
Nordic Statement on Crimes Against Humanity, Cluster IV 

International Measures, Articles 13,14 and 15 (and annex) 

Mme/Mr Chair, 

I have the honour to speak today on behalf of the five Nordic countries: Norway, Finland, Iceland, 
Sweden – and my own country, Denmark. 

The Nordic countries reiterate once again that clear provisions on inter-state cooperation are key to 
reach the overall goals of prevention and punishment of crimes against humanity. In our view, draft 
articles 13 and 14, read together with the annex, would constitute a strong addition to international 
law and contribute to the joint fight against impunity.  

The articles in question are succinct and strike the right balance in terms of being effective and 
broadly acceptable to States. It is an important point that the text of the articles builds on widely 
adhered to treaty provisions that have been previously accepted by States and is not dependent on 
adherence to any other treaty. We consider this to be one of the strengths of the articles.  

In this regard, the Nordic countries welcome that the Ljubljana-The Hague Convention on 
International Cooperation in the Investigation and Prosecution of the Crime of Genocide, Crimes 
Against Humanity, War Crimes and other International Crimes was signed by 40 states. In August 
2025, Latvia became the first country to ratify this convention. In our view, the draft articles and the 
Ljubljana-The Hague convention complement and reinforce each other in the fight against impunity. 
Regarding more specific details of articles 13 and 14 and the annex we refer to the comments we 
made at earlier sessions and in writing. 

With regard to Article 15, we view this Article of significant relevance, as currently no obligation on 
settlement of disputes relating to crimes against humanity exists among States. The article strikes a 
careful balance and therefore should serve as a good foundation for negotiations towards a future 
convention with universal membership. At that time, we would welcome further discussions on the 
precise wording and scope of draft article 15. For example, the current text only speaks of the 
“interpretation or application of the present draft articles” but not of their fulfilment. Conversely, the 
dispute settlement clause in the UN Genocide Convention does include the term “fulfilment”.  

Chair, 

In previous discussions on the draft articles, some delegations suggested under this cluster that a 
treaty body should be established to assist States and monitor the implementation of their 
obligations under a future convention on crimes against humanity. We recognise the important role 
that treaty bodies play under various human rights treaties and look forward to discussions on this 
significant topic. We note a number of important questions will have to be considered carefully in this 
context, including the precise mandate of such treaty body, its relation to other treaty bodies and 
how to avoid duplication of work as well as the financing of such treaty body. 

In closing, a well-defined, contemporary treaty definition of crimes against humanity is key to close 
the impunity gap and enable effective prosecution at the national level. This work, however, also 
requires a well-defined treaty framework on inter-state cooperation and dispute settlement. Without 
such framework, there will be an inadvertent risk of the treaty not being implemented, including by 
States becoming safe havens for those who commit grave international crimes. 

Thank you. 


