NORDIC INTERVENTION (CLUSTER 1)

I have the honour to speak on behalf of Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Norway, and my own
country, Sweden.

The Nordic countries remain committed to an inclusive and constructive process and to
building on the progress achieved in the Sixth Committee last year.

At the outset, we wish to recall our previous interventions in the Sixth Committee as well as
our written submissions to the ILC and the Secretary-General. In the following, we would
like to highlight a few points regarding the preamble and Draft Article 1.

We continue to view the preamble as a balanced and useful conceptual framework. It
rightly underscores the gravity of crimes against humanity, the link between criminal justice
and international peace and security, the peremptory nature of the prohibition, and the
shared interest of the international community in preventing and punishing these crimes.

We also reiterate our support for using the Rome Statute definition as the material
basis for defining crimes against humanity, as reflected in the preamble. While we note
concerns raised by some delegations, we consider this definition the most recent codified and
broadly supported formulation, used widely in national legislation, including by States not
party to the Rome Statute. Accepting this definition does not, per se, imply accepting ICC
jurisdiction. A future convention would regulate horizontal relations between States, while
the Rome Statute addresses the vertical relations between the Court and the States Parties.

The preamble also correctly highlights that effective prosecution requires effective
national measures and strengthened international cooperation, including extradition
and mutual legal assistance. A convention based on the draft articles would be an essential
step in this regard.

Finally, on draft article 1, we support its contribution to legal clarity. It clearly sets out
the two mutually reinforcing objectives of the draft articles: prevention and punishment. As
noted in the ILC commentaries, States would of course remain bound by their obligations
under other applicable rules of international law.

We consider the preamble and draft article 1 a solid basis for negotiations, and we look
forward to engaging further in this working group.

Thank you.



