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Ce document permet de se faire une meilleure idSe de la mani^re dent les legislations nationales
reglent cette question, en regroupant des informations qui etaient auparavant dispersees.

Cependant, 57 £tats seulement ont fourni des renseignements depuis 2007 et 12 ̂tats ont fait usage
du questionnaire exhaustif developpe par le Secretariat. L'information est done encore lacunaire, et
nous encourageons les ̂ tats membres e fournir au Secretaire general ies renseignements demandes.

Pour apporter un edairage compiementaire sur cette question, la Suisse a demande e I'lnstitut suisse

de droit compare une etude independante sur les regies nationales de 20 pays representatifs. Cette
etude donne des renseignements sur 12 £tats qui ne sont pas couverts par le rapport du Secretaire
general et elle propose en outre une approche comparative et analytique. La Suisse se rejouit de
presenter les resultats de cette etude en marge de cette session.

Le Secretaire general a egalement redige un rapport sur les politiques et procedures regissant le
traitement des allegations credibles d'infraction imputable e un fonctionnaire ou expert en mission. Ce
document recense un nombre impressionnant de regies et de procedures en vigueur aussi bien au
sein du Secretariat et des organes connexes que dans les divers fonds et programmes ou encore
dans ies agences speciaiisees. li en ressort que le traitement des allegations de crimes differs d'une
entite e I'autre, ce qui pose des defis en termes de coordination et de coherence dans I'approche de
rOrganisation ainsi que pour les victimes qui souhaiteraient signaler un crime.

Ces defis decoulent egalement de la fragmentation du systems onusien, qui engendre 



4. Quatridmement, des mesures devraient Stre prises dans chaque entity pour que les



In addition, this year, for the first time, a report contains a compilation of all information received from
member states since 2007 on how they exercise jurisdiction over their nationais who serve as United
Nations officials or experts on mission.

This document, which brings together previousiy dispersed information, shows how nationai legai
systems address this issue. However, only 57 states have provided feedback since 2007, while 12
states have used the exhaustive questionnaire deveioped by the secretariat. The information therefore
remains incomplete, and we encourage the member states to provide the Secretary-General with the
requested data.

In an effort to shed further light on this issue, Switzeriand commissioned the Swiss Institute of
Comparative Law to conduct an independent study on the national rules in effect in 20 representative
countries. This study, which employs a comparative and analytical approach, contains information on
12 states that are not included in the Secretary-General's report. Switzerland looks forward to
presenting the results of this study in the margins of this session.

The Secretary-Generai aiso prepared a report on the poiicies and procedures regarding credible
allegations that reveai that a crime may have been committed by an official or expert on mission. This
document contains an extensive number of ruies and procedures in place at the secretariat and
related bodies, in the various funds and programmes and in the specialised agencies. It turns out that
criminal allegations are handled differently from one entity to the next, which raises challenges in
terms of coordination and coherence in the organisation's approach, as well as for the victims who
want to report a crime.

These challenges also stem from the fragmented UN system, in which a large number of reports
contain partially overlapping statistics, as noted in paragraphs 7 to 14 of the report of the Secretary-

Generai. That makes it difficult to produce an overview of ail the cases that potentially involve
accountability of United Nations officials and experts on mission.

Mr Chair,

We believe that a number of measures should be examined in order to improve this situation;

1. First, a single report should compile the information on ail cases of crimes alleged to have been

committed by United Nations officials and experts on mission, and not only the information on cases
referred to the State of nationality or cases notified by the States themselves. We trust that the
Secretary-General has access to this information which is necessary to ensure an effective vetting
within the UN system.

2. Second, the policies and procedures for handling criminal allegations should be unified or at least

harmonised for ail United Nations entities, which should systematically report to the Secretary-General
any information in their possession about crimes that may have been committed by their staff. This will
also enable the alleged victims to know the procedure to be followed.

3. Third, the criteria used to determine whether or not a case should be referred to a state should be

defined clearly and consistently in each entity. In addition, more emphasis should be placed on
following up on cases referred to states and this information should be collected in one place.

4. Fourth, measures should be taken in each entity so that people who report crimes are effectively
protected, and vetting of staff should be bolstered across the board.




