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Chair, 

Thank you, Chair, and let me congratulate you on assuming the office of Chair at this very 

important gathering and thank you for your availability to serve in this function.  

 

Chair,  

As we mark the 80th anniversary of the Nuremberg trials, we find ourselves in an era of increasing 

pressure on the international legal order. Advancing a Convention on Crimes against Humanity is 

therefore an important opportunity to advance international law, to show resilience and a 

reaffirmation of the foundations of our international legal system, and our collective ability to 

come together in multilateral settings to make important progress on international law. Our long-

standing commitment to the development of multilateral treaties that advance international law 

will guide us in our discussions.  
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A reinforced legal framework on crimes against humanity would provide significant 

improvements for states and for victims and would reflect an important addition to the existing 

framework under international law. Importantly, it would address the unfortunate but 

widespread false perception of a hierarchy among the most serious crimes under international 

law, even though genocide, crimes against humanity, war crimes, and the crime of aggression are 

treated at the same level as the most serious crimes under international law in the Rome Statute. 

This convention would therefore close a legal gap as – contrary to other serious crimes – no 

convention exists on States’ responsibility for crimes against humanity. It would also complement 

the International Criminal Court by emphasising States’ national obligations to prevent and 

punish crimes against humanity and would play an important role in strengthening international 

cooperation among States in the area of mutual legal assistance. This convention is therefore an 

important legal and political investment that will help advance the responsibility of States and 

reaffirm our commitment to international criminal law. 

 

Chair,  

Coherence with existing international treaties and international criminal law is indispensable to 

ensure predictability and complementarity. We view the International Law Commission’s draft 

articles as a very good basis to reach this common goal, while we will remain open to examining 

proposals that could help us further advance international criminal law. The definition of crimes 

against humanity contained in article 2 of the draft articles reflects the provision of the Rome 

Statute, which has been widely ratified, transposed into national legislation, and implemented by 

international and national courts. This definition has therefore stood the test of time, and it also 

provides the necessary flexibility to include other severe acts that require recognition and 

prosecution, even if they are not specifically reflected in the definition. At the same time, 

international criminal law is not static, and there have been very important developments in this 

area since the adoption of the Rome Statute in 1998. We look forward to a deep exchange on 

ideas that people have put forward with respect to the definition.  
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The role of the International Court of Justice as the mechanism for dispute settlement between 

States is, in our view, essential. The role should be compulsory and not subject to an opt-out 

clause or to reservations. The continued and growing relevance of the ICJ is evident, as reflected 

by its growing workload, and the Court is best placed to play this role with respect to settlement 

of possible disputes among States as it is mandated to do under many other treaties. 

 

Consistency with international law on immunity of State officials is also crucial, based on the 

precedents beginning with the Nuremberg and the Tokyo Charters, and we support the ILC’s draft 

article 6 in this respect. 

 

In conclusion, let me emphasize that the meaningful participation of civil society will be essential 

to ensure diversity of views, but also expertise, in these important discussions, as in many others 

before. We therefore support provisions for the full inclusion and participation of civil society 

organizations in these important negotiations.  

 

I thank you. 

 


