


Mr Chairperson, 

I would like to thank the Chairman of the International Law Commission, Mr Pedro 

Comissario Alfonso, for introducing the report on the Commission's sixty-eighth session. I 

would also like to thank the Special Rapporteurs and the Commission members for their 

dedicated efforts during this session, and acknowledge with great appreciation the progress 

achieved. 

Slovenia is pleased to address the Sixth Committee regarding the work of the International 

Law Commission on Cluster 1 topics. 

Mr Chairperson, 

Slovenia has followed with great interest and satisfaction the entire work 



However, we believe that even if the decision on the future convention work would not be 

adopted in this committee, the draft articles of the ILC on the protection of persons in the 

event of disasters represent a solid, balanced and a useful set of rules which will contribute 

to the more effective disaster relief. Since the work of the ILC was closely followed and 

commented also by intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations in this field, 

particularly the International Committee of the Red Cross and the International Federation 

of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies, we are confident that the rules prepared and 
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comparing them with the work done by the Special Rapporteur on the identification of 

customary international law, a question has arisen on the role of the Commission as an 

expert body for the purposes of this topic. The Commission has had a key role in drafting 

several treaties and has discussed their interpretation after their adoption. Irrespective of 

the fact that, technically, the Commission is not an expert body established under a 

particular treaty, its discussions and possible pronouncements can certainly have an impact 

on how the establ0209y, 



In addition, several already codified provisions dealing with State succession could have 

gained the status of customary international law. We believe that in the course of this future 

project it would be helpful if the status of such provisions was identified and examined. 

We recognize that the dissolution of Yugoslavia during the 1990's will represent one of the 

most important cases for the analysis of this topic in recent history. Due to Slovenia's 

historical experience of being one of the successor States of the former SFRY, we fully 

understand what consequences arise from unresolved succession issues. Therefore, we 

recognize the necessity of examining the topic, and we will actively follow ILC work on the 

subject. 

I would also like to briefly address the discussion within the Commission on possible.future 

topics. Slovenia agrees that it is important to engage in a thorough consideration of various 

options for new topics in the context of the selection process guided by the Commission's 

recommendation on the selection criteria. Given the Commission's workload and the limited 

number of topics that the Commission can address, the Slovenian delegation welcomes the 

emphasis made in the Commission's report that guidance in the selection of topics should 

also be sought from the new developments in international law and the pressing concerns of 

the international community as a whole. Addressing topics that reflect current challenges in 

international law within the ILC can contribute to enunciating various institutes, concepts, or 

international law questions, and consequently instigate the corresponding inter-State 

dialogue on pressing issues. In this context, we note and welcome the fact that the list of 

possible future topics in Chapter XIII of the report already contains some suggestions that 

correspond to the mentioned selection process, while we recognize the need for the 

selection process to take into account the capacities of the Commission and those of States 

to study the topics thoroughly and contribute correspondingly. 

As this is our first intervention concerning the Commission's report, allow me to make a 

general suggestion concerning its drafting. We would welcome that the practice in the 

context of some topics where their corresponding report chapters included the summary of 

the discussion within the Commission be generally transposed to all topics as this would not 

only be helpful for States bp3 a 



report. We also consider our comments on topics that are not accompanied by 

commentaries as preliminary in 


