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codification.”1 My Delegation further thanks the Commission for presenting 

its report to this Sixth Committee.  

Chapter VI – Immunity of State officials from foreign criminal jurisdiction  

Madam Chair, 

The immunity of State officials from foreign criminal jurisdiction has 

been studied by the Commission for more than a decade.  This year, in light 

of the Jordan Referral re Al-Bashir case, special emphasis was rightly given 

to the relationship between the immunity of State officials from foreign 

criminal jurisdiction and the jurisdiction of international criminal tribunals.  

In that context, my Delegation considers it necessary to recall that 

immunity of State officials is a crucial, long-standing principle of State 

sovereignty and international diplomacy that must be respected in order to 

ensure the peaceful and friendly relations among States. That immunity 

flows in fact from the principles of State sovereignty and non-interference in 

internal affairs, it protects State officials from undue and politically 

 
1 Statute of the International Law Commission, article 1.1. 
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human dimensions, as well as assessing the magnitude of the phenomenon 

and its consequences, are enormous undertakings.  

The potential impact of sea-level rise on maritime delimitations, on 

baselines, on the jurisdiction and rights of States, on the implementation and 

application of existing treaties and on the continuing discussions on the 

Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction [BBNJ] instrument and the 

International Seabed Authority [ISA] code are complex

are 
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