ilmwhul"mﬂledinlﬁsmgﬁd European Econom
Community also mmmmm;nmﬂmmﬂf
law 5. The application of these rules 10 mternational trade and economi
relations too has been controversial Moreover, a growing mnl:u'nfuh:
Stites have apphed their national laws and regulations on extra-territoral
basas -'1.sr¢gnrdsih=EumpunCmm1mii} it has been stated thar y

M degisdative junisdhction may be extended 1o acts outside

Community territory in so far as prohibitive rules of international
3 it
stand in the wa of such extension: "

(i) enforcement territory purisdiction is strictly lwmi
' ] mited 1o
commumty termtory, unless the rules of international law permil an
extension to the territory of thisd Stares ™

It has been commented in thi T ]
the Commission is not so much nn;h:;‘:mldmﬁmhrufw m‘ﬁmg
ruigi. which.are generally to be found in the form of specific tn:l::
nﬂngmmlu permittng action within foreign States’ lemiory, but with
m“li“nf hl:l'l_h the specific nature and the extent of the prohibitive
s ernational law d:linum_g lemislative junisdiction It is quite
ikely that when the PC1J stated (in the Lotus Caxe ) that the “wide
Measure of discretion” emoyed by States determining their legislative
;u_rm!lumn was limited in certain cases by prohibitive rules it was

_Lre::‘ :du as later came to govern the application ol
went on '
mizrmational law such prohibitive mruwm“h:ﬂnw;?ﬁ

broad principles ni'h:nernmtu_-nl law. such as the principles of peaceful

P Kuvper “European €
Al New Developments™ 11 bnvermattonal am - : Trends

2o VR 1O LY a1 10 1 4 sfoomotes mrmw'mm law Cwarterty ()
oid p 115 Emphasis in original

abuse of nghts. Were Profiessor Kuyper writing this in more necent times
e may. perhaps, have added the right 1o development 10 that list

n Equality

According 1o Bowett. the docirine of soveragn equality has
Cimplications for junsdiction and he goes on to pomt out tha the
farmutanion of the principle of equal rights and self-determination in the
1970 Declaration on Principles of International Law concerning Friendh

Relations and Cooperation among States suggests “something of the knd
al Bmtation on junisdiction” which might result from that doctnne  The
il Relations Declaranon mwer afia refers o the nght of States
freehy to determine . without external interference. ther political status
" and 10 pursue their economic, social and cultural development and every
State has the duty 1o respect this night in accordance with the provisions
of the Charter.” Professor Bowett. now an eminent member of the
Enternational Law Commission. then goes on to suggest that this “implies
wever vaguely. that for State A to assert a jursdiction which interferes
with the political. socml or economic development of State B is to exceed
the limits of propriety and permissibility 1t may also imply & condition
o reoip in the sense that i would offend agmnst the principle of
equality if State A were to assume a junsdiction it was not prepared 1o
concede 1o Statc B

. The Declaranon on the Inadmussibility of lntervention in the
Domest Atfairs of States and the Protection of Therr Independence
and Soverergny clearly condemns not only anmed miervention but also
ther farms of mierference or attempted threats against its political
e and cultural elements™ *

et 17

T DW. Bowen - lurisdiction: Changing Patterns of Authorin over Activitics and
_ Resources ™ British Yearhook O futernational Low {19823 p | i 1

- Geiernl Asseobiy Resolwtion 21051 (XX) of 21 December 1903 was ndopied
B ot af 108 for, none agganst and one abstention 11 mas be recilled (il the
- Ehevini prossions of this Declomtion on [nadmssabalis ol ldeneiiion were
It incorparued in the Fricndly Relations Declaration.




The application of unidateral measures is at variance with numerous
miermational instruments, including the Declaration on the Principles of
Internatonal Law concermng. Fnendly Relations and Cooperation amaorig
States which in elaborating the princaple concermng the duty not 1o wervene
in matter within the domestic junsdiction of any State. in accordance with
the O harer aner afir states that

Mo State may use or encourage the use of economic, political
or any other type of measures 1o coerce another State in order 1o
abtain from it the subordination of the exercise of 11s soveregn
rghts and 1o secure from it advantages of sy Kind™

At this juncture 1t may be recalled thm the 1970 Friendly
Relavons  Declaration had aner adia provided tha

No State . has the right to intervene directly or indirectly, for
any reason whatever, in the imternal or external atfwrs of any
other State. Every State has an wnahenable right 1o choose its
pohitical. economic, social and cultural systems without
mterference in any form by another Suae =

In the context of & New International Economac Order. Chapter |
entitled “Fundamentals of International Economee Relations™, of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States™ adopted by the General
Assembly at its Twentv-minth Seswoon provides that

“Economic as well as political and other relations among States
shall be governed mer alia by the following prnciples

(a)  Sovercignty. terrional imegnty and pohtical interdependence
ol States,

(b)  Sovereign equality of States,

{c}  Non-Aggression,

P Lecsierl Assembly Resolulion 2625 (XXV) Annex, para |
Peneral Asscmbhy Resolution 12811 XXIX) Decomber 12,1974

a0

Non-miervention;

wutual and equitable benefit,

Peaceful coesistence.

Equal rights and self-determination of peoples.

peaceful settlement of disputes,

Remedymng ufinjunmudiﬂhhlwhmhmuuht about by force
and which deprive a nation of the natural means necessany for

st normal development.

l]Ij:,ll,'lllln1-:=r||1 in good faith of mernational obligations.
Respect for human rights and fundamental frecdoms

No sttempt 1o seek hegemony and spheres of influence
pPromation of international social jushice

International cooperation for developmentand -
Free access 10 and from the sea by land-locked countries within

mh]:ﬂﬂ:fhmﬂufﬁmtlﬁﬁﬂmdﬁ:mdm
siso stipulate: M‘Hﬂﬁmmmnmhuﬂﬂm
ummhurryptufnmulnmmmihﬁﬂnﬂnuﬂr
o cbiain from it the subordination of its sovereign rights.”

Explanatory Note points out that Article 15 of The Bogota
Charte 1;1943 :nahEﬁu ﬂ:;rwmnm of American Stutes among
ther thins. expressly prohibits “the use of coercive measures of lnr
A OF political character n arder to force the mrwrrfin vfﬂ[ o
another State and obtain from it advamages of any kind " A similar

wohibition mav be found in Article V1 of the Helsinki Final Act of 1975
which, iier alice. requires all States in all circumstances (o

“refrain from any other act of military, or political. economic of
other coercion designed to subordinate 1o their own interest the
exercise by another participating State ol the rights 1nh:i-am m
its sovereignty and thus 1o secure advantige ol any kind

- —
Hﬁmlﬂ.ﬂlﬂﬂ:fmﬂrﬂmuﬂhﬁbﬂrﬂﬂmﬂhM
inki, August 1. 1975 For text of the Declaration Scc Internatinmal Lega!

Vol XIV (1975) p. 1293
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Apart from these imemational and rewional instruments which
proscribe reson 10 economic or political coercion, recourse may be had 1o
th purisprudence of the Intemational Coun of Justice which recoginzed the
illegality of economic measures in the context of the principle of non-
mtervention in the ¢ Ceave ¢ anceradnge Miliry aved Poramilinory Activities
it eotnd Agennng Nicoraguer™

Hesides. as with the principle of equality, the above mentioned
stipulations suggest hmits to jurisdiction. as the principle of non-
mtervention s breached by an , assernon of unsdiction which interferes
with angther State’s political, social, economic or culural system

Dispute Settdement

The legalinty of the wse or reson 10 countermeasures is linked
closely 1o the recourse 10 dispute setilement procedures and i considered
as i core issue in the current work of the Intermational Law Commission
on State Responsibility. It may be recalied that the Specal Rapponeur
Ar Amngo- Ruie . had taken the view tha counmermeasure cannot be
taken prior 1o the exhaustion of all availlable dispute settlement
procedures, except in certain spealic circumstances”

The “Understanding on Rules and Procedures Governing the
settlement of Disputes” adopred as an annex 10 the ~Agreement
Establishing the World Trade organization™ (WTO). mrer afia
neonrpomates resinetons on the use of individul countermeasures. A

similar provision can also be found in the “North American Free-Trade
Agrgement INAFTA)

W10 ) Ropons 1ume. P i
B For dotabs i e Mepuirt of S falermratansl Live | romsnras o0 Hie ok oof

s Powm =il e . LTNOA ollical Records. 45 seiseon 1997 U Doc A
4%/ 1k

i i DSHE) ol the
; Jﬂh&nvmtnrlwﬁlhmmhwﬂﬂudﬂ

‘ #ﬁﬂwimlmiﬂﬂw:pmlmmmm
mmwcwnwmusmuﬁmm
te Solidaniyi Libertad) Act™* In s requ L

. . ﬂd:tn:dthﬂihemnuunmmwﬂhmanmnr
et but rather with the extra vunﬁmﬁmmﬂlumﬁdmﬂ
e vves 11 was stated that though !nlﬂ.ﬂflhﬂll'lﬂﬂll‘ﬂr -
€ o .ﬂjtpmkiﬁlnirdﬂin;mthhmlﬂfﬂmwﬁmhm .
RN 4 (hat the US measures violated GATT 1994 and mﬁu‘mﬁf
Bonen e Frade in Services (GATS) and nullified and imp

canetits under the WTO

RESPONSE OF THE INTERNATIONAL COMMUNITY

Earlier, the European Union Demarches Protesting the {'.u!u:
ety and Democratic Solidarity (Libertad) Act of March 15,1991
A uer afi, pownted out that the European Union hiadd mrum‘tnnt_ly
ressed its opposition as a ~matter of law and policy thHFl'ﬂtnﬂll
sfication of LS junsdiction which would restrict EL trade in goods
e vccs with Cuba It emphasized that “it cannot accept that the LS
! . derermine and resinict EU economic and co

dations with third countnes **

The Council of Ministers of the European Union ndvupu::
seulation declaring that Act 1o be i viclation of international law

ming that mwmiﬁﬂmﬂh_ﬁmﬂmumim-

. 1M1hamm“dlwh¢'mﬂu!uq:ufmhﬂ:
Maintiff in any of the Umon's fifteen States. Mexico s known 10 have

E . adupted an Act for the Protection of «_Enmm:r:u nd Im

_f"i',! #t Fareign Rules Contravening International Law  This leg

n Aintersials

M pub sd=114 . For ihe jext of e A:lm]!r.[mmwrmn_{ Lyl ¥

it IL:?:!E.: It stied dlad the Preamble 1o 1l Helimis nunu: mﬁnr::lu?u r::'l

1 i | sanciions againsl the Casir gaverii

supy .:::;::mn ;m:mmllmdihgln o demoeratically elocted gavernnenl

i) "

b Cibii cnd fiom other purposes. :

4 o (he 1ot of the Enropean Linion Densarchies Protesting the Cubun LM:::. -:u

.’i Sobtariny (Libertad) At see JFienermitnal Laypad Materiuls +
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‘m_rﬂnm and remforce the defences of the United Kingdom
agamst attempts by other countries to enforce their economic
and commercial policies unilaterally on us  From our point of
view the most objectionable method by which this is done is by
the: extra-terntonial application of domestic law

I Tihe practices 1o which successive United Kin
Grovernments Iuyu taken exception have arisen n the case of the IT;T:;
Stafes of Amenca “We have not suddenly become belligerent o
Hmﬁuuni! wnal in regard to this most powerful and valued friend The
e a TEsponse 1o a situation of & very particular nature which has
o developing over umiudumdﬂ and which in the past few years

become much more acute” ** These self-help measures By States in
response to percelved abuses of extra-territorial application of national
legistation, it has heen observed, have extra-terriorial applicarion *

Addressing the Fifty first Session of the General Assembly the

Chairman of the i 3 ’
Rickionts v m ‘:"Fﬂmnnm. His Excellency Mr Siman Payl

;:?fhw of Dominica abhors the concept of national
ws having extra-territorial jurisdiction and Serving as
nngs for illegal secondary boveons W are particularh

i s
n: British ‘l"l:;tr:-uhul Intermational Lawe wvol, LINT | 1982, pasT
Comment. Protection of Trading Interests Acy of 1981 Britain's

Response 1o US st Enfay = 9 :
Lamr il HiL'l’J'm'_“ 1I.ml|?'1§:l . : Niarth Miesdern S il ’"ﬂ"l"l'ﬂ'ﬂ'i"ll‘ﬂ.l'

44

trowibled by the potential use of these mstruments by large and
' States 1o compromase the termitoral imegrity and national
sovercuenty of small States hke ours™

1t i pertinent 1o recall in this regard that addressing the General
ngsembly the Foreign Mimister of Myanmar had seter afie stated that

“We find unaccepiable the threat or use of economic sanchons
and the extra-territonal application of domestic law to influence
policies in developing countries. The use of economic sanctions
#s a tool of policy & indefensible. Tt s flagrant breach of
the United Nations Charter™ *

The Ministerial Declaration of the Group of 77 adopted at
Midrand, South Africa on 28 April 1996 duning the Ninth Session of the
United Nations Conference on Trade and Development iner alia
phserved that although the Uruguay Round Agreements and the

plishment of the World Trade Organization { WTO ) had boosted
mnfidence in the mulnilateral trading system, its crédibility and
Eitnaliil y are being threatened by emerging recourse to unilateral

nd extra-territorial measures  The Declaration emphasized that
pironmental and social conditionalities should not constitute new
bstackes to market access for developing countnes  That Declaration
id also expressed concern at the “()ontinuini use of coercive economic
eusures ngainst developing countnes, through smer alia. unlateral

mic, and trade sanctions which are m clear contradiction with
national law ™

-~ Ser Oificial Rccords of the United Nations General Assembly. Fifty-ltrst Sesaion
=4 b Plenary Mecting, Thursdoy 10 October 1996 APV I p 17 |9
[ i ':l'ﬂﬁmif Reviwnly af the Cremeraldseihly Fifhe fiestiosaos, Plenprn
Meetings, ASIPVIIp 1T
e the Ministerinl Declurntion of the Group of 77, Midrnd. Soulb Africa, 2%

il 1996 in 1he Report of the United Mations Conference on Trade and
on (15 Minth Sexsion. held in Midrand. South Africa. frons 27 Apeil
¥ Doc TONITE p 8% a0
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The Group of 77 had ar Midrand objected to the new attempts
aninied ot extra-termonal applicaton of domestic law, which ~constitutes
aflagrant vinlation of the United Nanons Charter and of WTO rules.”

The Eleventh Conference of the Heads of State or Government
ol the NonAligned countries held n Cartagena de Indias. in October
1995 Colombia per alie condemped the fact that cenain countries |
using their predommant position 1n the world economy | continue 1o
imntensify thewr coercive measures againgt developing countnes, which
are in clear contradiction with mternational law, such as trade restrictions,
blockades, embargoes and freezing of assets with the purpose of
preventing these countnes from exercisig their nght 1o fully determmne
their political. economic and social systems and freely expand their
imernational trade. They deemed such measures unacceptable and called
tor thewr immediate cessation.

The Conference of the Heads of State or Government of the Non-
Aligned Countries had called upon the developed Countries 1o put an
end to all political conditionalities to international trade. development
assistance and investment, as they are fully in contradiction with the
universal principles of selfdetermmination. national sovereignty and non-
interterence in internal affars.”

It had also called upon the Government of the United States of
America to, put an end to the economic, commercial and financial
hedsures and actions . which, in addition 1o being unilateral and contrary
to the Charter and nternational law. and to the principles of
neighbourlingss, cause huge material losses and economic damage

W5 1he documents of the Eleventh Conference of the Heads of Siate or Government

al the Movesnent ol Non-Aligned Countries. held i Canagena. Colonibia from

14 10 21 Ocober 1993 Repraduced in United Nations Doc ASS07732 & S/19935/
1535

N R e

ey called upon the United States af America to settle its differences with
g throueh negotiations on the basis of equality and mutual respect. and
ested strict compliance with resolutions 47/15. 48/ 16 and 499 of the
i eneral Assembly of the United Nations

this rd it may be recalled that by its resolutions 47/14.
ARG af'nn:! 49!@"?::: CGieneral Assembly had.. infer alie, Feai'ﬂrmﬂd t}}-:
e sn equality of States. non-intervention and nnn—mh:ffﬂ'_mq: m
eyr internal aftas and freedom of international trade and nm.'|g.a:nﬂn
'-". neerned about the “continued promulgation and appheation . of lws
and regulations whose extra-territorial effects affect the soveremnty of
:’,-- Siates and the legpnmate nierests of entities or persons under
b urisdiction. s well as the freedom of trade and naviganon® |I|'IE'
Gieneral Assembly had called upon all States to refrain from promulgating
applying such laws in conformity with their ablhgations under the
charter of the United Nations and international law, which rml’fh:m !Pre
=dom of trade and navigation |t may be recalled that simular,
Jations, calling upen all States to refrain from promulgating _tnw.i
regulations the extra-territorial effects of which affect the sovereignty
af other States, the legitimate interests of entities OF persans under ther
Juristiction and the freedom of rade and navigation. were algo adopted
i the Fiftieth and Fifty-first session of the General Assembly =
More recently, the Twelfth Conference of the Furelign Mini:_iters
the 'Hun#digned Countries held in New Delhi Iin .-"-pf!l 1997, inier
called upon all States to “refrain from adopting or implementing
errioal or unilateral measures of COSrCIOn as Means ol exerting
re on non-aliuned and developing countries They noted that

=l

e Eleverrih Mectimg of the Heads of State or Govenimeil nr_mc o= Aligned
Conninies lind also expressed deop concern abodl new leyishmion presented [nlm
Al Congress of 1he United Stales that would inensily e cimbarge against Oy
Ibadl. para 183 o0 p 52 "

e Gengral Assomibly Resolution S0 of 2 s giber 1995 adopled B o vale

ab 117 i Fyveair 7 ot and 35 absenluions and Resoluon 51715 0f 12 November

1 scopled by i vore of 177 i favour. 3 nguingt and 25 abscnlitians
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mensures such as Helms-Burton and Kennedy-[)' Amato Acts constitute
violations of intermational law and the Charter of the Linited Nations, and
called upon the international commumity, to take- effective action in order 1o
arvest this trend ™

The Foretgn Ministers reiterated their concern for the insistence
of certain States to resort to one-sided qualifications of the policies of
other States, thus serving interests of their own, They rejected the
contmued use of unilateral mechanisms of evaluation, qualification and
certificahon, as they are inconsistent with the principles of sovereign
equality of States and of non-intervention and undermine multilateral
instruments and mechanisms established for this purpose

They remterated the commitment expressed by the Heads of State
of Government ai the Eleventh Summit held in Cartagena to jointly oppose
sll kinds of conditionalities and coercive unilateral measures, rules and
policies that are attempted to be imposed or those that are imposed an
Member States. and called upon all States to refrain from adopting or
umplementing any umnilateral measures not in accordance with international
law and the Charter of the United Nanions

A report on the “Extra-terntonal Application of National Laws™

ssued under the suspices of the International Chamber of Commerce .
had pomted out that the overall effect of extra-terntorial application of
mational laws s to discourage productive economic activity. including
micmational investment. and ultimately to reduce emplovment and
economic growth. The Report had argued that an emerging international
lextal rule forbids nations 10 apply their laws 10 conduct principally
oCTuITIng abroad when 10 do so would unreasonably interfere with the
inlerests of other Siates and of private parties The Report had
reconumended that States endeavor to mimimize the extra-territorial

 See the dra final document of X11 Mimisierial Coaference of the Movensent of
Non-Aligned Coumtnes. New Delha April 4% 1997 Document No. NACFA
1700c 1'Rev Y Para B9 m poge 13

“iid  Paras 9) 7 Al page 11

- o national laws and where that is impractical to coordinate their
= ;:&viiﬂhynmnfmlmimmﬂmumﬂ
anal adjudication ®

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS

- covers a broad spectrum of inter-state relations
' 'Tiu“::m and trade. 1t may be recalled in this regard
e C Secretarial study on the “Elements of a Legal Instrument
v and Good Neighbourly Relations Between States of Asi.
and the Pacific” had imrer alia listed 34 norms and principles of
jonal law conducive to the promotion of friendh and good
ly relations on space ship earth The 34 principles and norms
—erated inter alia included = (1) Independence and State
- {2) termitorial Integnty and inviolability of fronters. (3)
wnlity of States: (4) , non-intervention. overt or covert, (5) non-
arce, (6) peaceful settlement of disputes, ( 7) peaceful coexistence:

d (8) mutual cooperation
; ' 1451 of
1t may be recalled that the Declaration on the '.mdn_‘umb&’fhy .
ervention in the Domestic Affairs of States and the Protection of Their
ependence and Soverelgnty clearly condemns not only armed

ervention but also “all other forms of interference or fummndihrmi
geainst its political, ecanomic and cultural elements *

eier and Gary Born (Eds.) | The xtraterritarial Application af nerddestal

B . 1.¢“ ¢ Publishing 5.4, 1987 p, | .

' ;.", '_ Secretariut sty an “Elernents of o Legal Instrumant ou Fn::dg; 24

Cood-Neighborly Relstions Betwaen the States of Asin. Africa and the sl
Reprinied in AALCC - an
New Dhelhi |942) p 193

jeneral Assemibly Resolution 2131 (XX) of 21 December 1963 adopted by a

gt 6 109 for. none ngainst ind one abstention. | sy be reclied thal the

shevant provisions of tiis Declaration on nadmissibilily of Inlervention were

s incorporated in he Friendly Relations Declaration,
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It is equally pertinent o recall that the application of unilatera|
measures is @ Vanance with numerous international instrumenty
michading the Declaration on the Pnnciples of Intermational Law concerning,
Friemlly Refations and Cooperation amang States which infer elicr stiey
that

“No State may use or encourage the use of economic, palitica
or any other type of measures to coerce another State in arder 1
abtan from it the subordination of the exercise of 18 sovere
riehis and 1o secure from it advantages of any kind ™

The use of umlateral actons, particularly those with exir-
territorial effects can impede the efforts of the developing countiies
carrving out trade and macro economic reforms aimed at sustiine
gocmiomic growth 1t need hardly be emphasized that the use of  su.h
unilateral trade measures poses a threat 1o the multilmeral troding sysien
Even whene there is & basis for exercising junsdiction the principles o1
vomity sugeest thit forbearance is appropnate. Under these princip o
(of comity ) States are obliged 10 consider and weigh the legitimaic
mieresis of other States when taking action that could affect thos
interests.

The Declaration and Programme of Action adopted by the Sivil:
Specaal Session of the General Assembly, ** the Chaner of Economic
Raghas and Duties of States, 1974, the United Nations Convention on the
Law of the Sea. 1982 and several other international instruments retain
many of the iraditional aspects of soverewnty The economic sovereignty
provisions of these instruments are reaffirmations of the rights and
mterests m natural resources within an expanded definition of a Statz s
temitory. Further. the provisions relating to development touch upon the
concept of economic sovereignty. Ariicle 7 of the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States stipulstes

Oencral Assembhy Resolution 2615 (XXV) Annex. par |
Mienral Assewbly Resolutions 1201 and 1202 of | may 1974 adopted al the Siath
Specil soasion

“fver e the primary responsibiity 10 prosmole the esinomic

~gocil mmﬂ development of is peaple To Ilhieﬂi each
e as the right and the responsibility 10 choose its means and
ke of development, fully 1o mobilize and e it resoUTEes, 1,
f‘ the progressive econamic and socl reformsand w u?nm:
ylse full participation of its peaple in the process and benel u--.al
. 1 All States have the duty. individually and collectively

tmurdermelmﬂﬂu: ohstaches that hinder pryi laeation
and use "

o

e

Assemblv Declaration on the Right 1o Development
"-‘-'1. that States mave the primary responsility fon the creation ol
e intermational conditions favorable to the right o development
'-_.L I:hll‘h’ !wm
SE T
realization of the right to dm-rlu;unnurnqmrtliﬁ.ﬂtupﬂl 1
for the principles of international law concerning friendly
relatrons and cooperation among Slates n accordance with the
 Chanter of the United Nations =

h Report issued under the auspces of the International
ber of Commerce referied to above had argued that an emerging

honal lewsl rule forbids nations to apply their laws 1o conduct
: mlhmd wh:nm:ﬁnmhuﬂurqmﬂﬂymﬁﬂ
“1 of other States and of privaic parties

| mumiuﬂhﬂ:hmdﬁhﬁm-
he nfﬂulm#nlﬂmﬂminﬂilcguh]m I.n
e ﬂtmmnfﬂmﬁmnwuhn{mn{‘mnmnnm:
N consider stion needs to be given to the queston rarhﬂhqi should
hrond survey of the question of extra-territorial :pghmnlnn of
Minicipal legistation and in the process examining the relationship and

& between public and private international law on the one hand and
ﬂlfhﬂwmhmimﬂhu'nﬂmrmdm-un&nmhﬁ
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