


Mr Chairman 

Thank you for affording us the opportunity to share some thoughts on the agenda agenda 



interpreting the first generation treaties? At least one of the parties' intentions with 
that clause have been clarified through subsequent agreements with other States in 
the second generation treaties , although the text of the first generation treaties 
remains unchanged. 

With regard to Draft Conclusion 2, my delegation is in agreement with the 
Commission that subsequent agreements in relation to a specific treaty, and 
subsequent practice in relation to the treaty, is objective evidence with regard to the 
Parties' intention in concluding the treaty and should, all things being equal , be taken 
as a guide to determining the ordinary meaning of the terms of a treaty in their 
context and in the light of the treaty's object and purpose. Draft Conclusion 3 
addresses the evolution of treaties over time. On the one hand, there is a clear 
"pacta sunt servanda" agreement to be made with regard to On
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Convention on the Law of Treaties, but may have relevance in assessing the 
subsequent practice of parties to a treaty. 

Having said all this, my delegation would call on the 







have noted a number of other Parties to the Rome Statute who have similarly utilised 
the Rome Statute as a basis for the criminalization of the crimes. We therefore do 
not consider that the Rome Statute is deficient in creating the possibility for States to 
criminalize the offences and would rather view the real issue as either lack of political 
will or lack of capacity to draft implementing legislation which criminalizes serious 
crimes or perhaps just delays owing to 
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system. If there are gaps in the international criminal framework we should consider 
how to address these issues while promoting universality of the Rome Statute. 

We invite the International Law Commission to re-consider whether this topic, 


