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RECOGNITION OF STATES IN INTERNATIONAL LAW 

Lakshmi Sri Lekha Maddula1 

 

 

INTRODUCTION: 

 

A sovereign country emerges out of an existing state, an ancient country that has vanished but 

has been assigned a special appellation, or even the division of exiting states into different 

states. Whenever a sovereign state has special privileges, benefits, or duties, it would get 

official recognition, which is fundamental. Furthermore, several minimal conditions must be 

met until a territory may be designated a nation. That for a State to be considered a sovereign 

state, it must also acquire De Jure status, whenever a state has been constitutionally 

acknowledged. Political concerns have a significant role in the proceedings to give or deny 

accreditation. This should establish ties with certain other provinces to be recognized as a state. 

Recognizing a commune as a sovereign state means declaring that this just fits the international 

law's prerequisites for sovereignty. 2 

 

There is a dearth of such an international authority capable of determining and cogently 

declaring the establishment of intercontinental persona standards, Jurisdictions have assumed 

that role in existing capacities as international treaties bodies. Those Governments are 

enforcing international conventions by doing so.  

One such intent is to ensure this, despite said norms of international law mostly in case, nations 

may not assert and have the authority to represent purely those objectives of its national strategy 

and expediency when giving and withholding acknowledgement. Whereas identification is 

simply a proclamation of such an empirical reality, one such pronouncement, undertaken inside 

the unbiased performance of a contractual obligation, becomes formative of international 

entitlements connected therewith complete nationality seen between recognizing States as well 

as the growing community. Contrary to acknowledgement, these duties and privileges subsist 

mostly to the degree that they'd been openly acknowledged or lawfully proclaimed by 

prevailing standards of morality and justice, either through current members of international 

society or even by the society requesting validation. 

 

THE STATE’S ACCREDITATION: 

 

Recognition of a State is established within International Norms as follows: 

 

“A recognition or admission of a state as an international identity by an existing state of a 

global community. This proclamation was made to meet some key prerequisites of statehood 

as mandated under international law”.3 

 

This phrase "recognition" refers to the act of ratifying, confirming, or acknowledging that there 

is something undertaken either by an individual from one's title has the individual's 

authorization. 

 

Independent nations are indeed the primary addresses of international law. For even an 

institution to be termed a sovereign and to have privileges, responsibilities, and commitments 

under international law, the present incarnation must be cognizant of its capacity to become a 

 
1 The author is a student at Bennet University, Noida.  
2H. Lauterpacht, Recognition of States in International Law, 53 YALE L. J. 385 (1944). 
3 H. Lauterpacht, Recognition of States in International Law, 53 YALE L. J. 385 (1944). 
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state. Former states' comprehension is referred to as recognition.4 (This world is divided into 

198 nations. The United Nations has 193 member nations. Palestine and the Vatican 

Observatory Status are two nations. Almost all other nations identify three main nations: 

Kosovo, Taiwan, and Western Sahara). 

 

ESSENTIALS FOR THE STATE RECOGNITION: 

 

     Article 1 of the Montevideo Conference of 1933 characterizes that state like a personality 

and sets forth the screening indicators that such a unit must embody to be regarded as a 

STATE:5 

• Demographic population  

• Territory6 

• Government  

• Sovereignty 

• Stabilization/ Controlling effect ought to have a long-term effect.7 

If these conditions are fulfilled, then the State can be recognized.8 

 
MONTEVIDEO CONVENTION: 

 
       To ever be considered an international state, a State must have the following criteria:  

• Persistent Inhabitants; 

•  Significant Boundaries;  

• Governance;  

• and the Capability to establish interactions with several other States.9 

LEGALITY IN STATE’S RECOGNITION: 

Whenever a state gains acknowledgement, it obtains specific powers, duties, and entitlements, 

which include.10 

• Government gains its right to collaborate in diplomatic ties with many other states. 

• It gains an opportunity to engage in accords with some other countries. 

• That state has the protections and privileges of such an international state. 

• Sovereign inheritance is a possibility in the nation. 

• That capacity to sue and be sued originates well with the acknowledgement of the state. 

• Each state has the option of joining the United Nations organisation. 

 
4 [Zivotofsky] vs. [Kerry](08.06.2015 - USSC) : MANU/USSC/0050/2015. 
5 Montevideo Convention on the Rights and Duties of States 

(https://www.jus.uio.no/english/services/library/treaties/01/1-02/rights-duties-states.xml) (Last Visited date 

December 26, 2021). 
6 [United states Vs. Bank of New York and TRUST CO.] [20.05.1935 - 2nd Circuit],[MANU/FESC/0132/1935] 
7 [Sultan of Johore] vs. [Abubakar Tunku Aris Bendahar and Ors], [MANU/UKPC/0001/ 1952]. 
8 [Commissioner of Income Tax Andhra Pradesh] vs [H E H Mir Osman Ali Bahadur]- LNIND 1965 SC 267 1967 

2 An WR 121AIR 1966 SC 1260[1966] 1 MLJ 96[1966] 2 SCR 296LNIND 1965 SC 267. 
9  [Commissioner of Income Tax Andhra Pradesh] vs [H E H Mir Osman Ali Bahadur]- LNIND 1965 SC 267 

1967 2 An WR 121AIR 1966 SC 1260[1966] 1 MLJ 96[1966] 2 SCR 296LNIND 1965 SC 267. 
10 H. Lauterpacht, Recognition of States in International Law, 53 YALE L. J. 385 (1944). 
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RECOGNITION PROCEDURE: 

• States are often not institutions having international legal validity, and they're also the 

principal independent bodies, well with the full spectrum of duties and obligations. 

• This method of developing sovereign territories involves the amalgamation of reality 

and legality, as well as the formation of regarding particular circumstances as well as 

conformity to necessary laws. 

• States are not obligated to embrace new claims to status or do not have a clear 

responsibility to do otherwise. 

• Recognizance is mostly an issue of purpose. 

STATE FORMATION/ DISSOLUTION AND VALIDATION UNDER 

INTERNATIONAL LAW: 

Independent states are the most famed in the international realm. Governments have intrinsic 

roles and obligations by international treaties. All of those are complex to describe, but just a 

sovereign customarily can choose whatever governmental system, pass policies to promote its 

preferences, focus on providing services to its inhabitants, exercise statutory authority 

throughout its region, possess equivalent locus standi with several other states, and then use 

self-defence against military conflict. The above claims are accompanied by commitments 

including abstaining from meddling in the internally and externally internal affairs of other 

countries, upholding rights and liberties, resolving conflicts with those other states peacefully, 

and carrying out constraints placed by treaty obligations as well as other sources of 

international treaties. Nevertheless, determining whenever a unit will become a state might 

well be difficult. 

        FORMATION OF SOVEREIGN STATES: 

            The Montevideo Convention of 1933 lays forth the basic guidelines for establishing a            

nation. Prerequisites have such a significant population and a delimited region, however, border 

conflicts wouldn't exclude an organisation from just being classified as a state. An efficient 

system seems to be another aspect of statehood. The component is likewise not as solid as it 

appears. So although revolutionary conflicts persisted beyond territorial boundaries, both 

United Nations and several governments recognised these formations as states. Ultimately, a 

state should be capable of engaging in world diplomacy and global affairs. 

         DISSOLUTION OF STATES: 

Any unit might forfeit its sovereignty or statehood and the powers and responsibilities that 

come with that as well in either of the accompanying ways: 

• Merging between another state 

• Unwilling acquisition by another state 

• Integration into another state of one's own 

• Separation into several individual states. 

 

19



ISSN: 2583-0384                     LEGAL LOCK JOURNAL                         VOL.1 ISSUE 3  

RECOGNITION OF STATES: 

Recognition is indeed the procedure whereby a state recognises other entities like a state. This 

could take the form of an outright declaration or conduct that suggests a desire to recognise the 

unit as just a state. Every state will make one's own decisions concerning whether or not it 

should acknowledge, which will have substantial political repercussions. In addition, in 

addition to creating sovereignty and parliamentary immunity, recognition is usually a 

requirement. 

There are two conceptions of recognition under international norms.  

• According to the constitutive theory of recognition, an entity doesn't at all exist until it 

has been recognised.  

• Another declarative concept of recognition, on the other hand, contends that even a 

state does not emerge within the absence of recognition, and it is just an 

acknowledgement of a present condition. This declaration idea has grown to dominate. 

However, an entity's pretension to sovereignty is considerably stronger even though it has 

acquired acknowledgement from either a handful of states. This seems to be certainly relevant 

if there are concerns about its capacity to satisfy the Montevideo Convention's standards. 

CONSTRUCTIVE THEORY: 

Hegel and Oppenheim formulated this paradigm. Every State, by this notion, is regarded like a 

transnational persona. According to this viewpoint, once a state is recognised, it gains the 

stature of an internationally individual and thus becomes subject to international law. That's 

not to say that even a state doesn't always exist if it is admitted; rather, within that perspective, 

a state acquires inherent roles and obligations and then becomes a subject of international law 

after being acknowledged through other individual nations. 

One such approach doesn't at all imply that what a sovereign doesn't at all existence unless it 

has been proclaimed; rather, it emphasizes that even a state only gains distinctive 

responsibilities and privileges and has become a legal instrument once it is acknowledged 

through other sovereign nations.11 

DISADVANTAGES OF THE THEORY: 

• Recognition is socio-political and diplomatic in nature, however, it is not binding. 

According to this notion, all sovereign states are obligated to recognise a state. In 

practice, no state wants to undertake anything because it is obligated to do so. 

• There is no legal need that incumbent nations to recognise fledgling ones. 

• Only a few provinces can recognise a state, while others may reject it. As per this 

notion, all nations must recognise one other. 

 
11 [P.Mohammad Khan] vs [State of Andhra Pradesh, represented by secretary to government, home (Passports-

A) department, Hyderabad] LNIND 1997 AP 33 
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• Even though it lacks a narrow strip of land, populace, and governance, 80 countries 

recognise Palestine as a country. 

• The United Nations Organizations established Israel in 1947. Many nations noticed it 

over the next few hours. India, on the other hand, acknowledged it in 1992. 

• The idea falls short of explaining legal rights and the consequences of a recognised 

state. 

For instance, Taiwan is a democratic republic that borders Chinese territory. Merely a few 

nations recognise Taiwan, even though it has commercial connections with practically other 

countries. 

DECLARATIVE THEORY: 

• Hall Wagner and Fisher invented the term "Declarative Theory." 

• This has been created in the 20th century to remedy flaws in the constitutive theory. 

• Within International Law, a nascent nation has the power to safeguard its sovereignty 

and confidentiality before being recognised. 

• Article 3 of the Montevideo Conference in 1933 establishes this theory. 

• That theory's adherents regard the mechanism of an acknowledgement as only a formal 

acknowledgement of State sovereignty by all other Nations. 

• According to this idea, a proclamation is only a formality with no legal significance 

because the foundation of a State is merely an issue of factually. 

• Through virtue of its being, any new state automatically would become a part of the 

family of nations.  

• Recognition is just proof of this truth. According to this idea, recognition is 

unimportant. 

DISADVANTAGES OF THE THEORY: 

• This hypothesis has indeed been ridiculed. It is based on the rationale that this idea 

cannot be applied to legal recognition. 

 

• A State comes into being when all of its fundamental features are met. The 

declarative theory applies when a state exercises its international rights and duties. 

However, whenever the State obtains legal recognition, the constructive theory is 

relevant. 

     On the contrary, there can be another alternative for an explanation for this topic, as this 

topic is more of a political arena than the legal and here the quality of the topic can be 

considered into two dissenting ways. 
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FORMS OF RECOGNITION: 

De facto Recognition and De jure Recognition are all the two categories of recognition.12 

       DE FACTO RECOGNITION: 

       De facto recognition is the provisional provision, conditional to fulfilment of all of the 

qualities of statehood, of acknowledgement to a separate state that has obtained adequate 

acreage and authority across the same, however, the recognising nations believe it is not stable 

anymore. Suspension of de facto recognition is permitted within international law only when 

the recognised territory has failed to meet the pre-requisite criteria for statehood. In just such a 

circumstance, the recognising government may disengage from recognition by conveying a 

proclamation to the recognised state's representatives or by making a public announcement.13 

This is a temporary recognition, not a permanent one. That is, it could be removed at any 

moment by several other countries. This is the first stage in the process of becoming a 

recognised nation. Recognition is based solely on truth which is not legally binding. A nation 

may have multiple authorities. There is no movement of diplomatic officials. Political 

continuity may not occur. Simply gaining de facto recognition is insufficient to gain UN 

membership.14 

For example, Israel, Bangladesh, Taiwan, Sahrawi Arab Republic, etc. 

DE JURE RECOGNITION: 

     De jure Recognition refers to the act of granting recognition to a newly formed nation by an 

existing situation whenever the established state believes that the newly born state has gained 

all of the criteria of statehood with integrity and permanence. The revocation of de jure 

recognition is indeed not legal in whatsoever situation, according to rigorous norms of 

international law and also the virtue of various treaties in this regard. Only de jure recognitions 

may be revoked if a state later misses an essential element of statehood. 15In such a 

circumstance, the state suspending recognition must notify the relevant body and make an 

official declaration to that effect.16 

This is an everlasting accreditation that cannot be revoked or rescinded by other countries. It 

is exquisite and proper. The state would only have one legislature. There is an exchange of 

diplomatic officials. The transition between states is seamless. De jure acceptance by a majority 

of governments is required for UN membership.17 

 
12Hans Aufricht, Principles and Practices of Recognition by International Organizations, 43 AM. J. INT'l L. 679 

(1949). 
13 The Arantzanu Mendi (1939) 1 All ER 719. 
14 [Bank of Ethiopia] vs [National Bank of Egypt and Liguori], [1937] Ch 513, [1937] 3 All ER 8, 157 LT 428 
15 [Civil Air Transport Inc] vs. [Central Air Transport Corpn], [1953] AC 70, [1952] 2 All ER 733 
16 [Commissioner of Income Tax Bombay City] vs.[R Shroff Consultants P Ltd Lnind] 1999 BOM 388 (1963) 1 

S.C.R. (Supp.) 699: (1963) 1 S.C.J. 411: A.I.R. 1963 (S.C.) 1448. 
17 [Aksionairnoye Obschestvo Dlia Mechanicheskoyi Obrabotky Diereva AM Luther] vs. [James Sagor & Co] 

[1921] 1 KB 456. 
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         WITHDRAWL OF DE FACTO RECOGNITION: 

 Whenever a State has De Facto recognition but fails to secure or complete the required 

requirements, the identification could be rescinded under International Law. Recognizance can 

be revoked by statement or communication with the administration of the recognised State. 

This can also be removed publicly by publishing a Proclamation.18 

WITHDRAWL OF DE JURE RECOGNITION: 

Withdrawal of De Jure recognition is a contentious issue in international law. The withholding 

of such recognition might be an exception. This accreditation can be revoked if a state lacks 

the basic characteristics or due to other factors. 

FORMS WHEN A NEWLY FORMED STATE IS RECOGNISED: 

When a newly constituted state is recognised, this could make one amongst  declarations: 

• Expressed Recognition: The explicit form of acknowledgement occurs when an 

existing state officially admits a new state through an authorized proclamation or notice. 

Any explicit or official way of expressing acknowledgement, such as mailing or 

publicizing a proclamation or announcement to the opposing party, can be used. 

Whenever a state is acknowledged expressly, it is a de jure recognition unless such 

recognition nation expressly states differently in the proclamation. 

• Implied Recognition: An inferred recognition occurs when an established state admits 

a newly constituted state by any implicit act. Implied recognition can all be conferred 

in any way that a present state sees the newly established nation as an international 

entity. The honour that is suggested but not provided by any formal announcement or 

statement. The identification by implied ways varies depending on the situation. 

• Conditional Recognition: Conditional recognition refers to the recognition of a state 

that is subject to specific requirements for it to be recognised as a sovereign state. The 

constraints connected vary in each state, including freedom of conscience, the legal 

system, democratization, civil liberties, and so on. The recognition of any nation has 

already been related to the basic elements to be met for the existence of a national entity, 

but if another condition is added, it is called conditional recognition. 

• Premature Recognition: The boundary between legitimate recognition of a new state, 

specifically one that has created or is forming as a consequence of seceding, and 

involvement in the internal affairs of other states by way of Premature or Precipitate 

Recognition is sometimes complex and ambiguous. 

 

• Collective Recognition: Collective Acknowledgement refers to the recognition of an 

international decision, whether made by an international organisation or not, that 

indicates the relevance of the global community in its aggregate manifestation of 

command over affiliation. 

 
18 Hans Aufricht, Principles and Practices of Recognition by International Organizations, 43 AM. J. INT'l L. 679 

(1949). 
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NON-RECOGNITION AND QUALIFIED RECOGNITION 

Statehood is not dependent on recognition, although a state may have a responsibility to 

desist from recognising some other state or a change to a state. Such predicament generally 

occurs whenever the state or changed state resulted from unlawful military activities, 

breaches of individual rights, or other obvious transgressions of international conventions. 

On this subject, the United Nations Security Council frequently serves as a model for 

governments. 

In some situations, a state may refuse to recognise an organisation that fulfils the 

fundamental criterion for statehood unless it also meets certain extra conditions. States 

founded after the breakup of the Soviet Union, as particular, were not recognised by the 

European Community i.e., the forerunner to the European Union, until they pledged to 

nuclear non-proliferation, rights of minorities, and boundary respect. 

CONCLUSION: 

The recognition of the state is a necessary step for the state to exercise the protections and 

privileges accorded to independent communities within international law. Both De Facto 

and De Jure recognition bestow rights, advantages, and duties. Various constitutional 

scholars disagree on the Consecutive Theory and the Declaratory Theory of Recognition, 

but we can deduce that the theory following for recognition is somewhere in the middle. 

Recognition, whether de facto or de jure, confers rights, benefits, and duties. Whenever a 

state is acknowledged de facto, its rights, privileges, and duties are limited, however, when 

this is proclaimed de jure, it gains inalienable sovereignty, entitlements, and prerogatives. 

The recognition of the state has too many political ramifications on the international arena.  

Though recognition is legally seen as a political instrument, it has significant legal 

repercussions. Those incurred as a result frequently arise as a consequence of an 

individual's recognition or non-recognition, both within the wake of globalization and 

inside the provincial legislation of a given State. Whenever a state is recognised, it receives 

particular powers, duties, and immunity, including such. It gains the ability to engage in 

bilateral relations with many other nations. It gains the ability to engage in accords with 

several other countries. 

There are numerous instances where populous governments make it difficult to recognise 

a newly constituted state. This could be revoked if any State fails to meet the requirements 

for becoming a sovereign state. The distinction between de jure and de facto recognition 

might vary from situation to instance. De Jure recognition can be granted back to the State; 

De Facto recognition is not required, even if it is deemed the first step in achieving De Jure 

recognition. 
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