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Madame Chair,

Starting with W K H VGBh&ralFprinciples of law~ ,VUDHO ZRXOG CHpécldl WF
Rapporteur for his first two reports, which provided useful information about this source c

international law.

Regarding the issue of the relationshiptweendifferent source of internationallaw, Israel



Concerning the termfRWKHU UHOHYDQW PDWHULDOV® SURSRVHG



Madame Chair,

The inherent problems associated with theggested cat






Furthermore, it is worth noting that customary rules do not necessary apply univdisisllia
particularlytrue in situations where there is a persistent objector to a certaiimrthies context,
Israel recalls that the persistent objectorged-establisheaoncept in international law, and is
recognizedy theCommissioritself in the context its work onthe topics of 3 dentification of
customaryinternationalaw” D Q Berémptory norms of general international Igws ¢ogens)

Draft Article 7(b) could be read to suggest that a general principle may be deduced fro
customary rules, potentially circumventirgn an unacceptable manngthe persistent objector
rule. Thisissue raises an important question, which the Commission shoutttexpl whether

general principles of international law apply to States that have expressly rejected them.

With regard to the third criterion in Draft Conclusion 7{@hich refers tqrinciplesinherent in
the basic features and fundaménéguirements of the international legal systésrael believes

that thisnotion isextremely vague and subjectjandlacksa basis in State practice accepted as



Madame Chairperson,

Turning nowto the topic of Succession of States in respect of State Responsibility



With respect to the final outcome, Israel does netthe proposed draft articles as appropriate
for serving as a basis of a future convention. In this vein, we respectfully suggest that the curr
form of draft guidelines may be more appropriate in this particular context.

Madame Chair,

As a concludingemark, Israel would like to acknowledge that the choice of the proper topics fo
the ILC to take up is a responsibility shared by both the Commission and States. Therefore, Is|
believes that it is important that as many States as possible voicedbigions on this matter,

DQG RQ WKH &RPPLVVLRQYV ZRUN PRUH JHQHUDOO\ LQ

Commission and ensure that the outcome will best serve States at the end of the day.

| thank you Madame Chair



