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Mr Chair,
1 Thank you for giving me the floor.
2 The topic S3Settlement of disputes to which international

organizations are parties”’, which is dealt within Chapter V,is a topic of
considerable relevance and significancely delegation congratulates the
Commission on provisionally adopting dr&uidelines 1 and 2 and adopting the
accompanying commentarjeand we thank the Special Rapporteur, Mr. August
Reinisch, for his contributions. An increasing level of Stat8tate interaction takes
place today in the context of an international organization. The activities of many
international organizations have, in tubgcome more diverse and complex, and
disputes involving such organizationgre increasinglycommon We reiterate



3 Singapore has two comments araft Guideline2. First, in respect of

WKH GHILQLWLRQ RI DQ 3L Q #vaft GupblMeR(&) Qve btdithbl D Q L] D
the Commission had previously adopted a definition of an international organization

in its 2011 draft articlese agree with the 2011 definition and do not think that any
XSGDWH WR WKLV GHILQLWLRQ LV QHFHVVDU\ ,Q P\
international organization is that it is an entity possessing its own international legal
persaality and is established by a treaty or other instrument governed by
international law. The fact that an international organization must have at least one
organ capable of expressing a will distinct from that of its members is simply an
elaborationof its separate international legal personabiyd not a distinct feature

Further, the possibility of including other entitiegpart from Statesin its
memberships a useful clarification to have, but is not a definitional feature in itself.

4 Second WKH GHILQLWLR QIradR IGIdeliGeR (W) rovides L Q
WKDW D GLVSXWH LV 3D GLVDJUHHPHQW FRQFHUQLQ
RU DVVHUWLRQ LV PHW ZLWK UHIXVDO RU GHQLDC
interpretation that a disagreement of fact could, by itself, give rise tpatelis his

iIs misleading. As the Commission has pointed out in paragaph






