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Mr. Chairman, 

As this is the first time my delegation takes the floor during this session of the Sixth 
Committee, let me express my sincere congratulations to you, Mr. Chair and to the other 
members of the Bureau upon your election. 

We associate ourselves with the statements that was and will be delivered later by the 
representative of the European Union during this debate. At this point I wish to make some 
comments in national capacity on various issues. 

I would like to express the Hungarian delegation's appreciation for the achievements 
of the Commission in its 64th session, to thank Mr. Caflisch for the eloquent leadership of the 

Commission and the Special Rapporteurs for their able guidance in the respective topics. 

The Hungarian delegation has noted with satisfaction the 



Articles did not take into consideration cases where the person concerned poses a threat to 
public order or national security. States should not be obliged to promote voluntary 
compliance in these cases. Therefore, we suggest the reformulation of this provision to 
emphasize that as far as possible appropriate measures should be taken by States to facilitate 
voluntary departure. 

Paragraph 2 of the same Article should be amended to specifically reaffirm the right of 
States to use coercive measures in case of forcible implementation as long as these are in line 
with international human rights obligations and the dignity of the human being. 

Finally, we believe that draft Article 32 on diplomatic protection is not closely related 
to the subject of the draft Articles and therefore we propose its omission. 

Turning to Chapter V on the Protection of persons in the event of disasters the 
Hungarian delegation would like to express its appreciation to Special Rapporteur Eduardo 
Valencia Ospina for his work. We believe that the Commission has made substantial progress 
in this topic. We also recognise the fundamental difficulty involved in this issue, namely 
finding the right balance between the need to safeguard the national sovereignty of the 
affected States and the need for international cooperation in the protection of persons in the 
event of disasters. 

In the view of Hungary the event of a disaster is primarily an issue of national 
concern, and providing protection is primarily the obligation of the Government of the 
affected state, where the Government and the competent authorities together with the citizens 
of the State are obligated to participate in the protection and restoration efforts. We also 
support the inclusion of the duty to provide assistance when requested, but the wording has to 
be careful. In this regard Hungary welcomes draft Article Sbis which further clarifies Article 5 
on the duty to cooperate. In addition we support the observation of the European Union in this 
regard which suggests that the articles should mention the obligation of international actors to 
cooperate as well. 

Hungary welcomes the refinements made to Article 13 on the Conditions on the 
provision of external assistance, especially the provision on the obligation of the affected state 
when formulating the conditions of external assistance to take into account the identified 
needs of the persons affected by disasters and the quality of the assistance. 

Mr. Chairman, 

Turning to Chapter VI on the Immunity of state officials from foreign criminal 
jurisdiction, the Hungarian delegation was pleased when the Committee included this topic 
in its agenda five years ago and follows it with a keen interest. We also wish to thank Special 
Rapporteur Concepcion Escobar Hernandez for her work on this topic. 

Let me now address the specific questions in Chapter III of the Report. The 
Commission requested States to provide information on their national law and practice 
concerning the following questions: 





,. 

suggested by the Study Group. We believe that the six additional general conclusions 
prepared by the Chairman of the Study Group have already shown great progress in the field, 
and they are steps to the right direction. Hungary encourages the Special Rapporteur to 
continue his work in the same manner. 

Lastly I would like to assure the Commission that Hungary attaches great importance 
to the discussion of the new topics initiated by the Commission, namely the "Provisional 
application of treaties" and the "Formation and evidence of customary international 
law." 

In connection with the provisional application of treaties I would like emphasize that 
during the last decade the number of international treaties containing provisional application 
clauses has substantially increased. This also applies to Hungary which as a member of the 
European Union has become a party to numerous multilateral international treaties which 
were concluded between the EU, its member states and third countries. These treaties would 
usually enter into force after all parties have ratified them. This would normally require 
twenty-nine ratifications, but to reduce the time before the 
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