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Mr. Chairman, 

First of all, allow me to express, once again, our appreciation to the Chairman of 
the International Law Commission, Mr. Kirill Gevorgian for the presentation he 
has made on the second cluster of the work of the 66th session of the ILC. 

My comments will focus, in this second part, on the chapters VI, VIII and IX of 
the report of the Commission respectively entitled "The obligation to extradite 
or prosecute (aut dedere aut judicare)"; "Protection of the atmosphere" and 
"Immunity of State officialsfromforeign criminal jurisdiction". 

First: The obligation to extradite or prosecute (aut dedere aut judicare). 

Mr. Chairman, 

My delegation would like to commend the International Law Commission for the 
conclusion of its consideration of the topic "Obligation to extradite or prosecute 
(aut dedere autjudicare). 

We welcome the adoption of the final report of the Working Group on this item, 
(including the 2013 report) which we consider as an outcome of practical value to 
the international community that will certainly provide useful guidance for us, 
Member States. 

We notice with satisfaction that this final report had covered all the issues raised 
by the 6th Committee during the last session, particularly: Gaps in the existing 
conventional regime; the relationship between the obligation to extradite or 
prosecute and erga omnes obligations or jus-cogens norms; the customary 
international law status of the obligation to extradite or prosecute; and other 
matters of continued relevance in the 2009 General Framework. 

Lastly, my delegation would like to express its appreciation to the Chairman of 
the Working Group, Mr. Kriangsak Kittichaisaree, for the presentation of his 
report A/CN.4/L.844 and his tireless effort and valuable contribution in 
conducting the work regarding this subject. We extend our gratitude to the former 
Special Rapporteur on this topic, Mr. Zdzislaw Galicki. 





Third: Immunity of State officials from foreign criminal jurisdiction. 

My delegation would like to thank the Special Rapporteur, Ms. Concepcion 
Escobar Hernandez, for her third report A/CN.4/673 submitted at the 66th session 
of the International Law Commission. 

In this regard, it is important to recall that this report was the basis for the 
provisional adoption of the two draft articles we have before us today, namely 
draft article 2 subparagraph ( e) related to the general concept of "an official" and 
draft article 5 related to the subjective scope of immunity ratione materiae. 

Mr. Chairman, 

In general terms, my delegation is of the view that the immunity of State officials 
from criminal jurisdiction is a well-established norm in both international 
relations and international customary law. 

Deriving directly from the immunity of the State, which is granted under 
customary international law, the immunity of State officials form criminal 
jurisdiction is meant to bar the exercise of domestic and foreign jurisdictions, 
alike, on this category of officials. 

This link between the immunity of State and the immunity of its officials was, 
indirectly, stated in the Judgment of the International Court of Justice on 
February 3 rd 2012, which concludes that " under customary international law as 
it presently stands, a State is not deprived of immunity by reason of the fact that 
it is accused of serious violations of international human rights law or the 
international law of armed conflict" and even though the Court has clearly 
pointed out in this paragraph that " it is addressing only the immunity of the 
State itself from the jurisdiction of the courts 
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on the other element of immunity ratione materiae regime, namely the 
substantive and temporal scope of 


