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Mr. Chairman,
I would like to begin by thanking the Chairperson of the Commission, Mr. Eduardo

Valencia-Ospina, for his comprehensive report to the Sixth Committee and all members of the
Commission for their considerable efforts in the past year. My delegation is also grateful to the
Chairperson of the Drafting Committee, Mr. Charles Chemor Jalloh, for all of his hard work during
the session. We believe that the annual report of the Commission contained in document A/73/10
shed proper light on many aspects of the topics under the consideration of the Commission.

Mr. Chairman,

This year, we mark the seventy years of the work of the Commission, as a subsidiary body
of the UN General Assembly which has played an ag1strumental role in the codification and
progressive development of international law over the last 7 decades. The Commission still
occupies a unique position in this field by putting together experts from adifferent regions and
principal legal systems of the world to develop universal international law.

As regards the Commission ags athe expert international legal body whose recommendations
are directly addressed to States, it gs essential to be guided in the selection of its topics, by the
recommendations at fiftieth session in 1998 upon which must reflect the needs and priorities 



development and codification. More importantly, interacting with States throughout the process of
its work, the ILC should performs a special duty to assist the TJN in its broadly conceived function
in the codification and progressive development of international law. In this regard, the
Commission should be highlighting and taking the positions voiced by the Member States in the
Sixth Committee of the UN General Assembly, to ensure that the outcomes of the Commission's
work can best reflect the consensus and priority needs of States.

We take note the events organized in New York and Geneva which provided occasion to
express constructive ideas and recommendations on the achievements and prospect of the
commission. We hope that the Commission would take into account these recommendations by
which would strengAen and promote its functions within its mandate for future work.

Mr. Chairman,

With regard to topic "other decisions", the Islamic Republic of Iran takes note of fte
Commission for consideration of its programme of work, and welcome the Commission s decision
to include the topic "General principles of international law" in its long term programme of work.
We congratulate Mr. Marcelo Vazquez-Bermudez for his appointment as Special Rapporteur for
the topic and looks forward to discussing his initial report.

We believe that work on the topic "General principles of international law" would
constitute useful contributions to the codification of international law, since the topic has the most
common basis for other topics namely; the peremptory norms of general international law and
identification of customary international law which are currently under 



relevance of subsequent agreements and subsequent practice in relation to treaties between States
and international organizations or between international organizations. As such, the draft
conclusions could not be applied in the case of conflict between a treaty and subsequent practice
of a sovereign state to that treaty as well as to bilateral treaties between states.

Moreover, the draft conclusions aim to facilitate the work of those who are called on to
interpret treaties or the application of provisions of treaties which are unclear and vague and or the
application of the treaty which establishes the agreement of the all parties regarding its
interpretation. More importantly, we deem that the subsequent practice of a sovereign state in
application of a treaty which is inconsistent with the agreement of other parties of that treaty
regarding its interpretation should not be considered as an authentic means of interpretation.

It is also understood from the draft conclusions that a subsequent agreement as an authentic
means of interpretation 



With regard to the issue of "evolutionary" interpretation in draft conclusion 8, we consider
that the intention of all parties to treaty at the time of conclusion of the treaty should be taken into
consideration and also be ascertained at the time of the act of interpretation, and in light of all the
interpretive means available in accordance with articles 31 and 32 — including subsequent
agreements and subsequent practice.

Draft conclusion 9 identifies criteria that may be helpful in determining the interpretative
weight to be accorded to a specific subsequent agreements or subsequent 



With this in mind, I wish to touch upon our 


