declaration the Sec-
retary-General received on 8 July 1975 from the Governments

of the United States of America, France and the United King-
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Specialized agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States
have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of
annexes in respect of which Stales have notified their acceptance

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (Second revised

text of Annex VII), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO
(revised text of Annex XI11)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO

WHO (third revised text of Annex VII)

IMCO

IFC

FAO (revised text of Annex I11)

IDA

IMCO (revised text of Annex XII)

ITU

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO, IMCO

IMF, IBRD, IFC, IDA

ILO, UNESCO, WHO (third revised text of An-
nex VII), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised text
of Annex XI1I)

ILO, FAO, UNESCO,
WMO

ICAO

UPU

WHO (second revised text of Annex VII)

WHO (third revised text of Annex V1I)

IMCO

IFC

FAO (revised text of Annex I11)

dom, the following declaration :

[“The communication mentioned in the Note listed refers]
to the Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971. This
Agreement was concluded in Berlin between the Governments
of the French Republic, the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land and the United States of America. [The Government
sending this communication is not a party to the Quadri-
partite Agreement and is] therefore not competent to make
authoritative comments on its provisions.

“The Governments of France, the United Kingdom and
the United States wish to bring the following to the atten-
tion of the States Parties to the [instrument referred to in
the above-mentioned communication.] When authorising the
extension of [this instrument] to the Western Sectors of
Berlin, the authorities of the Three Powers, acting in the
exercise of their supreme authority, ensured in accordance
with established procedures that [this instrument is] applied
in the Western Sectors of Berlin in such a way as not to
affect matters of security and status.

“Accordingly, the application of [this instrument] to the
Western Sectors of Berlin continues in full force and effect.

“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.”

Subsequently, on 19 September 1975, the Government of the
Federal Republic of Germany made on the same subject the fol-
lowing declaration :

“By their Notes of 8 July 1975, . . . 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 the application in

Berlin (West) of the above-mentioned [instrument] extended
Footnote continues on following page

IMF, IBRD, WHO, ITU,
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Accessions (a), notifications of succession (&), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to further specialised
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

GRANA s rreeeeens 9 September 1958 a
27 October 1958
16 September 1960
Guatemala 30 June 1951a
4 QOctober 1954
18 May 1962
GuUiNnea i iiiaeeas ]_July 1959 a
29 March 1968
GUYANA  orieeeniiens mrreeeenns 13 September 1973a
Ha it s cvnneennes 16 April 1952 a
16 April 1952
S August 1959
Hungary .. 1967 a
9 August 1973e
INdia s e 10 February 1949a
19 October 1949
9 March 1955
3 June 1955
3 July 1958
3 August 1961
12 April 1963
Indonesia ..occveiviineenens 1972 a
I @ N e avaassieees 16 May 1974 a
Irag e 9 July 1954 a
Ireland i i 10 May 1967 a
27 December 1968
Ivory Coast . ... 8 September 1961a
28 December 1961
4 June 1962
26 September 1962
JAM Q0C A ooeieeeeeeeeeeeerenes aeeeaeenns 4 November 1963 a
Japan L. 18 Apl"ll 1963 a
Jordan e eeeeaeeans 12 December 1950 a
24 March 1951
10 December 1957
11 August 1960
Kenya . 1 July 1965 a
3 March 1966

footnote continued from previous pagel
by it under the established procedures [continues]

force and effect.
“The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany

in full
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Specialised agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States
have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of
annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
(second revised text of Annex VII), UPU, ITU,
WMO

WHO (third revised text of Annex V1)

FAO (revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, IRO

WMO

IDA

WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, IMCO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU

WMO

IMCO

ILO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU, WMO

FAO, ICAO, IMCO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO

IMF, IBRD, UPU

WMO

WHO (revised text of Annex VI11), ITU

WHO (second revised text of Annex VI1I)

IFC

FAO (revised text of Annex 11)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex I1), ICAO,
UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO (third revised text
of Annex VI1), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised
text of Annex X11), IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO
ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA
IMCO (revised text of Annex XI11)

WHO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, UPU, ITU

IMF, IBRD, IFC, IDA

WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA

FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU

ITU

WMO

FAO (revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA
FAO (second revised text of Annex II)

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.”

6 With the reservations made upon accession.



Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications™ of
undertaking to apply the Convention to further specialised
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

Kuwait 13 November 1961 a
7 February 1963
29 August 1966
9 July 1969
Lao People’'s Democratic
RepuDIiC e 9 August 1960 a
L eSO Th O eeeeeeeeeeeeeeesee e 26 November 1969 a
Libyan Arab Republic .... 30 Apl’ll 1958 a
LUXEMbBDOUIG cevuuiieeiinneeeeennnnens 20 September 1950 a
27 March 1951
22 August 1952
M adagascar  .ccocieeeiiiiiiieenans 3 January 1966 a

22 November 1966
19 November 1968

Malawi 2 August 1965 a

16 September 1966

Malaysia 29 March 1962 d

23 November 1962

MaldivVes..oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaeeeas 26 May 1969 a
M ATT  ceeeeeiiieeee e eras 24 June 1968 a
M AETTA o 27 June 1968 d
27 June 1968
21 October 1968
13 February 1969
Mauritius 18 July 1969 d
Mongolia..... 3 March 1970 a
20 September 1974
Morocco i 28 April 1958 a
10 June 1958
13 August 1958
30 November 1966
3 November 1976
Nepal? 23 February 1954 a
28 September 1965

08 Between 12 March 1968, the date of accession to indepen-
dence, and 18 July 1969, the date of the notification of succes-
sion, Mauritius applied Annex Il unrevised.
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Specialised agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States
have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of
annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ITU

ILO, FAO (revised text of Annex 1I1), ICAO,
UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO (third revised text
of Annex VII), UPU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)

IMCO (revised text of Annex XI1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex 11), ICAO,
UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO (third revised text
of Annex VI1), UPU, ITU, WMO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
(second revised text of Annex VI1), ITU, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, IRO

ITU

WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC
FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)
IMCO (revised text of Annex X11)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA
FAO (second revised text of Annex II)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (revised text
of Annex VI1I1), UPU, ITU, WMO
WHO (third revised text of Annex V1)

WHO, UPU, ITU, IMCO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO, IMCO

IBRD, IDA

FAO (second revised text of Annex 11), WHO (third
revised text of Annex V11), IMCO (revised text of
Annex XI1)

IMF, IFC

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex 11)6a ICAO,
UNESCO, WHO (third revised text of Annex V11),
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised text of Annex
X11) il

ILO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU, WMO
FAO (second revised text of Annex I11)

ICAO, WMO
ILO, FAO, UNESCO, WHO, ITU
UPU

FAO (second revised text of Annex 1)
IMF, IBRD, IFC, IDA

WHO
FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, UPU, ITU

7 The instrument of accession by the Government of Nepal
was deposited with the Director-General of the World Health
Organization, in accordance with Section 42 of the Convention.
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Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to further specialised
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

Netherlands 2 December 1948 a
2 December 1948
21 July 1949
IS February 1951
15 June 1951
14 May 1952
S January 1954
18 March 1965
28 June 1965
9 December 1966
29 October 1969
New Zealand 25 November 1960 a
17 October 1963
23 May 1967
6 June 1969
Nicaragua 6 Aprll 1959 a
N g € F o ecieiis saeranns 15 May 1968 a
N igeria 26 June 1961 d
Norway 25 January 1950 a
14 September 1950
20 September 1951
22 November 19S5
11 September 1957
10 November 1960
10 November 1960
30 January 1961
2 August 1966
1 October 1968
Pakistan 23 July 1951a
7 November 1951
IS September 1961
13 March 1962
17 July 1962
Philippines 20 March 1950 a
21 May 1958
12 March 1959
13 January 1961
Poland  .eeceeeenn, 1969 a
Romania = ... s 15 September 1970 a
23 August 1974
Rwanda IS April 1964 a
23 June 1964
Senegal 2 March 1966 a
Sierra Leone 13 March 1962 d
Singapore 18 March 1966 d
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Specialised agencies in respect of which, on accession, on
notification of succession or in subsequent notifications. States
have undertaken to applv the Convention, and revised texts oj
annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ICAO, WHO

ILO

FAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, IRO
WHO (revised text of Annex VII)

ITU

UPU

WMO

WHO (third revised text of Annex V1)
FAO (revised text of Annex I1), IMCO, IFC, IDA
FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)
IMCO (revised text of Annex XII)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO

IMCO

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1I)

IMCO (revised text of Annex XI1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (second revised
text of Annex VI1), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, IRO

WHO (revised text of Annex VI1I)

ITU

WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex V1)
IFC

FAO (revised text of Annex I1)

IMCO

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)
IMCO (revised text of Annex X11)

IBRD

IMF

ILO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU, WMO
FAO, IMCO

IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO
WMO

WHO (third revised text of Annex VII)
IFC

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex I1), ICAO,
UNESCO, WHO (third revised text of Annex V11),
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised text of Annex
X11)

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex I1), ICAO,
UNESCO, WHO (third revised text of Annex V11),
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised text of Annex

X11)

IMF, IBRD

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO

IMF, IBRD, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC, IDA
ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (second revised
text of Annex VII1), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO
ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU,
WMO
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Accessions (a), notifications of succession (d), notifications of
undertaking to apply the Convention to further specialised
agencies, notifications of acceptance of revised texts of annexes

26 September 1974 a

12 September 19S1 a

31 July 1953
22 August 1957
1 February 1960
3 September 1960
28 September 1960
11 April 1962
13 September 1968
Thailand 30 March 1956 a
19 June 1961
28 April 1965
21 March 1966
T O G O s 15 JU'Y 1960 a
16 September 1975
17 March 1976 d
Trinidad and T obago 19 October 1965 a
15 July 1966
TUN IS i@ ;i 3 December 1957 a
19 May 1958
Ukrainian SSR ..., 13 Apl’l| 1966 a
Union of Soviet Socialist
R epublics 10 January 1966 a
16 November 1972
United Kingdom 16 August 1949 a
17 December 1954
22 September 1955
30 September 1957
4 November 1959
28 November 1968
United Republic of
Tanzania = .ceeeeeeeeeees 29 October 1962 a
26 March 1963
10 April 1963
U pper Volta 6 Apl’ll 1962 a
Y ugoslavia oo 23 November 1951a
5 March 1952
16 March 1959
14 April 1960
8 April 1964
27 February 1969
AL o SN 8 December 1964 a
Zambia oo 16 June 1975 d

Privileges and Immunities of Specialized Agencie*

Specialized agencies in respect of which, on accession, on

notification of succession or in subsequent notifications, States

have undertaken to apply the Convention, and revised texts of

annexes in respect of which States have notified their acceptance

ILO, FAO (second revised text of Annex I1), ICAO,
UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO (third revised text
of Annex V11), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO (revised
text of Annex X11), IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU
WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex V1)
IMCO

IFC

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)

IDA

IMCO (revised text of Annex XI1)

FAO, ICAO

ILO, FAO (revised text of Annex 1l), UNESCO,
IMF, IBRD, WHO (second revised text of An-

nex VII), ITU, WMO, IFC
UPU
FAO (second revised text of Annex I11)
WHO (third revised text of Annex VII)
UPU

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (second revised

text of Annex VII), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO
(revised text of Annex XII)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO

FAO (second revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,
UPU, ITU, WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex V1I)

ILO, UNESCO, UPU, ITU, WMO

ILO, UNESCO, WHO, UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO

ICAO

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO, IRO

UPU, ITU, WMO

WHO (revised text of Annex VII)

WHO (second revised text of Annex VI1I)

IMCO

IMCO (revised text of Annex XII)

ILO, FAO, UNESCO, WHO

WMO

ICAO, IMF, IBRD, ITU, IFC

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO,

UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO, IFC

ILO, FAO, UNESCO, IMF, IBRD, WHO, UPU,
ITU

WMO

WHO (second revised text of Annex V1)

WHO (third revised text of Annex V1I)

FAO (revised text of Annex I1), IMCO, IFC, IDA

FAO (revised text of Annex I1)

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO,
UPU, ITU, WMO, IFC, IDA

ILO, FAO, ICAO, UNESCO, WHO (second re-
vised text of Annex V11), UPU, ITU, WMO, IMCO
(revised text of Annex X 11)

IMF, IBRD, WHO,
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Declarations and Reservations8

BULGARIA9

The People’'s Republic of Bulgaria will consider itself
bound by the provisions of sections 24 and 32 of the
Convention only if, before a dispute arising out of the
interpretation or application of the Convention is re-
ferred to the International Court of Justice, the Parties
involved in the dispute have, for each individual case,
given their prior consent thereto. This reservation ap-
plies also to section 32, which provides that the opinion
of the International Court of Justice shall be considered
as decisive.

BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICY

The Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic does not
consider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24
and 32 of the Convention, concerning the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice.
Concerning the jurisdiction of the International Court
of Justice in disputes arising out of the interpretation
or application of the Convention, the Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic will maintain the same posi-
tion as hitherto, namely, that for any dispute to be
referred to the International Court of Justice for
settlement, the agreement of all Parties involved in
the dispute must be obtained in each individual case.
This reservation similarly applies to the provision
contained in section 32, stipulating that the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice shall be
accepted as decisive.

CUBA9

The Revolutionary Government of Cuba does not con-
sider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24 and
32 of the Convention, under which the International
Court of Justice has compulsory jurisdiction in disputes
arising out of the interpretation or application of the
Convention. Concerning the competence of the Inter-
national Court of Justice in such disputes, Cuba takes
the position that for any dispute to be referred to the In-
ternational Court of Justice for settlement, the agree-
ment of all parties involved in the dispute must be ob-
tained in each individual case. This reservation also
applies to the provision of section 32 requiring the par-
ties concerned to accept the advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice as decisive.

CZECHOSLOVAKIA9

The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic does not con-
sider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24 and
32 of the Convention, under which the International
Court of Justice has compulsory jurisdiction in dis-
putes arising out of the interpretation or application
of the Convention; concerning the competence of the
International Court of Justice in such disputes, the

8Unless otherwise indicated, the declarations and reserva-
tions were made on accession.

9The Government of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland has notified the Secretary-General that
it is unable to accept these reservations because in its view
they are not of the kind which intending parties to the Con-
vention have the right to make.

Czechoslovak Socialist Republic takes the position
that for any dispute to be referred to the International
Court of Justice for settlement, the agreement of all
Parties involved in the dispute must be obtained in
each individual case. This reservation also applies to
the provision of section 32 requiring the Parties con-
cerned to accept the advisory opinion of the Interna-
tional Court of Justice as decisive.

GABON

However, | have to invite your attention to the
fact that it is not possible for any Government fully
to comply with the requirements of section 11 of that
Convention in so far as it requires the specialized
agency to enjoy in the territory of a State party to
the Convention treatment not less favourable than
that accorded by the Government of that State to any
other Government in the matter of priorities and rates
on telecommunications, unless and until all other
Governments collaborate in according this treatment
to the agency in question. It is understood that this
matter is being discussed in the International Tele-
communication Union.

GERMAN DEMOCRATIC REPUBLIC*

The German Democratic Republic does not consider
itself bound by the provisions of sections 24 and 32 of
the Convention, which provide for the compulsory juris-
diction of the International Court of Justice, and with
regard to the competence of the International Court of
Justice for disputes concerning the interpretation or
application of the Convention, takes the view that in ev-
ery single case the consent of all parties to the dispute
shall be necessary to refer a particular dispute to the
International Court of Justice for decision.

This reservation applies equally to the provision con-
tained in section 32 according to which the advisory
opinion of the International Court of Justice shall be
accepted as decisive.

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF

“The Government of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many takes the liberty of calling attention to the fact
that the provisions of section 11 of article 1V of the
Convention, to the effect that the specialized agencies
shall enjoy, in the territory of each State party to
this Convention, for their official communications,
treatment not less favourable than that accorded by
the Government of such State to any other Govern-
ment in the matter of priorities, rates and other taxes,
cannot be fully complied with by any Government.
Reference is made to the provisions of article 37 and
of annex 3 of the International Telecommunication
Convention concluded at Buenos Aires in 1952, as
well as to the resolutions Nos. 27 and 28 appended
to that Convention.”

HUNGARY9

The Hungarian People’s Republic accepts sections
24 and 32 of the Convention with the reservation that
disputes regarding the interpretation and application
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of the Convention shall be referred to the Interna-
tional Court of Justice only with the consent of all
parties involved in the given dispute.

The Hungarian People’s Republic makes a reserva-
tion also with regard to the provision in section 32
making the advisory opinion of the Court decisive in
certain cases.

INDONESIA

“(1) Article 11(b) section 3: The capacity of the
specialized agencies to acquire and dispose of immovable
property shall be exercised with due regard to national
laws and regulations.10

“(2) Article 1X section 32 i1 With regard to the
competence of the International Court of Justice in dis-
putes concerning the interpretation or application of the
Convention, the Government of Indonesia reserves the
right to maintain that in every individual case the agree-
ment of the parties to the dispute is required before the
Court for a ruling.”

IVORY COAST

(Declaration contained in a subsequent notification
received on 28 December 1961)

It is not possible for any Government fully to
comply with the requirements of section 11 of that
Convention in so far as it requires the specialized
agency to enjoy in the territory of a State party to
the Convention treatment not less favourable than
that accorded by the Government of that State to any
other Government in the matter of priorities and rates
on telecommunications, unless and until all other
Governments collaborate in according this treatment
to the agency in question. It is understood that this
matter is being discussed in the International Tele-
communication Union.

MADAGASCAR

. . . The Malagasy Government will not be able to
comply fully with the provisions of article 1V, sec-
tion 11, of the Convention, which states that the
specialized agencies shall enjoy, in the territory of
each State party to the Convention, for their official
communications, treatment not less favourable than
that accorded by the Government of such State to any
other Government, in the matter of priorities, rates
and taxes on telecommunications, until such time as
all Governments decide to co-operate by according
such treatment to the agencies in question.

MONGOLIAIl 12

“The Mongolian People’s Republic does not consider
itself bound by the provisions of sections 24 and 32 of the
Convention, which provide for the compulsory jurisdic-

10In a communication received on 10 January 1973, the
Government of Indonesia informed the Secretary-General, in
reference to that reservation, that it would grant to the Spe-
cialized Agencies the same privileges and immunities which
it had granted to the International Monetary Fund and the
International Bank for Reconstruction and Development.

11 See footnote 9, p. 47.

12 The reservation was repeated in essence in the notification
of application to FAO received from Mongolia on 20 September
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tion of the International Court of Justice. As to the juris-
diction of the International Court of Justice in disputes
arising out of the interpretation or application of the Con-
vention the Mongolian People’s Republic maintains that
for the submission of a particular dispute to the Interna-
tional Court of Justice for settlement, the consent of all
Parties to the dispute must be obtained in each individual
case. This reservation is equally applicable to the provision
of section 32 whereby the advisory opinion of the Inter-
national Court of Justice shall be accepted as decisive."

NEW ZEALAND

. . The Government of New Zealand, in common
with other Governments, cannot give full effect to
article 1V, section 11, of the Convention, which re-
quires that the specialized agencies shall enjoy, in the
territory of each State party to the Convention, for
their official communications, treatment not less fav-
ourable than the treatment accorded by the Govern-
ment of such a State to any other Government in the
matter of priorities, rates and taxes on telecommuni-
cations, as long as all Governments have not decided
to co-operate in granting this treatment to the agencies
in question.

“It is noted that this matter has been receiving the
consideration of the United Nations and of the
International Telecommunication Union. It is also
noted that the final text of the annex of the Conven-
tion approved by the International Telecommunication
Union, and transmitted by the Union to the Secre-
tary-General of the United Nations in accordance with
section 36 of the Convention, contains a statement
that the Union would not claim for itself the enjoy-
ment of privileged treatment with regard to the
facilities in respect of communications provided in
section 11 of the Convention.”

NORWAY

(Declaration contained in a subsequent notification
received on 20 September 1951)

“1 have further been instructed to inform you that
the Norwegian Government is of the opinion that it
is impossible for any government to comply fully with
Section 11 of the said Convention, which requires that
the Specialized Agencies shall enjoy, in the territory
of each state party to the Convention, for their official
communications, treatment no less favourable than
that accorded by the Government of such State to any
other Government in the matter of priorities, rates and
taxes on telecommunications as long as all govern-
ments have not agreed to grant to the agency in ques-
tion, the treatment specified in this Section.”

PAKISTAN

(Declaration contained in a subsequent notification
received on 15 September 1961 and also, with the
second paragraph omitted, in subsequent notifica-
tions received on 13 March 1962 and 17 July
1962)

“The enjoyment by Specialized Agencies of the
communication privileges provided in Article 1V, Sec-
tion 11 of the Convention cannot, in practice, be
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determined by unilateral action of individual Govern-
ments and has in fact been determined by the Interna-
tional Telecommunication Convention, Atlantic City,
1947 and Telegraph and Telephone Regulations an-
nexed thereto. Pakistan would, therefore, not be able
to comply with the provisions of Article 1V, Section
11 of the Convention in view of Resolution No. 28
(annexure 1) passed at the Plenipotentiary Confer-
ence of the International Telecommunication Union,
held in Buenos Aires in 1952.

“The International Telecommunication Union shall
not claim for itself the communication privileges pro-
vided in Article 1V, Section 11 of the Convention.”

POLANDI

Subject to the reservation, in respect of sections 24
and 32 of the Convention, that disputes arising out of
the interpretation and application of the Convention
shall be referred to the International Court of Justice
only with the agreement of all parties to the dispute
and that the Polish People’s Republic reserves the right
not to accept the advisory opinion of the International
Court of Justice as decisive.

ROMANIAI3

The Socialist Republic of Romania states that it does
not consider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24
and 32, whereby the question whether an abuse of a
privilege or immunity has occurred, and differences aris-
ing out of the interpretation or application of the Conven-
tion and disputes between specialized agencies and Mem-
ber States, shall be referred to the International Court
of Justice. The position of the Socialist Republic of
Romania is that such questions, differences or disputes
may be referred to the International Court of Justice
only with the agreement of the parties in each individual
case.

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICI13

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic does not
consider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24
and 32 of the Convention, concerning the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice. Con-
cerning the jurisdiction of the International Court of
Justice in disputes arising out of the interpretation or
application of the Convention, the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic will maintain the same position as
hitherto, namely, that for any dispute to be referred
to the International Court of Justice for settlement,
the agreement of all Parties involved in the dispute
must be obtained in each individual case. This reser-
vation similarly applies to the provision contained in
section 32, stipulating that the advisory opinion of the
International Court of Justice shall be accepted as
decisive.

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS13

Declaration made upon accession and also contained in
a subsequent notification received on 16 November
1972:

13 See footnote 9, p. 47.
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The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics does not
consider itself bound by the provisions of sections 24
and 32 of the Convention, concerning the compulsory
jurisdiction of the International Court of Justice.
Concerning the jurisdiction of the International Court
of Justice in disputes arising out of the interpretation
or application of the Convention, the USSR will main-
tain the same position as hitherto, namely, that for
any dispute to be referred to the International Court
of Justice for settlement, the agreement of all Parties
involved in the dispute must be obtained in each in-
dividual case. This reservation similarly applies to the
provision contained in section 32, stipulating that the
advisory opinion of the International Court of Justice
shall be accepted as decisive.

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN
AND NORTHERN IRELAND

“1 have to invite your attention to the fact that it
is not possible for any Government fully to comply
with the requirements of Section 11 of that Conven-
tion in so far as it requires the Specialized Agency to
enjoy in the territory of a state party to the Conven-
tion treatment not less favourable than that accorded
by the Government of that state to any other Govern-
ment in the matter of priorities and rates on tele-
communications, unless and until all other Govern-
ments collaborate in according this treatment to the
Agency in question. It is understood that this matter
is being discussed in the International Telecommuni-
cation Union.”

Declaration contained in a subsequent notification
received on 17 December 1954:

“With regard to the Universal Postal Union and
the World Meteorological Organization, | have the
honour to draw your attention to the fact that no
Government can fully comply with Section 11 of this
Convention which requires that the specialized agen-
cies shall enjoy, in the territory of each State party
to the Convention, for their official communications,
treatment not less favourable than that accorded by the
Government of such a State to any other Government
in the matter of priorities, rates and taxes on tele-
communications so long as all the other Governments
have not decided to co-operate in granting this treat-
ment to the agencies in question. This matter is under
consideration by the United Nations and the Interna-
tional Telecommunication Union.

“The final text of the annex to the Convention ap-
proved by the International Telecommunication
Union and transmitted by the Union to the Secre-
tary-General of the United Nations in accordance with
Section 36 of the Convention contains a statement that
the Union would not claim for itself the enjoyment
of privileged treatment with regard to the facilities in
respect of communications provided in Section 11 of
the Convention.”

Declaration contained in a subsequent netification

received on 4 November 1959:

“Her Majesty’s Government observe that it would
be impracticable for any Government fully to comply
with Section 11 of the Convention which requires that
the Specialized Agencies shall enjoy, in the territory
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of each State party to the Convention, for their official
communications, treatment not less favourable than
that accorded by the Government of such State to any
other Government in the matter of priorities, rates
and taxes on telecommunications, until such time as

Privileges and Immunities of Specialized Agencies

all the other Governments have decided to co-operate
in granting this treatment to the agencies in question.
This matter is under consideration by the United
Nations and the International Telecommunication
Union.”



Diplomatie Relations 51

3. Vienna Convention on Diplomatie Relations

Done at Vienna on 18 April 19611

Entry into force: 24 April 1964, in accordance with article 51.
Registration: 24 June 1964, No. 7310.
Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 500, p. 95.

Ratification, accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (d)
Afghanistan ... 6 October 1965 a
ATDbania ., 18 April 1961
Algeria 14 Aprll 1964 a
Argentina 18 April 1961 10 October 1963
Australia .. 30 March 1962 26 January 1968
Austria ... 18 April 1961 28 Aprll 1966
Bahrain 2 November 19710
Barbados 6 May 1968 d
Belgium 23 October 1961 2 May 1968
Benin 27 March 1967 a
Bhutan .. 7 December 1972a
Botswana . 11 Aprll 1969 a
Brazil ... .18 April 1961 25 March 1965
Bulgaria.. .18 April 1961 17 January 1968
Burundi .. 1 May 1968 a
Byelorussian S SR 18 April 1961 14 May 1964
CanNada e 5 February 1962 26 May 1966
Central A frican Empire .. 28 March 1962 19 March 1973
18 April 1961 9 January 1968
25 November 1975a
Colombia 18 April 1961 5 April 1973
CONGO e 11 March 1963 a
Costa RicC @ e 14 February 1962 9 November 1964
C U D 8 ot e e 16 January 1962 26 September 1963
CYDPIUS  coooeeeeceeensessess s en 10 September 1968 a
Czechoslovakia ..., 18 April 1961 24 May 1963
Democratic Kampuchea 31 AUgUSt 1965 a
Democratic Yemen ... 24 November 1976 a
Denmark e 18 April 1961 2 October 1968
Dominican Republic....... 30 March 1962 14 January 1964
EcuadorZll .. 18 April 1961 21 September 1964
Egypt 9 June 1964 a
1The Convention was adopted on 14 April 1961 by the and void, since the so-called “Government of China” had no right

United Nations Conference on Diplomatic Intercourse and
Immunities held at the Neue Hofburg in Vienna, Austria,
from 2 March to 14 April 1961. The Conference also adopted
the Optional Protocol concerning the Acquisition of Nation-
ality, the Optional Protocol concerning the Compulsory Settle-
ment of Disputes, the Final Act and four resolutions annexed
to that Act. The Convention and two Protocols were deposited
with the Secretary-General of the United Nations. The Final
Act, by unanimous decision of the Conference, was deposited
in the archives of the Federal Ministry for Foreign Affairs of
Austria. The text of the Final Act and of the annexed” resolu-
tions is published in the United Nations, Treaty Series, vol
500, p. 212. For the proceedings of the Conference, see United
Nations Conference on Diplomatic Intercourse and Immunities,
Official Records, vols. 1 and Il (United Nations publication,
Sales Nos: 61.X.2 and 62.X.1).

2 Signed and ratified on behalf of the Republic of China on
18 April 1961 and 19 December 1969 respectively. See Note
concerning signatures, ratifications, accessions, etc. on behalf
of China, Preface, p. iii.

In communications addressed to the Secretary-General with
reference to the above-mentioned signature and/or ratification,
the Permanent Representatives or the Permanent Missions to
the United Nations of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian SSR, Mon-
golia, Pakistan, Poland, Romania, the Ukrainian SSR and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics stated that their Govern-
ments considered the said signature and/or ratification as null

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 instru-
ment of ratification thereof, and that “any statements and res-
ervations 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 Gov-
ernment of China on 25 November 197S contained the following
declaration: The “signature” on and “ratification” of this Con-
vention by the Chiang Kai-shek clique usurping the name of
China are illegal and null and void.

2a Upon ratification of the Convention, the Government of
Ecuador withdrew the reservation to paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of
article 37 of the Convention formulated at the time of its
signature.
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Ratification, accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (d)
El Salvador 9 December 1965 a
Equatorial Guinea ... 30 August 1976 a
Fiji e 21 June 1971 .d
Finland 20 October 1961 9 December 1969
France... 30 March 1962 31 December 1970
Gabon 2 April 1964 a
German Democratic

RepuUblic. e 2 February 1973 a
Germany, Federal Republic

0F3 s 18 April 1961 11 November 1964

3The instrument of ratification contains the following state-
ment: “the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations, the
Optional Protocol concerning the Acquisition of Nationality
and the Optional Protocol concerning the Compulsory Settle-
ment 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 Re-
public of German)

The Government! of Albania, Bulgaria, the Byelorussian
SSR, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Poland, Romania, the Ukrai-
man SSR 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 West
Berlin or to extend to it the application of international agree-
ments, including the Convention m question.

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 Kommandatura as the supreme authority
in Berlin had authorized the Berlin authorities to assure the
representation abroad of the interests of Berlin and its in-
habitants under suitable arrangements, and that the arrange-
ments made in accordance with the said authorization per-
mitted the Federal Republic of Germany to extend to Berlin
the international agreements which the Federal Republic con-
eludes, 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 agree-
ment applicable as domestic law in Beilin For these reasons
tliev consider the objections referred to in the preceding para-
graph as unfounde

Subsequently, the Secretary-General
communications «

received the following

German Democratic Republic (27 December 1973):
“With regard to the application to Berlin (West) of the
ma* Co ,.'0n 2?7 Diplomatic Relations and in accordance

ist 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 va'lrlitv”
France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land 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 the 3rd of Septem-
ber 1971 the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and
the United States reaffirmed that, provided matters of security
and status are not affected, international agreements and ar-
rangements entered into by the Federal Republic of Germany
may ~ extended to the Western Sectors of Berlin. For its
part) the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
i;C3 ;n 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
0f 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 positlOn set out m the Note of the Three Powers.
The extension of the Convention to Berlin (West) continues
jn f£ujj force ancj effect”

Union of S_Iqwet Somahst Republlcs (12 September 1974):

tm

Tlie Soviet Union shares the V|ew expresséd in the com-
mumcations from Ae German Democratic Repubhc concern-
InS the action by the Federal Republic of Germany in extend-

.to Land Berlin . the Vienna Convention on Diplo-
matic Relations of 18 April 1961 . . . Berlin (West) has never
been a Land of the Federal Republic of Germany , does not
f°rm part of the Federal Republic of Germany and is not
governed by it. This fact was reaffirmed and given legal effect
h Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September 1971. The dec-
larations by the Federal Repubhc of Germany extending in-
ternational agreements to Land Berlin are regarded and will
continue to be regarded by the Soviet Union as having no

legal effect.
Ukrainian Soviet Somallst Repubhc (19 September 1974):

The Ukrainian SSR shares the view set forth in the com-
mumcation from the German Democratic Republic on the

(lucstlonf th® f ‘ed*pnnfby the tLedv?In~*"Tnnv®m L G nn
AL A~LA~NMS s oflst April 19« to ‘W Berlin"
Berlin (West) has never been a Land of the Federal Republic

and '? ,n0) i n a 1

“ tfhshec! in the Quadripartite Agreement of 3 September
1971: Statements by the Federal Republic of Germany con-
«rnmg the extension of international agreements to Land
Berlin . are regarded and wi 1continue tcjbe; regarded by the
Ukrainian SSR as having no legal force whatsoever.

France, untied Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ire-
land and United States of America (8 July 1975—tn 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 secu-
rity and status are not affected and provided that extension
is specified in each case, international agreements and arrange-
ments 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
1Footnote continues on following page
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Ratification, accession (a),

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
1V 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 re-
quirement regarding terminology to be used by the Federal
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 Ire-
land 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 com-
munication 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 lIreland,
and the United States of America, and [is] not therefore
competent to comment authoritatively on its provisions.

“The Quadripartite Agreement does not impose any require-
ment regarding terminology to be used by the Federal Re-
public 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.

State Signature notification of succession (d)
Ghana e 18 April 1961 28 June 1962
Greeced e 29 March 1962 16 JUly 1970
Guatemala = ... 18 April 1961 1 October 1963
GUINEA e 10 January 1968 a
GUYANA oo 28 December 1972 a
Holy See e 18 April 1961 17 April 1964
Honduras ., 13 February 1968 a
Hungary e 18 April 1961 24 September 1965
lceland 18 May 1971a
India C 15 October 1965 a
lran e 27 May 1961 3 February 1965
(Y- TS 20 February 1962 15 October 1963
Ireland 18 Aprl' 1961 10 May 1967
Israel 18 April 1961 11 August 1970
ltaly 13 March 1962 25 June 1969
lvory Coast ... 1 October 1962 a
lamaica = s 5 June 1963 a
JAPAN 26 March 1962 8 June 1964
Jordan 29 JUly 1971a
Kenya 1 JU'y 1965 a
Kuwait 23 July 1969 a
Lao People’'s Democratic

Republic e 3 December 1962 a
Lebanon e s 18 April 1961 16 March 1971
LESOTNO it 26 November 1969 a
Liberia e 18 April 1961 15 May 1962
Liechtenstein ... 18 Apl’ll 1961 8 May 1964
footnote continued front previous page] “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.”

Federal Republic of Germany (19 September 1975):
“By their Notes of 8 July 197S, disseminated by Circular

Note . . . C.N.190.1975.TREATIES-4 of 13 August 197S,
the Governments of France, the United Kingdom and the
United States answered the assertions made in the [com-
munication] 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 Soviet 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 declara-
tions 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.

3aln 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 paragraph 2
of article 37. For the text of the said reservation, see United
Nations. Treaty Series, vol 500, p. 186.
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Ratification, accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (d)
Luxembourg ... 2 February 1962 17 August 1966
Madagascar ... 31 JUly 19630
Malawi s 19 May 1965 a
Malaysia ... 9 November 19650
LY I T T 28 March 1968 o
Maltad .o, 7 March 1967 d
Mauritania .......... 16 JU'y 1962 o
Mauritius .o, 18 July 1969 d
Mexico . 18 Apl’ll 1961 16 June 1965
Mongolia 5 January 19670
M orocco 19 June 19680
Nepal 28 September 19650
New Zealand 28 March 1962 23 September 1970
Nicaragua ... 31 October 19750
Niger . . o 5 December 19620
Nigeria oo, 31 March 1962 19 June 1967
Norway 18 April 1961 24 October 1967
[0 T s 31 May 19740
Pakistan ... 29 March 1962 29 March 1962
Panama . 18 April 1961 4 December 1963
Papua New Guinea 4 December 1975d
Paraguay ., 23 December 1969 a
Peru oeeeeessseessieene 18 December 19680
Philippines 20 October 1961 15 November 1965
Poland 18 April 1961 19 April 1965
Portugal . 11 September 19680
Republic of Korea4» 28 March 1962 28 December 1970
[Republic of South

Viet-Nam]46 10 May 19730
Romania 18 April 1961 15 November 1968
Rwanda . ... 15 Aprll 1964 a
San Marino ... 25 October 1961 8 September 1965
Senegal  .evvieen, 18 Aprll 1961 12 October 1972
Sierra Leone 13 AUgUSt 19620
Somalia  eeecceeeeeeenens 29 March 19680
South Africa. 28 March 1962
Spain 21 November 19670
SriLanka eeeee—— 18 Aprll 1961
Swaziland ... 25 April 1969 a
Sweden 18 April 1961 21 March 1967
Switzerland 18 Apl’ll 1961 30 October 1963
Thaitand 30 October 1961
T OGO oo 27 November 1970a
TONga e, 31 January 1973 d
Trinidad and T obago 19 October 1965 a
Tunisia i 24 January 1968 a
Uganda 15 April 1965 a
Ukrainian SSR 18 April 1961 12 June 1964

4 In 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]

i* In communications addressed to the Secretary-General with
reference to the 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 con-
cerning the above-mentioned communication from the Permanent
Representative of Romania, the Permanent Observer of the Re-
public 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-Gen-
eral of the United Nations on 28 December 1970.

“As the resolution 195 (111) of the General Assembly of
the United Nations dated 12 December 1948 declares un-
mistakably, 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 Korea."
4b The Democratic Republic of Viet-Nam and the Republic
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Ratification, accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (d)
Union of Soviet Socialist

Republics .  eeeenn. 18 April 1961 25 March 1964
United Kingdom 11 December 1961 1 September 1964
United Republic OF

Tanzania . .evceeeenn. 27 February 1962 5 November 1962
United States ofl America 29 June 1961 13 November 1972
Uruguay 18 April 1961 10 March 1970
Venezuela 18 April 1961 16 March 1965
Y UGOSLAVIA 18 April 1961 1 April 1963
Zaire s 18 April 1961 19 July 1965

Declarations and Reservations4
BAHRAINS BYELORUSSIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST

"1. With respect to paragraph 3 of article 27, relating
to the “Diplomatic Bag”, the Government of the State
of Bahrain reserves its 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 con-
stitute a recognition of Israel, or amount to entering with
it into any transaction required by the aforesaid Con-
vention.”

BOTSWANA

“Subject to the reservation that article 37 of the
Convention should be applicable on the basis of recipro-
city only.”

BULGARIA

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 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 diplo-
matic mission should be settled by agreement between
the sending State and the receiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

The People’s Republic of Bulgaria considers it neces-
sary 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 acced-
ing 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 convention of this kind.

of South Viet-Nam (the latter of which replaced the Republic
of Viet-Nam) united on 2 July 1976 to constitute the Socialist
Republic of Viet Nam. At the time of preparing this publica-
tion no indication had been received from the Government of
the Socialist Republic of Viet Nam regarding its position with
respect to a possible succession.

_4cFor objections by certain States to some of these declara-
tions and reservations, see page 57.

5 In a communication received by the Secretary-General on
6 January 1972, the Government of Israel made the following
declaration :

“The instrument of accession by the Government of Bahrain
of 2 November 1971 to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic
Relations, 1961, contains declarations of a political character,
made by the Government of Bahrain in respect of Israel. In
the view of the Government of Israel, this Convention is not
the proper place for making such political pronouncements.
These declarations cannot in any way affect the obligations of
Bahrain already existing under general international law.

REPUBLIC

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of
rights of States, the Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-
public considers that any difference of opinion regard-
ing the size of a diplomatic mission should be settled
by agreement between the sending State and the re-
ceiving State.

Declaration concerning articles 48 and 50:

The Byelorussian 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 acces-
sion 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.

CUBA

The Revolutionary Government of Cuba makes an
explicit reservation in respect of the provisions of ar-
ticles 48 and 50 of the Convention, because it considers
that, in view of the nature of the contents of the Con-
vention and the subject it governs, all free and sovereign
States have the right to participate in it; for that
reason, the Revolutionary Government of Cuba favours
facilitating the admission of all countries of the Inter-
national 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 mis-

The Government of Israel will, in so far as concerns the
substance of the matter, adopt towards Bahrain an attitude
of complete reciprocity”.
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sion, cannot be granted by the Royal Government of
Cambodia for the benefit of other categories of mission
staff, including administrative and technical staff.

DEMOCRATIC YEMEN

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 agree-
ment between the sending State and the receiving State.

Declaration

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

EGYPT®

“1. Paragraph 2 of article 37 shall not apply.

“2. It is understood that the accession to this Con-
vention does not mean in any way a recognition of
Israel by the Government of the United Arab Republic.
Furthermore, no treaty relations will arise between the
United Arab Republic and Israel.”

FRANCE

The Government of the French Republic considers
that article 38, paragraph 1, is to be interpreted as grant-
ing to a diplomatic agent who is a national of or perma-
nently 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 be-
tween 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:

“The German Democratic Republic considers it neces-
sary 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

Baln a communication received by the Secretary-General on
5 September 1969, the Government of Israel declared that it
“has noted the political character of the declaration made by
the Government of Kuwait on acceding to the above Conven-
tion In the view of the Government of Israel, this Convention
is not the proper place for making such political pronounce-
ments 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”.

An identical communication, mutatis mutandis, was received
by the Secretary-General from the Government of Israel on
15 October 1969 in respect of the declaration made on acces-
sion on behalf of the Government of the United Arab Republic.
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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 neces-
sary 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 sign-
ing and are precluded from acceding to the Convention.
The Convention deals with matters which affect the
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

“1 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 col-
lectors 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 railroad
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 price in-
corporating the tax without being specifically in-
formed of its amount. Accordingly, taxes collected
by special collectors such as the travelling tax have
to be considered as the indirect taxes normally in-
corporated in the price of goods or services referred
to in article 34(a).””

KUWAITSL

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 repre-
sentative of the diplomatic mission (concerned). If
this request is refused by the authorities of the sending
State, the diplomatic pouch shall be returned to its
place of origin.

The Government of Kuwait declares that its accession
to the Convention does not imply recognition of “Is-
rael” or entering with it into relations governed by the
Convention thereto acceded.

MALTA

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

In respect of article 11, paragraph 1, the Govern-
ment 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 SO, the Government of
the Mongolian People’s Republic deems it necessary
to draw attention to the discriminatory nature of ar-
ticles 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 acces-
sion by all States.

MOROCCO

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

NEPAL

“Subject to the reservation with regard to article 8,
paragraph 3 of the Convention, that the prior consent
to His Majesty’'s Government of Nepal shall be re-
quired 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 of this Convention does not mean
in any way recognition of Israel by the Government of
the Sultanate of Oman. Furthermore, no treaty rela-
tions will arise between the Sultanate of Oman and
Israel.”

PORTUGALG
ROMANIA

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

UKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC
Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

In accordance with the principle of the equality of
rights of States, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re-
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public considers that any difference of opinion regard-
ing the size of a diplomatic mission should be settled
by agreement between the sending State and the re-
ceiving 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 acces-
sion to a Convention of this nature.

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST
REPUBLICS

Reservation concerning article 11, paragraph 1:

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 agree-
ment 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.

VENEZUELAG

3. Under the Constitution of Venezuela, all Ve-
nezuelan nationals are equal before the law and none
may enjoy special privileges; for that reason | make
a formal reservation to article 38 of the Convention.

Objections?7

AUSTRALIA

14 March 1968

“The Government of the Commonwealth of Australia
does not regard the statements concerning para-
graph (1) of Article 11 made by the Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist

BbIn a communication received on 1 June 1972, the Govern-
ment of Portugal notified the Secretary-General of its decision
to withdraw the reservation to paragraph 2 of article 37 of the
Convention. For the text of that reservation, see United Nations,
Treaty Series, vol. 645, p. 372.

6 In the instrument of ratification, the Government of Vene-
zuela confirmed the reservation set forth in paragraph 3 of its
reservations made upon signature. On depositing the instru-
ment of ratification, the Permanent Representative of Vene-

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 reserva-

zuela to the United Nations stated that the reservations set
forth in paragraphs 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.

7 The dates of receipt by the Secretary-General of the com-
munications notifying the objections, other than those formu-
lated at the time of ratification or accession, are shown above
their texts.
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tions to paragraph 2, Article 37, of the Convention
made by the United Arab Republic and by Cambodia.”

20 November 1970

“The Government of the Commonwealth of Australia

declares that it does not recognize as valid the reserva-

tions to article 37, paragraph 2, of the Vienna Conven-

tion on Diplomatic Relations made by Morocco and
Portugal.”

6 September 1973

“The Government 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.”

BELGIUM

The Belgian Government 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 Conven-
tion and does not regard it as modifying any rights or
obligations under that paragraph.

The Belgian Government also considers the reserva-
tion made by the United Arab Republic and the King-
dom 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 be-
tween it and the aforementioned States, respectively, ex-
cept in respect of the provisions which in each case are
the subject of the said reservations.

BULGARIA
22 September 1972
The Government of the People’s Republic of Bulgaria
cannot regard the reservation made by the Bahraini Gov-
ernment with respect to article 27, paragraph 3, of the
Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations as valid.

CANADA
“The 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.”

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

19 January 1972
. . The Czechoslovak Socialist Republic raises ob-
jections against the above-mentioned reservation and
does not recognize that reservation submitted by the Gov-

ernment of the State of Bahrain.
“The inviolability of diplomatic mail, mostly trans-
ported by diplomatic couriers, is absolute and unexcep-
tional. It is the obligation of all States to ensure its in-
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violability 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, it cannot
be considered admissible since it is contrary to a valid
norm of general international law and a fundamental pro-
vision of the Convention.”

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 Re-
public, the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic and the
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics as modifying any
rights and obligations under that paragraph. Further,
the Government 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 11th of September 1968 as valid.

“This statement shall not be regarded as precluding
the entry into force of the said Convention between Den-
mark and Portugal.”

FRANCE

The Government of the French Republic does not re-
gard 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 re-
gard 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 be-
tween 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 Conven-
tion on Diplomatic Relations of 18 April 1961. This
declaration is not to be regarded as preventing the Con-
vention’s entry into force as between the French Repub-
lic and the People’s Republic of China.

GERMANY, FEDERAL REPUBLIC OF

“The Government of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many considers as incompatible with the letter and
spirit of the Convention the reservations made by the
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Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, the Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic and the Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic concerning Article 11 of the Con-
vention.”

16 March 1967

“The Government of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many 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 content and
spirit of the aforementioned Convention.”

10 May 1967

“The Government of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many 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 Rela-
tions of 18 April 1961 as incompatible with the letter
and spirit of the Convention.”

9 July 1968

“The Government of the Federal Republic of Ger-
many 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 Ger-
many regards the reservations made by the Kingdom of
Morocco on 19 June 1968 and by Portugal on 11 Sep-
tember 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 Ger-
many regards the reservation made by the German Dem-
ocratic 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, para. 1,
as incompatible with the letter and intent of the Con-
vention.”

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.

GREECE

The Government of Greece cannot accept the reserva-
tion 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 Conven-
tion 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
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made by the Government of Cuba in its instrument of
ratification.
HAITI
9 May 1972
The Haitian Government considers that the reserva-
tion expressed by the Government of Bahrain with re-
gard 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 func-
tions assigned to diplomatic agents.

HUNGARY
7 July 1975

“The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain
to article 27, paragraph 3, of the 1961 Vienna Conven-
tion on Diplomatic Relations is contrary to the principle
of the inviolability of the diplomatic bag which is gen-
erally recognized in the international practice, and is in-
compatible with the objectives of the Convention.

“Therefore, the Hungarian People’s Republic does
not recognize this reservation as valid.”

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 Re-
public and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics upon
ratification of the Convention, the Government of
Luxembourg regrets that it cannot accept that reserva-
tion 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 Govern-
ment of Hungary upon ratification of the Convention,
the Government of Luxembourg regrets that it cannot
accept this declaration.

MALTA

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

NEW ZEALAND

“The Government of New Zealand does not regard
the statements concerning paragraph 1 of article 11 of
the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by
the People’s Republic of Bulgaria, the Byelorussian So-
viet 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 Govern-
ment 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.”

POLAND
3 November 1975

“The reservation made by the Government of Bahrain
to article 27, paragraph 3 of the Vienna Convention on
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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.”

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 respecting the reservations and
statements made by Egypt, Byelorussian Soviet Social-
ist 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.

UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS

6 June 1972

With respect to the reservation made by Bahrain to
article27 (3):

. . This reservation is contrary to the principle of
the inviolability of the diplomatic bag, which is recog-

nized in international practice, and is therefore un-
acceptable.
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 arti-
cle 37 of the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Rela-
tions 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 arti-
cle 11 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
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11 of the Convention made by the Government of Bul-
garia 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 Y'ienna
Convention on Diplomatic Relations made by the
Government of Portugal.”

13 March 1973

“The 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 para-
graph 3 of Article 27 of the Vienna Convention on Dip-
lomatic 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 para-
graph 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.”

UNITED REPUBLIC OF TANZANIA

22 June 1964

“The Government of the United Republic of Tan-
ganyika and Zanzibar rejects formally the reservation
to article 11, paragraph 1, of the Convention made by
the Government of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics 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 article 37 by the United Arab Republic
(now the Arab Republic of Egypt), 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 pro-
visions to which the reservations are addressed in each
case.”
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4. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic

Acquisition of Nationality

Done at Vienna on 18 April 19611

Entry into force : 24 April 1964, in accordance with article VI.

Registration : 24 June 1964, No. 7311.

Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 500, p.

State

Argentina ., 25
Belgium

Botswana

Central A frican Empire . 28
China?2
Democratic Kampuchea
Denmark 18
Dominican Republic 30
Egypt e
Finland .. 20
Gabon L
Germany, Federal

R epublic of8 .....iiiiinnen. 28
Ghana 18
Guinea
lceland
India ...
Iran 27
lraq 20
Ttaly s 13
Kenya W e
Lao People’'s Democratic

RepublicC e
Lebanon 18
Madagascar ...
Malaysia
Nepal
N iger
Norway 18
O man
Panama
Paraguay .
Philippines 20
Republic of Korea 30
Senegal 18
Sweden 18
Thailand 30
TunNisia .,
United Republic of

Tanzania . 27
Y ugoslavia . 18

Zaire

1 See footnote 1, p. 51.

2 Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 18 April 1961. See_ Note concerning signa-

223.

Signature
October

March
April

March

October

March
April

May
February
March

April

April

October
March
April
April
October

February
April

1961

1962

1961

1962

1961

1962
1961

1961
1962
1962

1961

1961

1961
1962
1961
1961
1961

1962
1961

Ratification, accession (a)

10

2
n
19

31
2
14
9
9

2

11

10
18
15

3
15
25

1

3

31

9
28
28
24
31

4
23
15

21

24

5
1
15

October
May
April
March

August
October
January
June
December

April
November

January
May
October
February
October
June
July

December

July
November
September
March
October
May
December
December
November

March

January

November
April
July

tures, ratifications, accessions, etc., on behalf of China, Preface, p. iii.
3 See footnote 3, p. 52, and footnote 3, p. 62.

1963
1968 a
1969 a
1973

1965 a
1968
1964
1964 a
1969

1964 a

1964

1968 a
1971a
1965 a
1965
1963
1969
1965 a

1962 a

1963 a
1965 a
1965 a
1966 a
1967

1974 a
1963 a
1969 a
1965

1967

1968 a

1962
1963
1976 a
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5. Optional Protocol to the Vienna Convention on Diplomatic Relations concerning the
Compulsory Settlement of Disputes

Done at Vienna on 18 April 19611

Entry into force : 24 April 1964, in accordance with article VIII.

Registration: 24 June 1964, No. 7312.

Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 500, p. 241.

Ratification, accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (a)
Australia ., 26 January 1968 a
AUSEria ., 18 April 1961 28 April 1966
Belgium ceceeceeeeeeeseseneeans 23 October 1961 2 May 1968
Botswana ... 11 April 1969 o
Central A frican Empire .. 28 March 1962 19 March 1973
Chinal® ...,
18 April 1961

Costa RicC a ceeccieiccceceeece 9 November 19640
Democratic Kampuchea 31 August 1965 a
Denmark . 18 April 1961 2 October 1968
Dominican Republic....... 30 March 1962 13 February 1964
Ecuador oeeeeeeeceeeeeeeenns 18 April 1961 21 September 1964
Fij i 21 June 1971a
Finland . 20 October 1961 9 December 1969
France 30 March 1962 31 December 1970
Gabon 2 April 1964 a
Germany,Federal

Republic 0f2, 8 .o 18 April 1961 11 November 1964
Ghana . 18 April 1961
Guinea . 10 January 1968 a
lceland . 18 May 1971a
INdia 15 October 1965 a
Iran . 27 May 1961 3 February 1965
(1SN T 20 February 1962 15 October 1963
Ireland .o 18 April 1961
Israel 18 April 1961

1 See footnote 1, p. 51.

la Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 18 April 1961.
See Note concerning signatures, ratifications, accessions, etc.,
on behalf of China, Preface, p. iii.

2 See footnote 3, p. 52.

3In a communication received on 22 March 1965, the Gov-
ernment of the Federal Republic of Germany informed the
Secretary-General of the following:'

“The Federal Republic of Germany is not a Party to the
Statute of the International Court of Justice. In order to
meet her obligations under article 1 of the Optional Protocol
on the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes, and in accord-
ance 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], the Federal Republic has issued a declaration
accepting the competence of the International Court of
Justice for the disputes named in article | of the Optional

Protocol on the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes. This

declaration also applies to the disputes named in article 1V

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 Janu-
ary 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 Coun-
cil resolution referred to above.

In the same communication, the Government of the Federal
Republic of Germany has notified the Secretary-General, in
accordance with article 1V of the Optional Protocol concern-
ing 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 ap-
plication of the Optional Protocol concerning the Acquisition
of Nationality, done at Vienna on 18 April 1961.
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Ratification,accession (a),

State Signature notification of succession (tf)
TEATY oo 13 March 1962 25 June 1969
JAPAN e 26 March 1962 8 June 1964
Kenya . 1 JU'y 1965 o
Lao People’'s Democratic

RepuUDIIC iieeeeeeeereean 3 December 19620
Lebanon . 18 Aprll 1961
Liechtenstein.......... 18 Aprll 1961 8 May 1964
LUXEMDOUFG eereererenrrerenn 2 February 1962 17 August 1966
M adagascar .. 31 JU'y 1963 o
Malaysia .o 9 November 19650
MATTad e 7 March 1967 d
Mauritius.. 18 July 1969d
NEPal coooooemeeeeereeeessseeseessoseen 28 September 19650
New Zealand .. 28 March 1962 23 September 1970
NIGer s 26 April 1966 a
NOFWAaY e 18 April 1961 24 October 1967
O MaN e 31 May 1974 a
Pakistan 29 March 1976 0

4 December 1963 a
23 December 19690

Panama

Paraguay

Philippines 20 October 1961 15 November 1965
Republic of Korea 30 March 1962
SWeden e 18 April 1961 21 March 1967
Switzer1and e, 18 April 1961 22 November 1963
United Kingdom . 11 December 1961 1 September 1964
United Republic of

Tanzania .o 27 February 1962 5 November 1962
United States of America 29 June 1961 13 November 1972
Yugoslavia .ceeiiceeeenn, 18 Aprll 1961 1 Aprll 1963
ZAICe s 19 July 1965 a

4 See footnote 4, p. 54, which also applies to this Protocol.
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6. Vienna Convention on Consular Relations

Done at Vienna on 24 April 19631

Entry into force :
Registration: 8 June 1967, No. 8638.
Text: United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 596, p. 261.

19 March 1967, in accordance with article 77.

Consular Relations

Ratification, accession (a)

State Signature notification of succession (d)
Algeria . 14 April |y640
Argentina .. 24 Apl’ll 1963 7 March 1967
AUSEralia oo 31 March 1964 12 February 1973
AUSEFIa oo, 24 April 1963 12 June 1969
31 March 1964 9 September 1970
24 April 1963
6 August 1963 22 September 1970
24 April 1963 11 May 1967
18 July 19740
Central African Empire 24 Aprll 1963
Ch il e e 24 April 1963 9 January 1968
Chinal*
Colombia e 24 April 1963 6 September 1972
CONJO it 24 Aprll 1963
Costa RicC @ e 6 June 1963 29 December 1966
Cuba 24 April 1963 15 October 1965
CYPIUS oot 14 April 1976 a
Czechoslovakia ... 31 March 1964 13 March 1968
Denmark oo 24 April 1963 15 November 1972
Dominican Republic ...... 24 Apl’ll 1963 4 March 1964
Ecuador . 25 March 1964 11 March 1965
Egypt ... 21 June 19650
E1 Salvador .. 19 January 19730
Equatorial Guinea 30 August 1976 o
L T O 28 April 19720
Fintand 28 October 1963
France 24 April 1963 31 December 1970
Gabon 24 April 1963 23 February 1965
Germany, Federal
Republic OFID .. 31 October 1963 7 September 1971
Ghana 24 April 1963 4 October 1963
G reeCEe .viiiiieiieciie e 14 October 19750
Guatemala o 9 February 19730
Guyana ... 13 September 19730
Holy Se e .. 24 April 1963 8 October 1970
Honduras . 13 February 19680
Iran s 24 April 1963 5 June 1975
IS X TR 14 January 1970 a
Ireland ., 24 Apr‘ll 1963 10 May 1967
Israel e 25 February 1964
1 The Convention was adopted on 22 April 1963 by the la Signed on behalf of the Republic of China on 24 April

United Nations Conference on Consular Relations held at the
Neue Hofburg in Vienna, Austria, from 4 March to 22 April
1963. The Conference also adopted the Optional Protocol con-
cerning _ Acquisition of Nationality, the Optional Protocol
concerning the Compulsory Settlement of Disputes, the Final
Act and three resolutions annexed to that Act. The Convention
and the two Protocols were deposited with the Secretary-
General of the United Nations. The Final Act, by unanimous
decision of the Conference, was deposited in the archives of
the Federal Ministry for Foreign Affairs of Austria. For the
proceedings of the Conference, see United Nations Conference
on Consular Relations, Official Records, vols. | and Il (United
Nations publication. Sales Nos : 63.X.2 and 64.X.1'). The text
of the Convention, two Protocols, Final Act and resolutions is
published in vol. 11

1963. See Note concerning signatures, ratifications, accessions,
etc., on behalf of China, Preface, p. iii.
JoWith the following declaration m
. 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 consu'ar privileges and immunities.”
With _reference to the above-mentioned declaration, a com-
munication was received on 30 March 1972 from the Govern-
ment of Czechoslovakia. The said communication is identical in
essence, mutatis mutandis, to the corresponding one referred to
in the second paragraph of footnote 3, p. 52.



Consular Relations 65

Ratification, accession (0')

State Signature notification of succession (d)
TE€ATY e 22 November 1963 25 June 1969
Ivory Coast .ooveeceeeeeeeennann. 24 April 1963
Jamaica s 9 February 1976 a
Jordan . 7 March 1973 0
Kenya 1 July 1965 a
Kuwait 10 January 1964 31 July 1975
Lao People’'s Democratic

RKPUDLIC i 9 August 1973 a
L ebanon e, 24 Aprll 1963 20 March 1975
LesSotho ., 26 July 1972 a
Liberia ., 24 Apl"” 1963
Liechtenstein ... 24 April 1963 18 May 1966
Luxembourg .iiiieeeeinnn. 24 March 1964 8 March 1972
M adagascar ... 17 February 1967 a
M ATi e 28 March 1968 a
Mauritius ..., 13 May 1970 a
M EXICO oo 7 October 1963 16 June 1965
Nepal e 28 September 1965 a
New Zealand .. 10 September 1974 a
Nicaragua ..cciiiiiiiiieeeennen. 31 October 1975 a
NI R 24 April 1963 26 April 1966
Nigeria ., 22 January 1968 a
NOFrwWay e, 24 Apl"ll 1963
OM @ N i 31 May 1974 a
PaKiSTAN  coeeeeeeeeeeeenenneas 14 April 1969 a
Panama 4 December 1963 28 August 1967
Papua New Guinea ....... 4 December 1975 d
Paraguay .. 23 December 1969 a
Peru . 24 April 1963
Philippines .o 24 April 1963 15 November 1965
PoBand e 20 March 1964
Portugal .ccveeeeeeeeeeeeen, 13 September 1972 a
[Republic of South

Viet-Nam]16 ..vnniinnne 10 May 1973 a
ROMANIA  eoeeeeeeeeeeereeeeereeeees e 24 February 1972 a
Rwanda e 31 May 1974 a
Senegal .o 29 Aprll 1966 a
Somalia e 29 March 1968 a
Spain e, 3 February 1970 a
Sweden e 8 October 1963 19 March 1974
Switzerland .oeeeeenn. 23 October 1963 3 May 1965
TONGA i 7 January 1972 a
Trinidad and T obago .... 19 October 1965 a
Tunisia e 8 July 1964 a
TUFrKeY oo 19 February 1976 a
United Kingdom .. 27 March 1964 9 May 1972
United Republic of Cam-

€T 00N o 21 August 1963 22 May 1967
United States of America 24 April 1963 24 November 1969
Upper Volta e 24 April 1963 11 August 1964
Uruguay s 24 April 1963 10 March 1970
Venezuela2  ..vceevcceeeeenns 24 April 1963 27 October 1965
Y ugoslavia .. 24 April 1963 8 February 1965
Zaire 24 April 1963 15 July 1976

Ib See note 4b, p. 54. the Permanent Representative of Venezuela to the United Na-

2 The instrument of ratification does not maintain the reserva- tions confirmed that those reservations should be considered as
tions made on behalf of the Government of Venezuela upon  withdrawn. For the text of the reservations in question, see
signature of the Convention. On depositing the said instrument,  United Nations, Treaty Series, vol. 596, p. 452.
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Declarations and Reservations

CUBAS

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 Conven-
tion, 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 dis-
tinction as to the territorial size of States, the number
of their inhabitants or their social, economic or politi-
cal systems.

CZECHOSLOVAKIA

“Contrary to the principle of sovereign equality 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 par-
ties to a treaty of a general character, concerning
matters of legitimate interest of any State, which, ac-
cording to its preamble, should contribute to the de-
velopment of ,friendly relations among nations irre-
spective of their differing constitutional and social
systems.”

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 com-
missions to take evidence for the courts of the sending
State, and may transmit judicial and extra-judicial docu-
ments only in civil or commercial matters.

(1) “With 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 con-
sular officers and, on condition of reciprocity, its willing-
ness to continue receiving honorary consular officers in
Denmark.”

8 In a communication received on 26 November 1965, the
Government of Luxembourg declared that it is not in a position
to accept the reservations formulated by the Government of
Cuba regarding articles 74 and 76 of the Vienna Convention
on Consular Relations, done on 24 April 1963.

EGYPT4

“1— It is understood that the accession to this Con-
vention does not mean in any way a recognition of
Israel by the Government of the United Arab Re-
public. Furthermore, no treaty relations will arise
between the United Arab Republic and Israel.

“2—Paragraph 1 of article 46 concerning exemp-
tion 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
Republic that the privileges and immunities specified
in this Convention are granted only to consular offi-
cers, their spouses and minor children and cannot be
extended to other members of their families.”

F1J1

“Fiji will interpret the exemption accorded to mem-
bers 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

*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 Govern-
ment of the United Arab Republic. In the view of the Govern-
ment of Israel, the Convention and Protocol are not the proper
place for making such political pronouncements. The Govern-
ment of Israel will, in so far as concerns the substance of the
matter, adopt towards the Government of the United Arab
Republic an attitude of complete reciprocity.”

The instrument of ratification by the Government of France
of the Convention contains the following declaration: the Gov-
ernment 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.

In a letter accompanying the instrument of ratification, the
Government of the Federal Republic of Germany made the fol-
lowing declaration:

“. .. The Government of the Federal 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.

“This declaration shall not be regarded as an obstacle to
the entry into force of the Convention between the Federal
Republic of German