
 
 
 

THIMUN 2013 Resolution 

COMMITTEE: GA 6 

QUESTION OF: Application of the principles of universal jurisdiction as applied in United 

Nations legal institutions 

MAIN SUBMITTED BY: Germany 

CO-SUBMITTED BY: Eritrea, Luxembourg 

Acknowledging its commitment to the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter 

for peaceful coexistence of states, including political independence, international law and 

international order based on the rule of law, 

Expressing concern for the fact that civilians make up a majority of casualties in instances of 

military conflict, 

Recognizing that violations such as illicit trafficking and exploitation of humans, natural 

resources and weapons play a substantial negative role in military conflicts, and even more so 

in regards to the issues of sexual exploitation and recruitment of child soldiers, 

Recalling the importance of education in preventing abuse of civilians as well as the particular 

effects of such abuse on refugees or other persons with political vulnerabilities and stressing 

the necessity to protect the human rights of civilian populations, 

Recognizing the diverse range of views proclaimed by member States and the necessity for a 

more extensive and defined understanding of the scope and application of universal jurisdiction, 

and especially so as applied to United Nations legal institutions,  

Reaffirming its commitment to preventing impunity, and therefore noting the relevance of 

universal jurisdiction’s legitimacy to be secured with responsible and judicious application in 

consistent practice with international law,  

1. Reiterates the importance of universal jurisdiction in maintaining Peace, Security, 

Development, and Human Rights, which are all pillars of the United Nations system and 

mutually strengthen each other; 

2. Expresses its understanding of sovereign equality of states, their political independence, 

and non-interference in the internal affairs of other states, as well as the emphasis on 

respecting the principles of international law; 



 
 
 

3. Asks that the ICC disallow any state tribunal the ability to prosecute universally unless 

the crime/criminal meets a criterion to include but not be limited to: 

a)   The failure of the state in which the crime occurred to prosecute, 

b)   The failure of any other state tribunal to prosecute, 

c)   The failure of the criminal’s state of residence to claim jurisdiction, 

4. Requests a specification to the definition of the functions of Universal Jurisdiction, for 

purposes of accurate legal understanding, as being: 

a) Conceptually different from the obligation to extradite or prosecute 

b) An entitlement to independent states and international organizations as opposed to an 

interstate treaty obligation 

5. Suggests a clarification of the scope and application of universal jurisdiction by declaring 

that prosecution of war crimes, genocide, crimes against humanity  and serious 

violations of international humanitarian law is: 

a) An obligation to all member states regardless of 

i. Bilateral extradition treaties 

ii. National laws regarding extradition and/or prosecution of individuals 

iii. The criminal’s national identity or professional status 

 

b) To be taken over and ruled by: 

i. The national judicial  systems and institutions of the country if it is the only one 

affected by the crime 

ii. The International Criminal Court (ICC) if more than one state is affected 

 

c) A matter which should take a position of high priority in the judicial affairs of both the 

nation and relevant international tribunals 

 

6. Recommends the formation of a new panel of judges in the ICC appointed specifically to 

oversee universal jurisdiction cases in which more than one state is affected, as is stated 

in operative clause 5, sub-clause b, sub-sub-clause ii. 

 

7. Decides to remain actively seized on the matter 


