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Mr. Chairman,



special Rapporteur for the topic, and appreciate the efforts for producing his
first report.

Mr. Chairman,

The Commission has earlier dealt with the subject of succession in
different contexts and the State responsibility as well. The Special Rapporteur
has, in his first report, proposed four draft articles. The proposed draft article 1
reflects on the scope of the topic, and relates the subject matter and context of
the topic to the responsibility of States for internationally wrongftil acts.

Mr. Chairman,

It has been seen that the principle of 'responsibility' which would hold a
state or organization responsible for the commission of an internationally
wrongful act, was not favoured to be a part of succession in earlier attempts. For
instance, m 1963, Mr. Manfred Lachs, the Chairman of the Sub-Committee on
Succession of States and Governments of the Commission, proposed including
succession in respect of responsibility for torts as one of possible subtopics to
be examined in relation to the work of the Commission on the question of
succession of States.

Similarly, the 1998 report of the Special Rapporteur, Mr. James Crawford
on state responsibility, indicated about a widely held view that a new State does
not, in general, succeed to any State responsibility of the Predecessor State. The
Conmission s commentary to the 2001 draft articles on responsibility of States
for mtemationally wrongful acts took a more 
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look forward with interest the second report of the Special Rap


