
His Excellency Ban Ki Moon,
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Rwandan and Yugoslav mass murderers have been prosecuted in various jurisdictions
such as Germany, Switzerland, Belgium, The Netherlands and in Canada (to mention
but a few) easing the international community's resources burden and sending the
message that these countries will not provide safe haven for atrocity perpetrators;

Eradication of any form of impunity



In the meantime, France was harboring a large number of very famous genocidaires. Instead
of using Universal Jurisdiction to try these genocide fugitives, all of whom were subject of



heaven' to the perpetrator of the crime falling under the domain of universal jurisdiction, may
warrant criminal proceedings without violating the above-mentioned light to fair trial.

Another issue that attracts attention is whether some "connecting link" between the alleged
perpetrator and the state seeking to utilize such jurisdiction is required. Such a link is used to
justify the territorial principle of criminal jurisdiction: a state seeking to prosecute the accused
can do so only if there is a connection to the state. The link can be found either in the form of
passive or active personality principle. The former implies that the victim of the alleged crime
be of the nationality of the state wishing to exercise jurisdiction while the latter connotes that
perpetrator of the crime should be a national of the prosecuting state. Thus, such a link is
required for the exercise of jurisdiction based on the territorial principle. Another version of
jurisdiction is based on the protective principle, meaning jurisdiction for acts committed
abroad that could affect the security of the state. Once again, a state-perpetrator nexus is
alleged. But, universal jurisdiction, as the term itself suggests, is rather different from these
three types ofjurisdiction

It should be noted that exercising extraterritorial jurisdiction based on passive and active
personality principles must not be confused with universal jurisdiction. By its very nature the
universal jurisdiction is different from criminal territorial jurisdiction; and as such it does not
require any link to justify the exercise of this jurisdiction. The Princeton Principles on
universal jurisdiction, being "a progressive restatement of international law on the subject of
universal jurisdiction," in the subsection 3 of principle 1 stipulates that a state may seek the
extradition of the accused of theprogressive that



Forum states should only take cases where justice, as opposed to political leverage, IS

determined to be the sole reason for the process.

There should



As a conclusion, the Government of Rwanda is convinced that, for the effective exercise of
universal jurisdiction, the states need not only implementing legislation providing clear legal
basis in terms of definition, penalties to be imposed on the convictions and procedure but also
willingness to exercise such extraterritorial jurisdiction




