
1. P~rup~~ph 3. 0% Chapter 3 of’ Part I C of the General Assembly’s Reso,lution 

on Palestine relates to the declarckions to be made to the United I\Tations by 

the provisional GOVe~Uileilt 0%' @&h p?OpOSecl State before fxlependence II 

(See paragraph 1, page t;), This section deals,~ therefore, trith declafations 

to be made by the Rxxb State and by the Jewish State, ~enpcctively. 

FLWthermore ) passgraph 3 (a) of Chapter 3 of Pwt I C uses the woz”d 

"the State", which’ is’ used in the Resolution for the Arab State and the 

Jewish State q 

Considering the location 0% paragraph 3 of Chapter 3 of Part I C and 

the word “the State” used the,l”.ein, it might seem that the pkvisions of this 

gEwra&raph aYe not applicable to the City of Jerusalem since noT&ere in the 

Resolution is the word. “State” used in connection trith the description’ of 

the City of Jerusalcrrr. 

Nevertheless, such is not the case and there may be no doubt about the 

intention that the provisions of parag;raph 3, Chapter 3, Part I C, are also 

applicable to the Ci.ty of Jerusalem, This fact may be cY:,??klislied by the 

following reasosxLn~c 

2. FrOrll the prfmlple Of c0iltillUity 09 St&e l:Lfe, it fOllOT,W that aI-1 

rights and titles to property belonging to a State contin.ue to vest in it 

regadless of chnnges iil its ~OVe~llm~~lt, In the case of the Bivision of .a 

State into d.i&inct States, it mnjr be said, as a ppneral rule 0% 

:Lnternati0nal law, that the new State, thnough all chan&Lng folr:ls of 

gwernment, is respcms:i’rJle for the public debts of the previous government, 

Such, for exsq$.e, was the case of the succession states f’ox+med in 1318 after 

the dissolution of Austniaa-EunE;aXy, The succession states aaswed their 

pa& of the A~~s-t;~~o-&agaris.ri p-e--wax -public debts. (ast of IrrternatiOrlti 

Law by Hack~orth, Volwne I, page 51L39 > ""M.-.-n J 

38 But tile C;elleya Asse&lyls resolution itself makes it ChU that the 

pyovj.sions of pmagx*aph 3 of Chapter 3 of Pant I C are applicable to the 
/City of Jerusalem, 
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S~&+p~ag+~,ph b. of paragraph 3 of Chapter 3 Of Pmt 1 C states thet 

the f&z&al obligations I1 shdl be fu3.f illed throq~g?i ?.cj’Pki 011 ill -,-a. ._ “...U.--U. 
the Join% ~ccgeo~ic Boad in respect of those obligations agplj-cable to -._I_.- -.....* - 
Palestine as a who1.e; and individ,ual?.y in respect of thCXe ap>.liCdJle to, ad- 

fairly apportionable between, the St&es” 6 I 
The pe&icipation in the &in-t Economic Board is CCXJ~~~X~O_~~ for the 

Arab State, the Jewish State and the City of Jerusalem I-----“. -.-,“..s----’ This fact is clear 

from the lrording of paragraph 7 of Port D, whfch ‘reads as foXl.ows: 

"In reia,tiOa~ to economic developjuent, the functions of the 130ard 

shall be the planning, 
.’ 

YilTas~i~a~fon and encouragemel?_l of joint 

developkmt projects, but' it sha13. ilOt undeultalre su&. -pojkcts except 

with the assal-& of both States aud the City of Jerus~~ei~, ,̂I.-Cw--- wwm,.,:L .“...-.% in the event 
that Jerusalem is directly involved in the develo~ent project”. 

Furthermore, ft is‘,sJ.so ,cle.ar the the financial obligations of whatever 

nature assumed on behalf. of Palestine by the Mandatory Power dtilng the 

exerCiSe of the Mandate and recognized, by the St&e’ shall be a fjrst charge 

on the ,c~~~~oms and other revenues of the Joint Economic Doa.rd ‘(Part D 13 (‘ti) 

(fi), Page 12, and Pmt C, Chapter 3, 3 (a),, p&-e g), 

4. It is, therefore, evident that it was the’, intention of the Genera 
” Assel~blYfs -resolution to apply the fi&.nc~a~, provisions of p~a~;ral~~~ 3 of 

ChaPter 3 0% &a?% 1 C tb ‘the City of Jerusalem, m-js is also the ()dy 

rossible interpretation when comparing the tee ofLth& respective provisions 

with Pax% D dealing with the Economic U~;~OQ and. Transit. 


