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- RIGHTS AND U7 'ES OF STATES

DRAFT DECTARATION SUBMITTED ¥ THE DELICATION OF PANAMA

WHEREAS the co-sxistence of S..i3s in the Juridical-cowmunitj should be
baged on the determination in the wost accurate‘tarms possible of the rights
whlch each may exercise and the Gaties which all mus£ fulfill;

AND WHEREAS the definition of tie rights arnd duties of 'States necessarily
involves fundamental principles and iules, the ovservance of which is
egsential for the maintenance of international peace and security, the
guprere aim of the community of Stal.s; amd'

WHEREAS & declarétion of the kind set forth hersunder will be a dsclsive
factor in ensuring the reciprocal respect of all rights.and the harmonious
éevglopment of international life, ani in strengthening solidarity,
co=operation and fellowship‘among nations and peoples,

The represgntatiﬁes cf the signatory States have agreed to make the
following:

. DECLARATICN OF THE RIGHETS AND DUTIES OF STATES

1. The Right o National Existen- -,

Every State has the right to sxist and the right to protect and proserve
ite existence: thig wight does not however imply that a Steate is entitled to
comuit, or juatified in committing, v juat acts towards other States in order

to protect and prezerve its existence.

- Precsients and Corregnonding Jlnugeg:

“Article 1 of the Declaration of the Rights and Duties of Nations adopted

by the Americen Institute of International Law at Washington on & January 1916

% This document embodles documents 4/19, A/19,/Corr.l and A/170,

/2. Becoznition



2. Recoosition of the Exlstence of the Statse,

Every State is entitled to have 1ts existence recognized. The recognition
of the exlstence of a State merely signifies that thé State recognizing 1%
ccepts Tthe peréon of the State rec:lnized; together with all the rights and
duties which arise out of internstional law. Recognition is unconditional
and irrevocable,

Precedents end Curresponﬁln“ Clauses:

Article 6 of the Conventicn of Montevidso on the Rights and Duties of

3. The Right to Existence, Indemnsnd nt of Recognition,

ndependent of 1ts recognition by

=2

The political existence of the State 1s
oth*“ States, Even before it has been racognizned, the State has the right to
defend its integrity and independencs, to provide for its preservation and
prosperity end, consequently, to orgsuize 1teelf as it sces fit, to leglslate

Y
i

in regard to 1ts interessts, to adwminister its services and to determine the

Jurisdiction and competence of ite Courts of Justics.

[

Precedents and Corresponding Clauses:

oS
T

Axticle 3 of the Convention of Montevideo on the Rights and Dutles of
States, 1933.

L, The Right to Independence, .

Every State hes the right to ite own independence in the sense that it
is free to provide Tor its cwn well-being and to develop mdterlally and
spiritually without beingsaubgected to the domination of other Htates
provided always that in so doinz, it skLall not impair or violate the

legitimete rights of other States,

Precedents and Corvesponding Clauses:

Article 2 of the leclaration of the American Institute of International
law, 1916; paragraph 3, Atlantic Charter 1941; paregraph {g), Act of
Chapultepec, 1945,

-

D The Duty of Non-Intervention,

Vo Stete has the right to. interfers In the intermal or external affairs
of another State.

/P”"e"c‘d@xluu
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Precedents and Corresponding Claunses:

Article 7, Convention of Momtevideo on the Rights and Duties:of States,
1633; Article 1 of the Additional Protecol of the Psace Conferepce of
Buenos Aifes, 1936; Article 1 of the Declaration of Américan Principles of
Iima, 1933; paragraph (b) of the Act of Chapultepec, 1945; Article 3,

Declaration of Mexico, 1945,

5. lemal Fouelity.

Every State is, in law and before the law, equal to all therothefs
whilch make up the community of States, and has the right to claim and assume,
as among the Powers of the Woyld, that-position of equality to which natural
lew entitles 1t.

Precedents and Corresponding Clauses:

o

Article 3, beolaration‘of the American Institute of International Law
19165 Article L4, Convention of Montevideo on the Rights and Duties of States,
1933 Article 2, Declaration of L@Xicbj 1045 Article 2, paragraph 1, Charter
of the United Nations 1945,

7

s Fxclusive uaf»bdj tion,

1o

8

CD

Every State ntitlsd to exercise exclusive Jurlediction over its
territory and over all nationals or foreigners within that territory.
Foreigners may not claim rights different from, or mors extensive than,

those enjoyed by nationals,

v

|

|

Precedsnts and Corresponding Clauses: |
v s esca I JOL + IUNPNHTOTINPHIA =3 s S :
bLrticle U, Declaration of the Azm=ricen Institute of Intornat¢odal Law,

1916; Avticle 9, Convention of Montevideo on the Rights and Duties of States,

1833, and Calvo Doctrine.

Every State’is entitlied to dntervene with another State‘in févouf of
its own'nmtlonwﬂs, acting through diplomatic chahnéis end in a veasonable
and courteous manne%; it is its duty to refrain from alléging apy denial
of Justice so long as Its nationals have not clalmed the right which they

/allege



alleze to possess from the Courts of hﬁ t1o; 0¥‘;h§ Stéto to’whioh such
*ﬁiplométid‘fepreééhtatioﬁs Eré being médé' if, howevér thLu Statb Dhould
‘deny the foundaticn of fecl Qv 7aw of che.lwterventlon; and the Lntﬂrven1nn
State does hdt"écpé?%'t:is denial;'it 23y dnly.resort to the pro;edufe.of
Peaoéf@l settlement for the solution of the dis nufe“ |

Precedents and Corrostﬂd“nv Clausesg:

Celvo Deetrine, 1900; Article 5, draft prepared by
Gustavo Gutiérrez Sénchez,

9. Resvect of the Right of the State by Other States,

Any State whi hihés‘a *ght under int\wnat1¢nml law is Pntutlu~ to
have thié rigbt'resp@cted end protected by all the other St%tes, since
rights and duvties ave correlative, &nﬁ‘%h@ right Gf‘cns creates fof the others
the duty to res spect it. | |

Precedents and (orrespondins C1nv, o

“vArticle B, Declarztion of the Americaﬁllnsﬁitute of Intermationel Law,

[

1916; Article 5, Conventlon of Montevideo on the R;uhuu Qﬂd Dutizs of States,
1933,

10,  Iimitation of the

No.other limit is set to the exercise of ihe righte of a mt?tO tlan the
exercise oft the rights of other States, in accordance with internmationsl law,
It is the duty of every State not to overstep this limit,

Precadents Pnd Corresponding Clauces:

Article 3, paragraph 2, Convention of Montevidec on the Rights and Duties

11. Observance of Treaties and Senctity of the Pledsmed W<wa

e/

It is the duty of every Siate to fulfil, in geod faith, the obligations

rising from public treaties, and to r@;psct the sanctity of the pledged word,

P“@ueden*@ and Corrosoond‘hp Clanses:

Article 5, Declaration of American ]”Jnrxpl es, Lima, 1938; Article &,

1

§ - : ' s : a ~ ey ’
'The Mechanism of s Laanlng Pes ace by Cordell Hull, 13837; paragraph



Act of Chapultepec, 1945; parcagraph 3, Preamble of the United Nations Charter;

Preamble of the Lesgue of Nations Covenant,

12, Discharge of International Obligrtions,

It ig the duty of every State to discharge, in good faith, its obligations
under international law, and 1t may not plead limitations arising out of its
ovn Constitution or its laws as an excuse for failure to discharge this duty.

v

Precedents and Corresponding Clasusez?

Principle 1, The Internatioﬁal Taw of the Fubure, Hudson Committee, 1944,

13. . Authority of International Iaw,

The sovereignty of the State is subJect to the limitaticns of international
law, and it is the duty of every State to adjust 1te comduct to international
law in its relations with other States and with the ccmmunity of States.

~Precedsnts end Corresponding Clauses:

Article 4, Declarstion of ’merican Principles, Lima 1938; Postulate 3,
International Law of the Future, 1CLL; Article 1, Decleration of Mexico, 1945;
Preamble of the League of Nations Covenant.

14, National and Internaticonal Scope of the Lew of Natioms.,

Internaticnal iaw is at once natipnal and internaticnal; It is national
in the sense that it is the law of the country and that it is the duty of the
State to apply it as such in solving questions Qoncérned with 1te principles;
1t is international in the sense that it is‘the law of the community of States
and that it 1s the duty of each State to apply 1t to all guestions which arise

among the members of that community and which are concsrned with its yrinciples.

Precadents and Corresponding Clausesg:

Article 6, Declarztion of the American Institute of International Iaw,

s

1916; Postulate 2, Internaticnsl Law of the Future, 104k,

15, Peaceful Jettlement of Disputes,
It is the duty of every State to settle Ite international disputes by
peaceful means and in such & manner that neither peace and segurity nor justice

are imperilled.




Precedents and Corresp onding Clau%es:

" Declaration of the &ixth’ P“”¥Ameribaﬁ760nferenb¢ 19883 husainvuon
Treaties of Concilistion and Arbitddtion, 19@935Afti61é'iO;?Cthenfién'bf
Montevideo on the Rights and Duties of “State S‘,l‘33* ir%iclé?M; AVPactn

aingt War of Rio dé Jéneiro;’1933;:@oﬁveﬁtién fér éo;ordiﬁating fﬁeﬁ'

-

“application of inter-American Treaties; Buenos Aires; 1936; Article 2, -

-

Declaration;of«American Principles, Lima, 1538
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Internati onathaw of the Future; paregraph (g);aﬂct of - Chapultépec, 1945;
Article ‘Declaration of Mexico, 1945; Article 2, pawagrapth,'Charter of
i

the Uni ed Kations; Article 13, Covenant of uhe League of Nations,

Ab.. Co ﬂdcmn tion of War as ‘sn Instrument of Né%idnal and Ibternational Pollcy
o end of the 'hreat or Use of Force . : . '

‘It is the duty of eve“y ;taté to refrain fram the,ﬁse;of ﬁar of agéréssion

8 an 1nst1ument of natlonal or JnterneulonaL pollcy, ana from.regnru;n" to

the threat or use of fovce ?ga*nkt the tamrLtor al iné ity and yOli icael
1nd5p@ndonce oflanothew Ot;te i f for the‘racovery oj public;debts.frém |

o+her'wtate, ér in any nther form wh is inconsisﬁent with intérn@tional

crder, - | | |

Precadents< nd CDTTEJPQD&WﬂP Clauses:

DrQﬁo Dnotrine lOOE Declaration of the sixth Pan-American Confersnce,-.
18 Febru T” 19?u K”llOQE~BIiaxd Pact, October 1628; Article 1, Anti-War Pact

of R¢ﬁ da Jhne»ro 103 Artlcle 3, Declara ion of fmericen Prtnciple

o Y7

Lima, 193u; Article 8, Atlentic CrartGV, 1041, Article 8, Dealarctiou of
Mexico, 1945; Article 2, paragﬂnph b, CnarLeT of the United hatlon; Co &

17. Rizht of Tenitimate Defence

v

Every State has the inhovﬁnt r1gh+ of individvel or collective legitimate

S

=

defense, and in the-exercise of this right, it mey use force to counter the
JQchDTlZPd vge of forcm by @qothel Staue, prov1ded that *t agll nmmediatelJ

alvise the competent organ of the community o f_Suates.__

/Precedents
rreceqaents
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Precedents and Corresponding Cleusess.

Prxnolple 7, International: Law:of:the Future, 194k;. A ‘ticle 51, Cherter

the Uhited‘Nationa;‘lﬁhﬁ.i;“;fa g

12, Non-Recognition of Territorisl Acsuisitions Obtained by Torce,

N

It is the duty of every State torefrsin from recognizing territor ial

acouisitions obtained through force or the threat of force

. Precedents and Correé@bnding;clauses:

Resolution of the first International Conference of the American States,
18 Aprjl 173603 In oy ~Americen Declqrabwon of 3 August 1932; Arficle 2, Anti-
War Pact,ll933; Article 11, Convention of Montgvideo on the Rights and Dutles
of States, 1933; Article 2, Atlentic Charter, l9hi; paragra@h (a); Act of

o

Chepultepec, 1945; Articls 5, Declarstion of Mexico, 1943,

Py

19. Co-operation in the Preventlon =f Acts of Force,

It is the outw of every State to afford the community of States every
kind of assistance in whatever action that community undertakes, and 1t
should abstain from rendering assistence to any State against which the

2
community is conducting preventive or coercive action,

Precedents and Corresponding Clau 28

Prnno;ple 8, Inte rnaticonal Law of the Future, 16hh; Article 2,
paragraph 5, Charter of the United Nstions; Article 10, League of Nations

Covens ﬁt

20, Co-opser ti n in the Pmrqu;t of the Aims of the Commmity of States,

It is the duty of every State te take, in co-operation with other States,

i3

tle measures prescribed by the competent orgens of the community of States

inforderkto prevent or put dowvn the use of force by a State in its relations

with another State,~or in the general interest.

'Pxeood&v be and Co*respondinp C]?FS? :

Articles 6 and &, eclaoat¢on of Americsn Prin01ﬁle Lima,‘193&;
Pr inciple ;, Ingurnat*ona Law ﬁf tne Futurep,lﬁah; Article 5, Charter of

the United Nations.

21, Maintenar ance of Con ditvon C”lcu]au d 10 Panre International Peace end

O?ﬂvr.

/It is the duty

o/




It is the duty of eﬁery Stete to ensure that‘the conditions prevailing
within its territofy do not thfeateﬂ international peece and order and, to
thét end, it must treat its éwn population in a matmer which doss not violate
the dictates of humanity and Jubclce ar offend?tﬁe donQCiéﬁéé 6famankind;

Prccpdents and COrreapondlng Clauﬂe

Principle 2, International Law-of the li‘uturay 1ohk,

22, Duty not to Foment 1v1l Dv“tLV%anc@s in Othei States.

&

It‘is the duty of every State to énsure that, within its own territory,

no activities are organized for ths purpose of fomenting civil strife within
the terrltor* of another State.

Precedents and Corresponding'clauses:’

Prlnczple h International Iaw of the anure, 194h

23, Equalitj‘of Opportﬁnity‘and Interdependence in the Fconomic Sphere,

EVefy'State has the right of acccss, on’equél terms, to the trade,
commodities and raW'matérials of the,wdrld>Whic§ are necés"sa,rjto'i‘lﬁsw
sconomic prosperity.

Tt is the dutv of avery State to refraln from elumlﬁutinﬂ from its
economic activities every artificial neans tending to ‘establish d*fferenceq 1n
+he.acqu sition of the natural productu of the soil of enother utft ;fféi
exercise control over means of transport, to restrict trade, or bring about

2

restrictions in commercial Oerltn and 01rrency of ancther State.

Precedents and‘Correspondiné Clauses: - ‘ o

rticle 7, Declaration of Americen Principlés, Lime, 1938; Arﬁicléfﬁ;'
Atlantic Gharﬁer; 1941; Article 6, Gutiérrez Draft, l9kh;'Articlev15, ”
Doclaratlon of Mexico, 1945; ‘Article 2, Eooﬂbmic‘Chérﬁer of fhe Ameficéé;119hﬁo

o, Prop¢b1taon of Pacts Incompatible with the Dischargse of Internstional

Obligations,

vIt 1s the duty of every State to refrain from.poncludLng with other &taueﬂ
; - RO ,

agreements, the observance of vhich is 1nomno¢etnnt with the di SChulE& of its
obllbmtions under internationsl law or under thevconstituent pact of the .

communltmcof btates.

Precedenta e-d Correspondln? Clauges:
Principle 10, International Law of the Future, 1o4k; Article 103, .

Charter of the United Nations, 1941,




TEPLE OF EOUIVALINTS AS BE TWE N THE ARTICLES OF THE DECLARATION
OF THE RIGHTS AND DUTIES OF NATIONS ADOPTED BY Tii AMERICAN
INSTITUTE OF INITRNATT om 1AV AND THE IRAFT DECLARATION
ON TRE RIGEIS AND DUTIES OF STATES FROPOSID BY
TEE MINISTER OF FOREIGI AFFAIRS OF PANAMA -

Declaration of the Ins titute , Penama Draft
1. The right to national exisience 1
2, The rizght to indepenience _ L
3. Lezal equality 5
k, Ixclusive Jurisdiction , ) _ 7
5. QRespect of the righis of the State by other States 9
6, Tetional and international scops of the law of nations l%ﬁ‘
T;BL& oF IVALENTS AS BPETUVIEN THE FRINCIPLES OF‘THE HUDSOI
" COMM™ §ATY WHQ TRAYT DECTARATION ON THE RIGETS
A OF ETATES IROPOSED BY THE MINISTER
POREIGH ATFFAIRS OF PANAMA
Principlea of the Hudson Committee Paname, Draft
\ acharpe of internations a s ‘
1l Dischery £ int al obligations 12
2, Maint nwnce of conditions calculated to ensure
international peace anl order , » 21
3 The duby of nun-ln*"rvenc¢on , _ ) 5
L, The dyty not to foment 01v¢1 &15Lurbances in : S
Othvr 'ta“(/u R i " N 22
5., Comoﬁcrﬂ4rcn of pursuit of the aims of the -
COIEKYJ.’H&.J. Ud { ,;: t«,,uuu 20 .
6. Peaceful sett Y ement of dlspubes ST 15
T Condermaticn of var as an 1nstrument of national and
intevpational policy and the Lhzeab or use of foroe 16
8, Co-operation in the prevention of acts of force 19
9, . Limitatiocn of armaments‘ . . B ‘ . 20
10,  Prohlbind te inconsistent vita the aLSLhurge
of in oblifZations ‘ 2l :

JEXPLANATORY
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EXPLANATORY NOIE

Hig Excellency Dr, Ricardo J. Alfaro
Ninigter for Foreign Affairs of the Republic of Panama

Vhen the Povers which met at Dumbarton Oaks sent to the various
GOVernﬁents the proposals vhich had been agreed upon in regard to
internatiopal organization, the Governments which received them proceeded
to submit thelr observations and emendments for the important discugsions
wvhich were to take place at the San Francisco Conference,

Three of the Republics which sttended the‘COnference, namely, Panama,
Mexico and Cuba, made proposals to the effect that the Conlerence should

adopt a Decloration of the Rights and Duties of Nations, and a Declaration

of the Esgential Rishtg of Man, that is, an International Bill of Rights,
Mexico and Cuba limited their proposition'to a requeat that such
declarations be adopted, but FPanama presented drafts to serve as a basis
for discussion.

The prOPOsél of Penswa, which partly modified the first part of‘
brticle 1 of the dreft Cherter, reed as follows:

"The purposes of the Orpanization are:‘\

"1, To maintain international peéce and security in conformity with

the fundemental principles of international law and to meintain and

observe the standards set forth in the 'Declaration of the Rights

and Dutles of Stabes! and the '"Declaration of Essential Human Rights!

which are appended to the present Charter, and made an integral

part thereof,”

The text proposed by Panama as Declaration of the Essential Rights
of Man 1g the one drawn'up by the 8pecial Committee séf up by the
American Ingstitule of Law of Philadelphié, a Commiftee on which I had
the honour to git,
Lg a draflt Declaration of the ﬁights and Dutles of Natlons, I proposed
on behalf of the Delegation,of Panema the well known text prepared by that

Jeminent
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eminent Nur am?vfcun internationalist, Jomes Brown Scott, and adopbed
by tho American Insti itute of International Law at its meeting of

6 Janvary 1916, I recognized that notwithstanding its precision of
woyrding, the document failied to enumerate all the rights and essential
duties of Wations, since it con@r&ued oniy 8ix arbicles, and omittedeany
off the ;reat principles of international laf,v Since, however, I had not
been able to pre parﬁ‘¢ fuller dralt before the holding Cenference, I
submitted Scobttis text as an excellent basis of discussion, |

A

It was evident at San‘Francisco that it was imposaidle for the
Conference to undertake the work of discussing two documents so jmportant
and so open to posgibls debate asg The two declarations proposed. It need
only be remenbered that the Declaration of tne Essential Rights of Men was
the reoult of more then two yearsé ghtudy and discussion among twenty-five
members of the abovenmenuloped Phll wdelphia Comittes, rééresenting the
cultuvres of the pranLpQ1 countries and regions of the’world, and/at the
ime the most‘éivergent political views,

It would hﬁve bheen necessarv at Sen Francigco to reconcile the views
of the Delegates of the fifty United Nations on these vital and delicate
matters; and to illustrate the lmpossibility of achiieving this, it will
be suf{icient to vecall that the Asgembly Vhich met in California had to
peprform -two menths of intense iabour to produce the one hundred and
eighty-one Articles which constitute the Charter of the United Nations and
the Statute of the International Court of Justice.

Nevertheless, it was agreed among the delegates that these two
declarations sghould be discuseed by the Flrst Gensral Aésembly to be
convened after the Charter had come into force; and the Government of
Paﬁamai whick I have now the‘honcur to represent at the Ministry of Foreig on
Affairs, proposes to submit bto the Assembly the Declaration of the
Egeential Rights of Man alvready svbmitled at San Francisco, tbsether with
a new dreft Declaraticn of the Rights and Duties of States, which I have

/orepared
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Prepared as a basis for discussion, DPanama wishes to submit this
declaration not only for adeption by the United Nations, but also for
incornoration in a poseible covenant of association of the American

Republics to be discussed at the Pan-Anerican Conference scheduled to mest

in Bogota in 1946 - such a covenant being the subject of andthey draft I

)

have vrepared.

t

=
H

ig-clesariy desirable that nations should subscribe to a
convenfional instriment setting forth the‘basic principleS‘which
congtitute, -as it were, the foundations cn vhich stands the structure
cf*internationalvlaw,r |

Some European avthors consider such a declaration neither practical

of the New Vorld shows that a declaration of the rights end duties of
nations is =n admirable besie for the cddificaﬁion of international law
and orfers & uselul substitube thérefbr, until such tinme as‘this greatb
Juridical task can‘be secomplished, The natlons of America have already

.

agreed on a convention on the rights and duties of States, signed at
Montevideo on 26 December 1933, and there ilg no feasén why a like effort
could not be made by the United Nations as a sterting point for the
codification of the international law of the future,

Inva nunbeyr of interngtional agreements and in varigus‘workﬁ by
Jurists, en effcort has been made Lo embody in a Tew articles the basic
elements of intérnaﬁional Jaw, EHowever, thege agreements ahd'thase'works
are all incomplete, whilst at the same time, éome of these drafts sel Tforth
net only positive ﬁrinciples‘exprassing'either a right o a duty but also
mere abstraét‘postUlates belonging rather to the field of writings on ..
international law then to clauses of & multilateral convention among nations,

The Déclaration by the Ingtitute of Iunternational Law, qemarkable
for itsipvecision and profun@iﬁy,ydoM@rises, as I have sald, six articles,

covering the following topice:
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.. The richt to a national cxwutevce,
2. The right to independence, a vight entailing the duty‘to abstain
.rOm unilateral inter?emtieﬂ;
3, jhe right to JU”ldl al eqvallf
%. The right to exclusive jurisdictidh;‘ N
5, Reepect of the rights of a-State by other States; and lastly,
6, The national and intermational scope of the law of natibns.

. ; N
It will be seen at a glance that some essential principles are
mwsein hers, such as the observance of public treaties; the fulfilment
of inbernstional obligations;/the pacific settlement of disputes; the
condemnation of the threat or use of force; the right of legitimate
dgfense; the co-operation in the maintenance of internationsl peéce and
crder, and other points uwnnecessary to envmerate,

A fuller statement is mede in the ten princivles of the draft
prepared by a Cormittee of JI“ ts of diffsrent natimnalitiés, nostly
from the Uhited States and Canada, presided over by the distingulshed
dudge of the ?ermanenﬁ Court of International Justice and Professor of |
Harverd University, Doctor Manley O, Hudson, and published under the

itle of "Postulates, Principles and Proposals” concerning the international

law of the future, This draft, in which I had the honour of collaborating,
states the chief principles in the form of dutilss of the States as follows:

Prﬁncmple I

oS

Each State has a lezal duly to carry out in full good faith its
oblirations under ‘internaticonal lav and it may not invoke limitations
contalned In its own constitution or laws as an excuse for a failure to
perform this duty, ‘

o Principle TI

Tach State has a legel duty to see that conditioms prevailing
within its own territory do not menasce international peace and order,
and to this end it must treat its own population in a way vhicnrvill
not violate the dictates of immunity and justice or shock the conscience
of mankind, '

Fach State has a legal duuy to refrain from intervention iu uhe
interrnal affairs of any 0uher State,

IPrincinle IV
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Principle IV

Each State has a legal duty to prevent the orgenization within
ite territories of activities calculated to foment civil strife in’
the tervitory of any other State.

~ Bach State hes a legal duty to co-operate with other States in
egtablishing and maintaining egencies of the Community of States for
dealinz with natters of concern to the Comm&nluy and to collaborate
in tne wowk of such agencles,

B ‘L?ﬂﬁ/L V‘[

 Fach State has a2 legal duty to ﬁmplc" pacific means and none but
: cans in seeking to settle its disputes with other otafcs, anc.
ns settlemept by other pacific means to the sebtlement of its disputes

R

Princinle VIT

Fach State has a legald duty bto refrain for any use of Foroe and
for any threat to use force in its LeX tlong with another ¢ ate, except
ag authorized by the competent agency of the Community of State 3 but
subject to immediate reference to and ap BTOV?J by the competent agency
of the Community of States, a State may oppose by force an upﬂuthorvzed
use of Torces made agﬂlnsn 1 br ancther State

le VITT

i Mot P i

Fach State has & lPU&J auty 0 t@ in co-operation with other
States, such neasures ag nmay be rrcswvjbed by the cumpetent agency of
the Com1hﬂ1uy of States for preventing or suppressing & uge of force

by any cther State in its relatlons with another State,

oy

“Principle IX

Tach Stat e hae & legal duty to conform to the limitations prescribed
by the competent. agency of the Commmity of Btates, and to submit to the
upervision and control of suck: an esgency with reapect to the size and
ype of ite aymaments, :

PTIHPLPTE X

% . .
Each State has a legal dubty to refrain from entering into any
agreemsnts with another Stute, the perfoyrmence of which would be inconsistent
with the discharge of its duties under general unterndtlonal law,
Article 2 of the Charter of the Uniled N&tionﬂ states bthat in
_bursu:t of tae purposes of the Or"anl ation, the Members should act in
accordance with‘the princiyle” get foruh in the seven ﬂaragrﬂpbs into which
Article 2 ig divided, It is evident, however, that, teuhnlcaliy, as &
gtat ement of piinciples, it leaves much to be desired and merits the criticism

/levelled
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levelled at it by several delegations at Sen Francisco, more especially

"in the debates of the Drafting Committee end Camittes 1 of Commission 1.
In effect, thé*firsf*pafagraph‘ofjthiS‘Ar%icle deéls‘witﬁtthe%prihéipie
“of Juridical equelity of Statés; the sesond imposes the diuty of Fulfilling
the obligations assumed ﬁﬁdérfthe:bh&rﬁer;'the third males maﬁdatbr§ the
settlement of interriational disputes by peapeful pacific meons; tha’f@urth
"' consecrates abstenbion from thé threat op tse of Porce; the Fifth prescribes
the duty of co-operation to prevent ths use of force; the sixth provides *
that thGJOrganizatibn will make fﬁdée Sfatés vhiclh are not Members of ‘thée
" United Netions behave in & merrer vhich shall not endanger internstional
peaoe,and'secufitj; and'i&stly,‘the,sevénth excludes from joint action by
"the United Nations matters Falling essentially within the domestic
jurisdictiéﬁ'bf States,

Tt will be seen'éhat this Article is far from being a true ‘enumeration
of.ﬁfihcipieé‘bffinfernaﬁianai'iaw;‘inasmuch as'alllits”clauses;kéaVQ;
“the first, are drafted in the form of treaty engagements,

- At ‘the PannAmériQaﬁgcdnférences efforts have been made on several
‘occasions to formulate declarations of principles, generally under ‘the
dendmiﬁation of‘Américan principies. Ye#,‘thesé enumerations are all
iincqmplete.' /

::':ThebehtéVideé CGQVentiOn on Rights-aﬁd’Duties of States cortains.
' fifﬁeen"értidles, of vhich eleven are normatlve, among these seversl of

the begic principles of interastional lav are miseing. On the other hand,

T"no%withétaﬁding‘%hé‘ﬁ{tlayof the Cdnvenﬁidn, some of its articles ¥n no
vey define rights or duties,  for instance, the second, Fifth, sixth and:
aeibhtﬁnarﬁicles.'{It ir also debatable whether Article 1 really defines

a duty of the Statg,‘since it only stetes the conditiors vhich ave |

| required For the eiiéﬁeﬁce of ‘the State, In my o@iqion; this article
is'oﬁﬁ'oflélacetih'théfdonVenﬁioﬁ'Becausévif'a‘given people does not
§atisfy these conditions it is mot & State aid; thevefowe, it cannot have
any duties as such, On the other hand, if a State exists, thet is beoause

/it £a1fils



AL ek

it fulfils the conditioné neceSéary Toxr its éxistengé; and as 1t does in fact
exigt, 1t cannot number emong its dutle that of poss segsing the atiributes
vhich are a condltion precedent to its exxstenue.v Its.duties are those
which arise for it as o Staterand not those of fulfilling the conditionsg
_required to become what it alreaij is,

'Article 2, which reada: "”he federal State const ;butes a sola person
'1n the eyes of Lnternatlonal law'" does non exnress elther a rig ht or a duty,
out merely a uruth of international life, more abpron“iatelv to be gtated
in legal textbook thaniin & conventlon designed to proclaim rishts and Jmpooc
obligations, the one and the oﬁher of a specific character.

The Buenos Aires Conferénce issued a Declaration Which begides stating
the vital dbgma of continent al “Oliuarltx, @ttemats an enumeration of

principles, Of these, however, 1t harely cow rg four,

x

The Eighth PﬁneAmeripan Conference ig isued in Lima the po-called
"Declaration of American Principlgs”y consigting of ejght articles of which
the first five state prlnc Qles The vemaining three are remarks of
assertions lacking entirely reclyroecally binding or mandatory character.

And lestly, the’COerrénce on Iroblems of Peace and War held in
Mexico in l9h5 issued the so-called Declaration of Mexico consisting of
seventeen articles, covering some of the_basicrprinciples;'but including
also nere siatements'that réally have no place in a mulitilateral ingtrvment
which s noala of fcr gosltLve formvlee, manﬁ tory or obligatory in character,
6r formulae yielding, at least, a clear indication cf»a right or duty of the
Statés. The xollowlng will serve &8 an example: |

7151&. Education and materizl well-being are indigpensable to thgv

@evelopménﬁ of deﬁOCracy.‘ |

"15, Zconomic colleboration is essential to thé commén prosperity of

the American nations, Want among anj of‘the pecnles, whether in the

shape of povermd, ma¢nutr1tlon or ill-health, alfects each one of +h€m,

/consequently
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consequentiy all of theﬁ jointly ™

More Tar reaching than all statements above‘referred to was that
presented in 1931 by the eminent Chilean internationalist,
Doctor Alejandro Alverez, consisting nf sixty»articies digtribytgd»under
elght headings end covering in fact the whole subject matier of intsrnational
lavw, Viewed a8 an epitomized codificafion of international law, this
work seems‘too shorf,’wnilstvviéwed as aideclaration of the righﬁs and dutieg
of States contained in a brief con;ise noymative instrument like that
adopted at Montevidgo, it is too éxfenéive.

The need for a Declaration,incorporating all the basic\prfnciples
that ere the sources of the rights and duties to which théhStatéébénould
ad just their mutual ;elaﬁigns, 1s hence evident, OSuch a doqument may be
drafted by extracting from the various declarations, resolubions, public
treatiesvand other mulfilateral-instruments or acts all elemnntsnof
technical velue for the purpose of formulating a precise, conpise, narmonious
and. compleﬁe body of doctrine, free alike of superabundsnce and of .
insufficiency and trwly adapﬁed to thg nurpgse.of those prononncements,

In this line of thinking, I have attempted a new draft embodying
all thencardinal prinqiples which are to be found nere and there in thﬁ;v,
aforementioned texts, but discarding vhatever does nnﬁ propgrly‘cqnstitute
real lawv but mere abstract statement. In a word, I have attempted a draft
which should be & true epitome or syllabus of the basic elaments‘of,the‘
lav by which the States should govern their mutqal_relatiqnn in the
community of nations;HE‘ | ’
| ,_Tne declarntipn‘dxaf;sﬁ by’me consiste of;twgntymfcur articles
containing as nma y_prinqinles exnresaed in the form of rights or dubties end,
occasionally of both in.a §ingle”articlg,__F0r this»neﬁ‘draft I have
‘availed.nwself of the fo;lowingvtexts &S‘séurceg;

The Cnarter of the Uni@g@lmations;

/The Mnnteyideo
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The Montevideo Convertion on Rights:and. Duties of .States .(1933);

The Declaration of Mexico {1945)3zi. v 4o

The Act of Chapultepec (1945)s: “ian rir e, o IR A
~The :Limd Declaration of ;Americen Princinles, (1098).;~:
*%Theic@nventions~and rezolutions of the -Buencs Lires. Conference .

-on the Maintenance:of Peaceﬂ(l936)j.

R T

"The  Postulates, Principles and Propesels concerning. Future International

“Lew,” wresented by the Committee of Jurisis.presidedﬁover b

Dr, Manley 0. Hudaoh (19&#);“1‘7
<« The Declaration of the‘Rights and Duties of Nations prepared by

Jemes Brown :Scott and adopted by the American Institu£e~of

International Imﬂ{ on b Jenvery 191 &;. | |
" The Covemant of the League of Nabions (1919),

The artlcles of the proposed staitement.have been prouped accoravnU
~to their inter-relation to esch other. ... . .

Ac,ordlnﬂ to this mel hor the Tirst bhree arblvles deal W1th the
matters wiich come.first-in the»gatwralpordex,ef things, to wit: the
exisvence of thefstafeg‘the recognitign'of,thga_faqt,‘an@,the.rotrine
that the right of the\State to exist and cevelop is indepenient of such
recognitio: : | - '

‘There follow three articles' (Numbers 4, 5 and 6) which set fortﬁ the
doctrine 6f the erepencence of States, comprising the three prlncngles_b
that may‘@e Said.yo-constituteﬁ%he‘thrﬁﬁ main‘aspegts Qf_?he,concayt ny

sovereignty, l.e., independence, non-intervention and legal equallty.

b

The' menifestation of sovereizmty in tang ;ible form is Jurlsdlctlon,
vhich COﬂEﬁltuteB the ‘subject matter of Artvcle rs gnd following on_t31°
question ‘of \Jufisdiction, Article & defines the norm which I cor31der .

right in matters of diplomstic inuerventlon and whiﬂh itself con*ains xhe'

Calvo Doctrine - o dootrlne especwally dear to the, le gal nind of Kmerlca

/and acgepced
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~and sccepbed Ty the majority  of lawye.s of the world,

The two following erticles refet £o the rights of ‘{he State. The

ninth-deals with the'respect‘of’th@se?righﬁs*ahd the temth with the limit

et to them, vhich is none other:thin the hty of others.

Articles 11 and 12 are closely relatea and refer, the first to the
obscrvence of treaties and the second to the fulfiw\ ent of "intermational
cbligaticns in general.

Articles I3 und 1& deal with the suthority of international law,

.lnclud ng, n¢tura1‘v, everything agreed upcn in the Charter of the
_Uhited Netions and in the Statute ¢f the World Cowrt, which are

k]

international tresty law, Article 13 proclains thatb international Taw

.

ja ohlinsbtory for all States. Art™ ~Te 14 defines its Rat10w>i and

&

srbernational scopes
The four arbicles that Tollow contain the general doctrine of

stbmisaion to law and the proscrirticn of force, e fifteenth
ectablishes as a general duty o10 States the settlement of thelr
disputes by peccelul means; the sixteenth pronounces. the condemnation
of war and Torce, thereby including the Drago Doctrine which prohibits

the recovery of debts of Btaées‘by'coercive action, As an exceptlon
%o the general ywle concerning the uge of force, Article 17 accepts
the right of legltimate defence in the texme of Article 5l.of the
(Qhartex of the United Nations, Tastly, Apticle 1 o, vhich is really 8

;
o

Q“Oll&r{ of frticle 16, establishes a6 a duty of States the refusal.

Th@re7féliow immedistely two arilcles fhat deal with
interm@tional‘co—aperationg Article 19 states the duty to co~operate
in the prevention or su@pressioniof violence; and Article 20 refers.
to co-operation in the pursult of the general objectives of bhe

-

commmity of States.
" The two articles that follow deal with two duties® that conduce
to the preservation of peace, Number 21 estaglisles the obligstion

Jor the
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on the part of the State to malntain within its territory Just conditwons
that W1¢1 not constitute a fhreat to peace and 1nternat10na1 order or
violate the dictates 01 Jus tlce and HhﬂalltJ.> Arficle 22 llmlts 1tself
to the exclus1ve dutf of tbe ota e not by action or om1351on, to Toment
v1i _isturbances in pther Statesw | o

Théﬂnéxé two articles are not iﬁtéﬁ-reléted

The first, Artlcle 23, eSuaolwshes the prlncinle of equalltv of
opnorbvnlty and of 1nter-denendence and co operatlon in the economic
sphere.

Article éh;.the laét ih’the Declaration, is virtually conSeéuential
upon, and is a’fequisite of, wll thevprecepts previouslf.éet.forth; it is
based on”thelprovision of Article 103 of the Charter of the Unitea llations,
This final aft;cle lavs it dﬁ?ﬁ hs a cuty of the State, that it should

refrain from conclhdlng agreements that are inconsistent with 1itg
international obligations, both thice which ariSE’generally out of
international laﬁ aﬁd those specifiualiy imposed by the San Fraﬁcisco
Charter. | & |

There ure, of course, many priﬁcigles bf internaﬁional lawlthati
are not 1 oluded 1n the draft Declaration, but I $hinlk t'hat the

Ctwenty-four urtlcles to Nﬂlch I have referred comprlsa what can be

called fundamental priﬂclnlpq Bhat ig to say the basic norms of tne

co-exigtence of ates as membevs of e legal conmmund y It should be
pointed out in\this conn@ction that many principles of interﬁationéi'
" law sve implicitly covered by some of the clausen df the drafté

Four of these articles ave very closely rglatéd; and nugt be
undér zood to eulbra ace ﬁuny ﬁrinciples éf inteénational iaw which are
of maalfQSu 1mportance but are not Vntlgned by the Fcclar tion,
These articles are the Ffollowing:

ﬁrulcle 13, Wchh seus foth ag a geﬂeral rule, the authority
of_lnternatlonal law; ivuﬁule 12, which as erts the &ucy of States,

/CO fulJ. ..,1




to fulfil their ii'a#eimatimiél‘c"bl.igatijc;ﬁs; Articie 9, which lays’
dovm théAobligation to respect the rights of others; and Article'lo,
vhich sbetes that the limit st to the exercise of the rights of
one State is the exercise of their rights by other States,
Tﬁus,'thé reign of international law, Deing established among the
States, and all the States being required to fulfil the oblications
that erise for fheﬁ under thab law, it 1s evident that Article 13 &nd
the‘rélated artibles Cover‘tﬁe princioles of internstional law which
govern, inter alia, the following matters: | |
‘l,: freedcmlof havigatién‘qn igterﬂatianal watervays;
a2, ter*itorial waters; I
3. TDpeaceful use of air e§a<w .ver pationsl territories;
L, uéerof radic-electrio éh&nnﬁls ard the ﬁe&& for
interndapendendé and'c@~@pﬁ§a%1¢n in the use of electro-
magnétic vaves; ‘ | - o
5, maritime and land neutrality;
8, 'right of legation and diplomatic immunities;
T;. right to consﬁlar repregentation;
8., condition of aliens;
S. relations ruied by private internationsl law;
10, public treaties; \
11, ’asylum;
’12. duties of States in case of civil war;
,134 vegponsibilities of Staten in case of civil wayr;
‘lh. in regard to the States of the Néw World, the principle of
"uti possidetis" as criferion cr norm for the decision of
frontier prdblems;‘and
15, tha principle of csntinen&él solidaxrity th&t‘unites’the
Americén,ﬂepublicé by virtus of their reglonsl esgreements,
It 1s a well knbwﬁ»faCt that thore 1s no unanimity of view as to

the princioles governing these matters, end that what, in the dpinion of

"



sone Sﬁates;and‘jurist 8, uhoulﬂ he’ dongidered’ an accepued rule oi
o

»Lnt@wnatlonﬂl laW,‘18 not 80, regavaea.bv ‘other” State° and jarl ts

‘If hoﬂever, suoh 2 dlvergence of oplnlon~¢hould arlse as to wnat
constltrte tne duty of the State, under- Article 13 and related clauses,
it v1ll hnve to oe reuolved by peauexvl meang, mainly throuﬁh arbltrutlon
or anarnatvonal Ja stice, under Article 15. In other WOrds, so-long aé

1ntevnutlonal 1a huu not been codified, 1t will be for the courts of
urbltratlon and the International CC“rt of Justice to determine whlch

iy

are the true rules of international law. FEven when the CO&lflCmtion of

international: law has taken nlace, and even after the Declaration of

the hts and Duties of Statcs has been made, there is no doubt that
there will occagionally be dis agrceneﬁts between two. States in regard

to the interpretétibn and applicution of the prineciples contailned, not
only in these sources of 1aw; but even in the Charter of the United
Naticns itself, which is today positi%e law in the community of nations,
I have thought it convenlent, in order to facilifate consultation
and references, to state, aftef each article, its precedents and |
equivalents, so that the origin and scope of each one of the artioles‘
of the Decleration mey be determined at a glence, Comparison wili show
that, although in the ncrmative end fundamental aspects there are no
inventions or innovations, i.e., notking that deviates from what may
be e"ardcd as established by the legal think*nn of mamLind *n he
matter of formulation, howover, I have thought it convenlent for the
sake of simplicity and of that method which is necessary ig a d;ggment
of %hié7kiﬁd;¥ocba510hally to merr+ nto a single article principléS‘
vhich ha#e*beenfgulledwfrom séurces wholly unconnected and éépéfaﬁéé'!
by a sreat interval of time, P i
This ds tiue,>for instance, of /rticle 16, whiélf-“feiféafé; “tha

gensral Haj;”to‘the‘bﬁﬁd@mﬂahibngﬁf,

This erticle combines’ the prescription of eggressive war 4§ 4
Ingtrument of netionsl end internstional pelicy, in the now clasgical

[verms
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terns of the, Havana Declaration, ang, the Kellogg-Briand. Pact, using the <. .
bext of bec'uion 4 Di Aruicle%’a thhe} Chaz:“er o:t‘thaUnited Natioms o v
almost "ad poden 1itberac", Dut adding the pirase "or Tor. the recovery
of ptc dehte from enother Stabe, thus expressly includdng vithin the |
scope of thig article the, celebrated Drago Doctrife. . . ... n- o

It may be péintg@_g&?iinz@hégfcongeqtion th&tqth§~9r§8@;ppgfrinﬁﬁ L
should be re@@?d?@-ﬁﬁmincludﬁﬁ,}?»Rhe.aforesaidGlause-ef:tﬁexvnitéd;,s_
Netions Charter, which forbids "the vse of force.againsh the territorial
‘integrity:?F;political,ip@@peﬁd@@g@_ofﬁguyi§tate“,:ﬁ;tdig;gvidentﬁghath »
coércng,aﬁtion"Qf the kind taken agalnst Venezuela by Germany, Enslaﬁd;,pui¢
and Ttaly in 1902 and 1903_g’qn:action_mhich led to the'@60;§r§t§9n49§”};¢ s
the famous doctrine of the Argentine ministerr~.gghstitﬁp§szan attack ...
on the political independence of the State subjected thereto, ’It;fq;;owsﬁffﬁ
inevitably that Article 2 of the Charter of ﬁhe'United;ﬁatiqns,bggﬂ‘34-i1 ;
jmplicitly incorporated the Draco'Dootrine,, In order, however, pg;,,igﬁs,,ﬁ
call attention to the matter as well as to make the article as clear.. ... .
as pogeible in this réspect, I have included in it the addibional ...
_provision thaﬁ‘it willinot be permissib;ehtp,resort;tgyﬁopqgﬁgﬂgﬁyggaﬁsufg3.,d

or force "for the recovery of public debts from another State", . .

On the other hand, ideas reflecting a like doctrine are tobe . ..
found in %vo.cthér ar@ﬁqlqswgi.t@e Dealayatipnhnghus,”inwAr?;ngbj,,y\,,f
concerning_ﬁng,&;G;ggivéquriggictiqp_gflphg:§tat§iﬁIihaja_chbén@QJwﬁ,;.
the clear ﬁexﬁ~3f.f%a.DaGiﬂraﬁiénx9£;th§w3iahés;an@xPuties,Qf;ﬂ%téoaa{1_,.«
adopted by tie American Institube of Ipternafionsl Ley in 1916, with
the Tinal vart of Article 9 of the Moatsvideo Comyention on Rights and

Dutles of States establishing thab "Lorelcners may not claim rights ..

Other“dr_WQ?QHEXtenﬂiFQ*EQaﬁwthQQQ«Qf;Hﬁ???nélS?»%v~“~"
This second. part of the srticleis,-in reality, part of the |

Celvo Dootrine which ig also embodied imbo Article &, concerming. .

diplomatic intervontién, vhich lays down the duty Ofw?@9:§§§§ﬁ.¥°@\t°?ai;ﬁ‘

‘aliepe a fGemial of Justice so long as its nationals have not first
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appeal?d_gpﬂtheﬂlocalicoﬁﬁﬁé‘of Justice. . Of the Calvo Doctrine there ** - -
rewains Lo be mentidned the more concrete gquestion of the liability
of the States for dsmages sustained by aliens as a result of civii
disburbences; that liebility is subject,,however, in case of dispute,
to the decisioné of internétional Justice or’arbitration regarding the

nterpre@ation.and application of the principles concerned,

Lastly, I would like to ¢all ‘the attention of the Jurists who

may congider this draft to the following point which I would repeat

ond. emphasize, Thie Declaration does not contain what may be called.

postulates of intermational law, that is to say, dogmas or maxims which .

)

10 not, really, establish rights or duties of States,Abﬁt merély expound

certain truths of international life, without gtating in any specific,

nerete, direct or positive menner what could be’properly called a

ac

wh

5.

Mg

lght or duty, It hag been my intention that all such clauses as

neciflically state a right or a duty be included in ny draft,

nsequently, it will be uselesg to look in the Declaration for most

the postulates to be found in juridical works of acknowledged merit,

ag for‘example,‘the gplendid drafts by Alvarez and Meurtua which have

ready been mentioned, or some of the inter-fmerican instruments and
ts. Thig is true, for example, of Article 13 of the Alvarez draft,

ich establishes that the relations between States are governed by -

inbernational léw,..lt is also true of Article 21, which lays dovn that

ternationsl law forms part of the legislation of each State; of

Article 29, which deals with Juridical equality; and of Article 35,

ich establishes the principle of non-intervention,

Cf the Tifteen articles which constitute the Normative Law of

ot

h

rtuay I would point out that eleven find an equivalent or corresponding

provision in as meny articles formulated by me, but T have not included

ose bearing Numbers I, X, XII and XIV, as their text. is merely
ctrinal and explanatory, -

o o . _ /Of the
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Of‘the pogtulates which were put forward by the Committes of Jurists,
presided by the distinguiéh?d Judge of the Permanent Céurt of International
Justice, Dr, Menley O. Hudson, I have taken the third, which is not merely
explanatory, but mandatory and concree, inasmuch ag it implies the duty
of every 3tate to adjust its comduct to- inbternational law’ in ite relations
with other States and with the ccmmﬁunity of States,

The draft which I propose refers, it will have been noted, only to
the duties of the State towards other States, The duties of the State
towards individuvals are dealt with in the draft Declapation of the
Eggential Rights and Liberties of Nhn.%hich I proposed at the San Francisco
Conference and to the Firgt Assenbly of the United Nations on bshalf of the
Delegation of Panama, and to which I made reference at the beginning of
this statement,

Finally, it may be mentioned that while the Declaration includes the

most fundemental rights of States, the great majority of the Articles

egtablish duties of the States, as the following table willl show:

Article Matter - _ Contents
i Existence of the State ' Right
2 .Pacogﬁw+1on‘of the exigtence of <he deuu - Right
3 Existence of the State independent of recognition Right
k Independence Right and duty
5 lon-intervention Dutby
6 Equality : ' ' . Right
7 Jurisdiction , . Right
38 Diplomatic intervention ‘ Right and dut“
9 Respect of rvights Right aud dut
10 Limitaticn of »ights : Duty
il bservance of treatlies ‘ » Duty
12 Fulfilment of imternational obWI ratbiong Duty
a3 Authérity of international law Duty
ik Scope of intermaticnal law Duty
5, Peaceful settlement of disputes Duty
16 Condemnation of war and of fTorce Duty
7 Legitimate defence Right |
18 .  Repudistion of conquest Duty
19 Co~ovevation sgainst force Duty
20 Co-operation for the ends of the community of /
nations - ' Duty
21 Maintenance of Jjust conditions - Duty
et Duty to refrain from encouraging disturbances
in other States Duty
2 Equality of opportunity and economic interdependence Duty

o Pacts inconsistent with international cobligations Duty



1

Such is the draft which I submit to the learned consideration of

the internationalists end statesmen, I skould be happy and grateful

to receive constructive criticisms which may enable me to correct errors

and perfect, ag far as it is possible, this modest effort towards

Juridical harmony in the international field,

w5 ma m W ws






