





irrespective of the location of the alleged crime, the nationality of the
alleged perpetrator, the nationality of the victim or other links between the
crime and the prosecuting State. It is distinct from the jurisdiction of
international judicial mechanisms and distinct from other categories of
extra-territorial jurisdiction. On the other hand, there are significant
overlaps between universal jurisdiction and “extradite or prosecute”

regimes, which require careful scrutiny.

The United Kingdom continues to note the practical constraints on
delivering justice through universal jurisdiction. The primacy of the
territorial approach to jurisdiction reflects the reality that the authorities of
the State in whose territory an offence is committed are generally best
placed to prosecute that offence, not least because of the obvious

advantages in securing the evidence and witnesses necessary for a



approached collaboratively between States. The United Kingdom
considers that this is best done through treaties, with a focus on what
would make an effective contribution to efforts to address the crimes in

question.

The United Kingdom also considers that there would be merit in reaching
shared views in respect of the definitional issues. Consistent with this, the
United Kingdom stands ready to contribute to further discussions on this

important topic in the Sixth Committee.

Thank you, Chair.



