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'' The Organization and its Members, in pursuit of the Purposes stated in Article 1, shall act in 

accordance with the following Principles.

1. The Organization is based on the principle of the sovereign equality of all its 

Members.

2. All Members, in order to ensure to all of them the rights and benefits resulting from 

membership, shall fulfill in good faith the obligations assumed by them in accordance 

with the present Charter.

3. All Members shall settle their international disputes by peaceful means in such a 

manner that international peace and security, and justice, are not endangered.

4. All Members shall refrain in their international relations from the threat or use of 

force against the territorial integrity or political independence of any state, or in any 

other manner inconsistent with the Purposes of the United Nations.

5. All Members shall give the United Nations every assistance in any action it takes in 

accordance with the present Charter, and shall refrain from giving assistance to any 

state against which the United Nations is taking preventive or enforcement action.

6. The Organization shall ensure that states which are not Members of the United 

Nations act in accordance with these Principles so far as may be necessary for the 

maintenance of international peace and security.

7. Nothing contained in the present Charter shall authorize the United Nations to 

intervene in matters which are essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of any state 

or shall require the Members to submit such matters to settlement under the present 

Charter; but this principle shall not prejudice the application of enforcement measures 

under Chapter Vll.
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Associate professor

University of Pristina - Kosovska Mitrovica, Faculty od Law

SECESSION, DISSOLUTION, AND THE EUROPEAN UNION’S STANCE 

ON KOSOVO’S ATTEMPT TO SECEDE FROM SERBIA

Summary

There is a distinction between the right to self-determination and secession, 

as shown by definitions from legal theory. Secession is the creation of a new 

independent state by separating a part of territory and population from an existing 

state without its consent, whereas, in case of dissolution, there is consent given by

the central authorities. In a broader context, the reasons for secession are political, 

economic and religious in nature. It often happens that secession is supported by a 

foreign power. A synonym for secession is separation. The UN Charter does not 

recognize the right to secession, and secession is not even mentioned in it, as 

shown by the linguistic interpretation of the text of this multilateral agreement. 

The secession of Yugoslav republics, for which they were “rewarded” with 

membership in the United Nations, was nevertheless sui generis, and it was made 

possible by the specific international circumstances of that period, or the “twilight” 

of public international law (the domination of Western politics over law in the 

UN). Just ten years later, that sui generis scenario was not possible because UN 

membership of the so-called Kosovo was rejected, primarily owing to the Russian 

Federation. This legal fact cannot be changed even by the fact that the majority of 

EU member-states have recognized Kosovo. Despite the fact that the most 

influential states of the European Union claim that this international organization 

recognizes Kosovo, this is not true. In the context of international law, the 

European Union is a regional international organization. Its decisions do not bind 

the states that are not members of the European Union. For instance, EU decisions 

do not bind Russia and China, nor do they bind the Muslim states that do not 

recognize Kosovo. In addition, the so-called Kosovo has not been recognized by 

five EU member-states (Spain, Greece, Slovakia, Cyprus, and Romania), and this 

nullifies the legitimacy of Article 14 of the Brussels Agreement within the EU.

Keywords: secession, dissolution, UN, EU, Serbia, Kosovo and Metohija.
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