ronal,
A tragitional h

‘7

s governed mainly on the basis of the State practice an

N < ASYLUM

Definition : | ety e “'f
The word asylum is Latin and derives from_the Gresk word Ayl :
The term is refested to those cases where ™ :

e

. the endification ©

'asylum:is a sovereign ri

- CHAPTER 20

territorial State declines to surren

provides shelter and protection 'in its own territory. Thus asylum NVolyey

two elements. Firstly, shelter, which i1s more than a temporary refuge ; any
tive protection on the part of the authoritieg _-:;

secondly. a degree of ac
control of the territory of asylum.'! These two ele sh asylym |
ally, the concept of asylum is v -‘

from that of immigration. Historic ] d
and is opposite to the potion of extradition. “/here thy
ospitality is not offered to an alien, the act is knviv'a 28 extrg

which means invoilable
der a person to the requesting State, apy

tradition. ’ | .
Law on Asylum : - et 5 ' L
~ Asylum is being practised by the States since a long time either
because it is referred to in some extradition treaties or in municipal laws,
Sometimes, it is alsc granted without any formal legal basis. However, the 4
concept of asylum has still net acquired the necessary clarity. Practice of |

at type of custom which International

States is insufficient to constitute it th
the practice as a customary International Law. This

Law requires to call _
reason alone led to the International Law Commission to include the topic
ovisional list for codification. The Assembly In 1959

of asylum in its pr ; |
ion ‘as socn as it considers advisable; to undertake

requested the Commiss
f the principles and rules of International Law relating to

962, the Commission decided to include
but without setting any ‘date for the
the topic at present
d judicial decisions..

e

the right of asylum’. According in 1

the topic of asylum in its programine,
start of its consideration.® In the absence of any law,

Bacis of Asylum : . & B i
A State has a right to grant asylum to a person on the principle that
the individuals found on its terﬂ'%g;:g

it has a soverefgn right to.control over
been conferred to a State of -

i of territorial asylum has

Thus, the right G
basis of Its sovereignty over the territory. This right is exclusive in the seree
1€ er the.

that other States are e: d t erc | ‘ , the
teriilory. The Draft Ccnvention on Territorial Asylum adopted DY '
¢ 1 that the %ﬁ‘l A

Cieneral Assembly in 1974 has recognized under Articl

ght of a State. The territorial jurisdiction® _
vessels, and al

extends, by application, to the embassies, iegations, clli _
The extra-territorial application of sovereignty implies the same C.X“
control as does the principle of territoriality. However. the source 2;\1
control of a State over its territory and at the places beyond It8 t g -
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exi -territorial) differs. While (j o
(i jeipal 1aw the extra-territorig) as;l:;]”:mrlal asylum finds y
ational Law S said to h = in
ernation ave Its legal basis
> Asis iy

sdlcﬂona] right by concluding ue;)t;::s re%ﬂCtions On their territoriy
. us, ‘

s for extradition of a fugitive criminal. there alf a State concludes

f t
a4 d rise
| U5 part to surrender them. In such cass, S a legal obly
es, the sovereign right tog;lrtlont

on ;
jum to such’ persons cannot be exerpised. S
: « Similarly, «
ymposed by the States on thelr soverelgn right to ranit sl el
( other inhuman an einous crimes. However, thc-sclf-imsy uen(; llrilrr:lcts %cm
| pos; ation

s a discretionary privilege of a Statey 1

| Reasons for Asylum : L/ ﬂé !’“/\

" A State grants asylum to a person because of '
- = o se of many reasons, Firs

1 is granted to save a person from the jurisdiction of 14 tota] agtharpes
(s feared that he woUld Tiof get fair tral. if extradited. because of the

diferences in views as to his Ppolitical or religious_activities. -Secondly, a

person_may _be granted asylum _on_extra-legal grounds.or, Ay on
| humanitarian ?{ Qynds..The International Court of Just@éﬁiﬁi}%ﬁé{?@hel
“case,” sate at ‘asylum may be granted on hurnanitarian grounds in order
o protect palitical offendess against ihe violent and disorderly action of
fin&ponsible»mm%@? The Court stated that “asylum
protects the polidcal olfender against any measures of a manifestly
- extra-legal character which a government might take or attempt to take
| against its political opponen‘ts." Thirdly, national security also plays on

important Tole I granang asylum. The offender who may be a rebel today
- may become the ruler in future date. In that casc. the relationship would

be straineous 1 hie is exaadited.

] vAl'lhough 2 State may grant as lum after takjng iigto gt)n‘.sicjg_r_g.tion of
any of the above fac OWLQ&&J&@LL doing so.
lts Implications on the existing relationship with thc‘iﬁ,tax:;}:1 -orl wl;gsc{pc;s(;)l;
 3sylu gran jed because it normaily ects the ine

Wil fed da. wep sty vision in the Declaration on

rela - : clear pro
tions of two’States despite 2 P Y1l not be consl dered as_an

' Te asylum sh ,
| ‘tmitorial Asylum  that grant of lu other Tibetans by__l_g_@ll_i{
——T="an example.

Uiriendly act. As anted 10 And other |
ylum granted 1o d other Tibelars
Sae T ied relationship ! hip with [ndia a° China is an exaniPe:

more straine 7,./2 M

e e e A e et g s i 5

h Asylym a Right of a Person Y i

U It is said that a person has 2 right to get 8% - ———qrw -~ that
o ara miman Rights uncer ; asylum {rom
: 1 for

v.wcl\rnas—a—ﬂghfm ///
, . the concern

.Dequ ressed as a responsc to fhe General
ol PR a3 £ oftd War 1L Funhﬁ{;u in 1967

o) rr_———-éf—a'[/m
; A\;‘Eees and stateless persons ermii:mus yadopted A T8 o e shall
o ~—UT ons un 4 which states that ‘no-one 5%
- rial Asylum® W trontler, expulsioy
; ersecy

g

:fz’hpulso,y return to any State where he m\?;dcr cense,
u, the principle of non-rcroulmcpt;rii’;é‘ s
*ng_agmieston st the oreer T

- a - A
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230 INTERNATIONAL LAEE |
as a right to get asylum in any State. But yy |,
to be noted that both the documents have beenthadoli“t:sc bgoul)ccga(l}cpcm
Assembly by way of declarations, and as such eythc hevE BEom Oree,
States arg under, in no way. legally bound to accep é Article 1}; Slons,
Morcover; .Universal Declaration of Human Rights un ez an ‘seek aggowd%.
for a rght to ‘seck and enjoy’ asylum. - pcrsonlf asylum is r s
asylum only when it is granted by a State. Further, i ); States "E"“’dcd
as to that of a right of a person. It would mean ha ave &

But, it Is not true. States have no such,

t lum.
corresponding duty to grant asy It exercises complete discretion in  thiy

m to a person.
duty to grant asyluccrtam Eommltmcnts made by way of conclusion of

regard subject to
ant the right of asylum to persons pcrsecuted for political reasons, but |t

h a right has become a ‘general principle of law
cannot yet be sald that such a rg prige's e part  ilemsitnd

reco%nlzed by civilize .

Law. _ | :

It may be noted that the right to grant asylum vests in the State. It{s

" exercised on the basis of the principle of territorial sovereignty. Although |
the Draft Convention on Territorial Asylum provides that the parties to the
Convention shall use their ‘best endeavours’ in a ‘humanitarian spirit’ to
ligible under the Draft

grant asylum in their territory to a person €
Convention, it cannot be interpreted as that States have under any legal

obligations to grant asylum to them. o %
4

Forms of Asylum : .
. "r
— A State may_ t _asylum to a person in two ways.. They are :

\érritordal asylum and extra-territorial asylum.

.ﬂﬂ—'lfj:rritorial Asylum :
When asylum is granted by a State on its territory, it Is called

territorial : @lﬂiﬁf'f;lli?_t!glﬁ:tigr@.twgylum"b'y"é'Sfafe to a person on iis
own territory flows from the fact that every State exercises territorid
sovereignty 0 tory, whether they are its subjects

e e

°f'a]éﬁ§4:ﬁ_5_@_1c_haa;ﬁ.ﬂgi;MQr_ el any person found In its
terfitory._The grant of terrtodal asylum at}%r?deéf)‘éﬁﬂﬁ'p’oﬁ the

jmpression that a person h

discretion of a State. States are not 1 to grant
s 8 ac ) under a legal obligation to grant asylum
The lack of generally accepted rules regarding the grant of territorial |
_ asylum led the General Assembly to callgupong't.hc lntcrtn:tlonal Law |
Commission In 1959 to undertake the codification of the principles and |
n;éa of International Law relating to the right of asylum. Pending the
fvhl::ftl]catu orlx(.nt.he Assembly adopted a resolution on December 14, 1967,
hich is known as the Declaration on Territorial Asylum through Ui
z:;:luuu gf a? resolution. The Declaration consists of a Preamble ¥
l es, dealing with the principles relating to the grant or refusal &
~asylum and with the interest of the international community in the questior
gf asylum. Article 1 of the Declaration provided that asylum granwd by &
tate is to be respected by all other States. It also stated. that the rght
seck and enjoy asylum may not be Invoked by any person with respect

1. For instance, See the Preamble to the French Constitution of 1948 : y

10 of the Itallan Consttution of 1947 : 0
Federal Republic of 1949, . Article 16 of the Constitutio
~ Nemsnhism. ‘International Law’, Vol. I. Ninth Edition (1992) p. 902.
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: i 2
~ whom there are neriouy rensonsy

{()r (&} » .
‘f’”l )".“ ) v )llﬁ'fll.ﬁllﬂ l.ha” h'j % o
,r":;’:; lﬂl‘f:t lhc’ M;ﬁ'm'l‘m“:'“r crimes or crimes agalnst hu':::‘n,m((;
. gin the | 8O0S seeking or enjoying
! neern to the «mcmulmnn) comm e Joying asylum g of
. 0 red by the Declaration shall b Unity, Article 3 provided ha :

t no pe
€ subjecte " person
: c‘ the fronter, expulsion or com Jected to measures such a5 rejection
. be

subjected to pernecution 'X(‘?):;:t‘l‘:;g :G:tltl,rn to any State, where |ye might
’ ’ ( . - .

| (or overniding reasons of nation g princlple may be made only

glation, as In the case of ma

&1‘: ?]l:r:ur!'t_y or in order to safeguard the
w9 Inllux of persons, Article 4 provided
b o e e ‘, :
- Stales granting asylum shall not permij persons, who have rcc‘;vm e lh'n
(0 engage in activitles contr ed asylum
- Natlons.

ary to the purposes and principles of the United
_‘ praft Convention on Territorial Asylum,—
. although. laid down the standard which a Styatc ls r&ﬁir;’ix’t‘f forlJl:)ov:/AS:;)nrcl's
L e, In no way, legally binding on the States, In order to give legal basis foi
: gr;mung asylum, efforts were made to formulate a Convention on thextopic
The praft Convention on Territorfal Asylum was adopted by the Cenerai
-~ Assembly on December 10, 1974 but ft again did not improve the position.'
. article 10 of the Draft Convention recognized that the grant of asylum is a
. goverelgn right of State, but State parties shall use their ‘best endeavours’
. in a ‘humanitarian spirit’ to grant asylum in their territory. The General
Assembly on December 9, 1975 adopted a resolution? for the elaboration of
. a Draft Convention on Territorial Asylum wherein the Secretary-General was
 requested to convene a conference of Plenipotentiaries on territorial asylum
to consider and adopt a Convention on Territorial Asylum. Accordingly. a.
' Conference was held in Geneva® from January 10, 1977 to February 4,
= 1977, but the representatives from the different countries could not succeed
In reaching a consensus on the subject. Thus, no convention has been
formulated on the topic of territorial asylum. G’jﬂ%} e j; ﬂWf 075{((&5 4@+
A2) Extra-Territorial Asylum : 1/""7‘1}( b ITJ;%"%%%L (?&{:
| When asylum is granted by a State at pldces outsice its own territory, gy
it is_called “extra-territorial asylum. McNair says that the term
‘exfra-territorial asylum” [s usually descri d lo those cascs in which a. St.ate
declifies 16 surrender a person demandgd whg is not upon its own physical
| terrifory but is upon one of its_ public 4hips lying in fo.rr:)gn tcmton‘ai_\_gaterf
. Or upGrT 1T diplomatic (or rarely copular) premises within foreign territory.

 Thus:-asyluri given at Jegations. consular premises, and warships. are
(dnstances of cxt%a-tcrﬁtodﬁ%’a'a'sﬂum. They have been dealt separately.

‘A ”Asylum in Legation : | %
. When asylum 15 granted by a State within its embassy prlemxsgz
Slluated ]ﬁ“raréfgf,'”gﬁjﬁmggq('fs“k’n'own as asylum in legation or dip otr)r;z;s
] . Dlpldfﬁéﬁ"é“:ié_;y]um’ js based on the consideration that embassy

: al State,
Premis “ratde-the jurisdiction of the territori
'vafl‘r‘fh%%sé‘wrmvd:cdmtrgwm o #ad of the mission may ﬂsnt ,‘1’?35';‘;?2 Lc;
i Rerson - the-premises Diplomatic_asylum 15 fiol a gener asp lum In its
"-lmﬁﬁm?ﬁﬁn“mw' d as such a State is not bound to gg’c : zl’ granting
ftmba%’m“‘or.@.,_' e ﬁghuysmtcd that the procedur ding, b
iploma, . OPpentieim has” stances is pf long-standing.

Matle asylum {n exceptional circum

Minitted a

of per . Article 2

, 10, 1974.
. ) Genera) Aszembly Resolution 3272 (XXIX). D ember 9. 1975,
‘ g Oenera) Assembly Resolution 3456 DO ,?,m ) p. 172,
' Ua". ,Mo“u‘ Chmmclc March 1977, p- : BYIL. Vol. 28 “951 P

4, M’mm’."tx?mmum .n;‘ ExuadltJonal Asylum.
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f ‘ l l lt(:rndu’r
5 -4 e )“rt ()f z_rlcr] I - "

e O irther ot !
Law.'! In the Asylum case? ‘The Courl fu wo mmuch uncertainty :m‘;

States In this "gp';"(] |4 laden .wl(t’)l-(.’«"."'-‘:r,‘-p;ul(:y in the CXcrd%
; «o much Muctuation an ' . ed on varlous occay
contradiction, s0 muc o] views eXpresses |
Ncla the rapld successigy & |

. « of
diplomatic asylum and In the o iy in
p y lﬂCO"Jl stency and chCCth by O[hcta.
ang
t

there hirs been so much  atates
by some St
mm:lcl:’c}:ylnﬂucnccd by CO"S’dcmg:ons o:’ Politiey
m(v:-;c-; that it 1s not poauﬂ’):;f t(é Mdctronthr; anal]gh" :
AHCS, as l“v’, w 1 r - ::
! g H fed

¢ qu ff' . Ver, l
rule of un e d ification of the olience OWeEver
ot Lilllm}::( sy ¥ ation prcmlscs in the following ft!
may be grante o Inc agyly

jividuals In leg e b 4

or'\ryvmc.'wurc. to individuals physlc;dll); llr‘: rr(:ﬂgcr from &

Firstly. }u’ nl, :E:]I;ca.r of the government. It implics th:;n?égas i Ziven ol
;ngzrg;n r:,hosc life has become unslccurf}(]l(.: E:jll:::njctr:f 5{ i c:dats.'gcnpom'y r‘,;;
- y n ‘:mh <
measure, Lc., asylum continues 80 1088 1 500 i ding local custom in this
and

is
granted by thosc States where there :
‘r‘cg’?u':l ‘ and th):rdly. when there is a treaty between the tcrﬂténal 'Slatc

ed

he State which Is represented by the legation concerncd.

t Thus, a State is not under an obligation to grant atshylum go a person
in its legation. In the absence of a treaty or custom, i t; em assx Musg
surrender the person to the prosecuting government at request.” If the
surrender is refused, certain measures may be taken to induce it to do gf ,'
Such measures include the surrounding of the embassy by the soldierg?
Criminals may even focribly be taken out of the embassy. But thess
measures may be justifiable only if the case is an urgent one, and after the
envoy has In vain been requésted to surrender the criminal.® However, the
grant of temporary asylum. ‘dgainst the violent and disorderly action of
irresponsible sections of the population’ is a legal right which, on grounds
of humanity,” may be exercised Irrespective of treaties. In such cases, the
?utl;lomg:is]of t{:c tc‘rrlltoﬂal Sta:j: archb]ound to grant protection to the
oreign diplomatic missions granting shelter to a person. O
ghtly stated that with the possible exception gfe the mo’g: ling
considerations of humanity, there is no right to refuse to surrender to the

;. ‘Oppenheim, op. cit.,, p. 1082. 3
. ICJ Reports (1950) p. 274 Facts of the case Haya de I
‘ . are : Vi :

'r!‘cot:ﬁ’o: APcruvian national, was accused of having cltg;ufgz:t\:i H: , r

« A warrant was issued for his arrest on a cri . et

tl%"t;)c Columbian Embassy where he was granted :syﬁrr‘nal t;:yhaéolmnﬂt:i;l

h sar:ncolrllz Pt:nldvzlnl Embassey In Lima. Columbia

uct to allow Haya de la Torre sut of

t broug)

;l;lsmc:ses t;:“galnst Peru, asking the Court to rulchcmcg:naua,u-y. Ct?:::n bll ombi

¢ granlng asylum, |s competent lo'quajlfy the oﬂa;cc ;-;'

purpose of the sald asyly
treaty provisions and ch"::c& “Bued for such a ruling on the basis of

conventions on asylurh,
the practice has been

expediency In the various it ’
ﬂ’l?))/cconsmm and uniform usage, accepte

3. Ibd, p, 217. International Law in general,
. ; Starke, op. cit., p, 327
. Oppenheim, op, -
6. Ibid, °p- clt.. p. 1083,
7.  Ibid.
| g. Ibid., p. 1084,

See Asylum cage s s

+ Op. cit, Al by
[nstitute of Internayy P 167, sce resolut 950 % 4
that ‘asylum may b(:‘mgl,'l law at Bath, Article 3(2)-o?nth‘::d°pResomluiﬂwn l lays
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.+ orial state persons who have b

tefnto « However. the iti ¢cn granted a
remisﬁ. . position is different where

gnd ‘h:e \c!i’%?ﬁlbe); tgrs;’iltt?:a]hgéafeto respect it, are l:;p,r-::gh.t to grant asylum,
w5 4 not by the territorial sed by some impartial agenc grotnc. is 9
et 2 tate unilaterally. It s desirable i the tssuc
. e issue

sylum within diplomatic

u
ther” cefully th

dcdded peacelully rough the diplomati
. peen 8 ed in the diplomatic mission, the Hia%ha?nd' Once asylum has
| to ynform™ the territorial State of this fact of the Mission is required

f as .

ed en 1r:t1::§n300n£u$v:nml§ignal;logegu;q&esuqr‘ t‘;’hiCh could not be
s€ . . e practice of S .

\ political considerations, very often play a donﬁnat%?:tgesr:,sfen?;

i unlfor : l m .
R . ra.ﬂﬁng asylum. Or surrendering the refugees. In order to clarify th
5 the General Assembly of the United Nations adopted a resolfL)xltlong

- jesu€ MU v
: ted Member Stat ;
wherein it inVvi - ates to communicate their views to the .
chttary-G_enerrzzl Ont .dl.plomat_lc asylum. The latter was requested to
srculate 2 repo Cg“ alrr:lng an analysis of the subject. The Report prepared
| py the gecretary-General, was, of course, a reliable study and a step.’
| ords the development of the law in this field. '

on Diplomatic Asylum :

| made its position clear regarding the diplomatic asylum by
¢jssuing & circular to all foreign diplomatic missions in India on December
130, 1967 wherein it was stated that the Government of India does not
recognize the right of such missions to give asylum to any person Or
thin their premises. In the statement. missions were requested

helter, or refuge

. persons wi
that if they receive a request for asylum or temporary S
e above view was further clarified

- such request.should not be granted. Th
ad on November 3. 1975 in the

. by the Indian delegate Dr. Seyid Muhamm
m concerning Diplomatic Asylum.® He stated that

Sixth Committee 0N the ite

. the diplomatic asylum involves 2 derogation
territorial State and an jntervention in matters which are exclu

' the competence of that State. He further stated that ‘diplomatic missions

ctional reasons as IS clearly

. are accorded privileges and immunities for fun
brought out in the Vienna Convention.on Diplomatic Relations. This .

Convention spells out clearly
unilateral expansion of these functions by 2 diplomatic mis
 considered as an encroachment 00 its authority by a territorial State. State
- practice, however, permits 2 diplomatic mission to gl
temporary refuge to a person
cessation of such danger. The practice -
'{‘ﬁs?ﬂt‘;g on grounds of hum consid?raﬂ:r?&
at this practi in any wa involve
::;Ccmedpfromcfhg msrg::don of the ( al State. In fact, it helps the
. tMitorial S asm fugee is return
tate tnasmuch as the refug 419 fat the Indian view

of the immy .
‘ nent dan to his life’. It is :
| c(;%““S with the m%:; o? International w regarding diplomatic asylum-
) Asylum in Consulates : e L

Rules regarding asylum in consulates are similar to

ii, lcgathn\'p‘i-mm________v/“’
: ~_0 premises.

the

that of asylum in

D e —

1

1. ;
Onnanbiss. A it D, . 1085 nax

-on Al
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234 : INTERNATIONAL LAW ﬁGk A Pk, H‘? vr, L’o /(a
‘0\1} ./ At Vd(l’)h G'((‘
ates. /[while in the Ports 5

Asylum in Warships °
(c‘):” Mc‘yn”o{ ey ane publlq_yggggls Mk 2 o e jurisdiction of t}(:' i
internal waters of another State, are ;;ccn;l; = Hsdiction of the (¢
latter for, certain purposes. ¢y remain under L€ S t v Taws of gl
Siate. However, such vessels arg DOUIC |

rt. As fTar as asylum In _gg%S_l::x

unds of” humah’lly.nftfj a%l:?gsmo

. d ,
the case of legation anc s
co‘n'd?“so':s. § __{ ,_ﬁcﬂgé%zmﬁg{ exonerate (he

— ‘lor‘al ta €, but neiL Lo deusfiiurns —~— g 6 ":
E?gﬁ:?tr]rie“dﬁmo deliver upwt:!luewgff nder: >~ S\\QQJ . N P

/ Merchant Vessels @ - | | 3
t& ) ‘:fyl::r:t i:/lesse:ls are not t ffOtTL_ﬂ}g.,lQS.?!lJ,l.!.liisdxction, and
= *@ﬁiﬁﬁgﬂdﬂ,ylhusriﬂ-ampgrson after

e, asylum "cannowt‘_bf(_gfanf@_ E
%ﬁﬁ){&fﬁ‘éﬂ‘ﬁ on shore seeks asylum on board a foreign merchang
SR yneve] 'by the local police, either before the ship leaveg -

rt of the same State. There j5

ship he may-be arrested
" he port n it comes into another po ‘
the port or whe hant vessels.? However

erefore, a rule that asylum is not granted on merc _ 4
' éhtggorma "Em%ﬂﬂmﬂ...c.gncludi,.a-,_txe@tx,,,,t_Q,.A.t!.!.,isceffect. “or
instance. Central American Republics have contracted to bind themselves tg
fespect the inviolability of the right of asylum aboard the merchant vessels
' of whatsoever nationality anchored in their waters.” But it is binding only
pon the signatories of the treaty. ' | A

u

W/\]ﬁylum in the Premises of International Institutions : ,
Whether a person taking refuge in the premises of an international
_question which

institution or organization would be granted asylum is a q
canniot be giveil with certainty in the absence of any rule in_this regard and

also because of the lack of practice. However, a right to grant temporary
J\/'rg'-_tgc_ln an extreme case of danger from mob cannot be ruled out®
AS ' :

YLUM AND EXTRADITICN : |

The concept of asylum is very old and is traditional 8

' ' in the sense that:

carller States used to provide shelter to an alien who was found In 15
txea i t(i);%ale since the last quarter of the eighteenth century the above:
accused of Zi'ségr:vlga?j }mdergonc a change for those persons who weré;
State to which the be]or a crime. Such persons were surrendered to the:
tradition was not fl)l' ong. Thus, in those cases where long-standing:
extradition " and ; ;JWEd was called ex-tradition. Thus, the institutions 0
s@ﬂmﬂym are_contrary fo each other. If a_person 13
extradition. And if he {s uesting State, that is called:
b ‘ "‘““"“‘""'*“*M..U_@D_dered . n
‘2sylum is normally 'ern asylum. Tt implics &
military offen Itcal offériders as well as Lo,zengmu&"ﬁf
. r. f International Law 22

ged to have commi, Where a person has been convim crimé :’"

SO L B e 0

3 na mmitted a crj
state”that asylum stops where mme. gfufn%g;glst‘ﬂ“ Jed St

1. Starke, op. dt. k

% : * p' 203 . ..
2. OConnell, International : :
?'. S'.I.l_- “.k_,av._ ;-'O_P-” cit., 328. Law’ Vol. I, p. 814, - ,=

—
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4i Lama and rives

rritortal asylum to Dal
licles of China.

nd that india by

rnal affairs, India was competent
unvereignty. The grant
riendly act by

{um and lndla b
a in the year 1955 gave te
were oppressed  from  the repressive po

Indi
hina on the grou

i followers who
- h their asylum was criticized by C

Althoug
lum has interfered in its Inte

ranﬂng asy
b to do so because of the principle of territorial
as an un

" enoug
of tcrritox;al (::sylum should not be considered
ja does nat recognize .the grant of cxtra~tcrﬂtor1al asylum. it is
missions in India on
gate Dr.

china. In

clear from t
,Dcc'cmbcr 30, 1967 and also from the statemen
4 Muhammad on November 3, 1975 in the Sixth Committee on the item

- Seyl

conce'r‘nmg Diplomatic Asylum. However, it gave diplomatic asylum (o late
- King l‘ri‘t.)huvan of Nepal when he sought asylum at the height of the Rana
revolt against him. When the Soviet defector Aziz Ouloug-Zade took refiuge
an Embassy in India, it was granted to him temporarily. On

in the Americ
protest, he was surrendered to the Indian authorities.

he circular issued to all the diplomatic

t of Indian dele

S
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