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Mr. Chairm a n,  
 

As it is the fi rst ti m e the Czech de l e ga t i on is ta ki ng the fl oor in thi s se ssi on, all ow me 
to congra t ul a te you and the Burea u on your el e ct i on. We bel ie ve that you wi l l provi de wi se 
and effe c ti ve le a de r shi p t o the Sixth Commi tt e e and we assure you of our ful l s upport and 
coope ra ti on.  

 
State me nt s of some State s at the hi gh -leve l me e ti ng on the rul e of la w on Septe mbe r 

24, 2012, as wel l as toda y’s di sc ussi on in the Sixth Commi t te e, are the proof that the issue o f 
uni ve rsa l juri sdic t i on re ma i ns rel e va nt for the UN membe rshi p. As we de c la re d in our two 
pre vi ous st a te m e nt s on thi s age nda ite m, we cont i nue to be li e ve that the sc ope and appl i ca t i on 
of the pri nci pl e of uni ve rsa l juri sdi c ti on is a legal que st i on, rat he r  tha n a pol it i ca l one. As suc h, 
w e propose d to re fe r thi s issue to the  Inte rna ti ona l Law Commi ssi on tha t coul d pre pa r e a 
study on thi s topi c. In thi s re spe c t, our posi t i on ha s not cha nge d. The legal com pl exi t y of thi s 
que st i on wa s re c e ntl y  de m onst rat e d by the ICJ in its Judgm e nt in the ca se “Quest i ons re l a t i ng 
to the obli ga ti on to prose c ut e or ext ra di t e” (Belgi um v. Senega l) of July 20, 2012.  

 
During the la st se ssi on of the GA, the Worki ng Group for thi s age nda ite m wa s 

est a bl i she d. Although the Worki ng Group ma na ge d to produce at the end - under the able 
Chairm a nshi p of Ambassa dor Uliba rri - an Informa l Paper, the di sc ussi on wi t hi n thi s body 
cl e a rl y de m onst r at e d the li mi t s of the Sixth Commi t te e. Speci fic al l y, the re wa s not enough 
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