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The Question of Application of the Principles of Universal Jurisdiction as Applied in United Nations 

Legal Institutions 

 

The General Assembly, 

Reaffirming the commitment of all member states to uphold the United Nations Charter, 

Acknowledging that peace, security, international development and human rights are the four pillars 

of the United Nations’ system, 

Regretting that the majority of victims in warfare are non-combatants, 

Recalling Security Council Resolution 1674 in which the rule of law was recognized as a deciding 

factor in preventing conflict and enabling growth within regions, 

Recognizing that atrocities including genocide, the recruitment of child soldiers and mass rape are 

crimes against the universal values of humanity as a whole as enshrined in the Universal Declaration 

of Human Rights, 

Referring to Article 51 of the United Nations charter as the source of the internationally agreed upon 

conventions of conflict which includes the humane treatment of prisoners, the prevention of civilian 

casualties in all possible instances, prohibiting the use of certain chemical weapons in warfare and 

the illegality of torture as a tool of interrogation or punishment, 

Disturbed by the notion that the victor of a war is in some way free from any legal obligations with 

regards to their actions in said war or in their treatment of local populations after the conclusion of 

conflict, 

Commending those nations who have ratified international agreements such as the Rome Statute 

which are designed to respond to those who would commit such atrocities, 

Congratulating the International Criminal Court (ICC) for passing its first verdict in 2012 against 

Thomas Lubanga for his use of child soldiers, 

Noting with regret the actions of signatory countries in their failure to ratify the Rome Statute within 

their own domestic law, 

Further dismayed by the policy of some nations to accept the rulings of the International Court of 

Justice (ICJ) on a case- by -case basis, which engenders further instability and undermines the legal 

integrity of decisions made by the ICJ, 

Accepts the need to address the potential tyranny of judges in any legal body where Universal 

Jurisdiction is applied, 



Reaffirms the diplomatic immunity of sitting Heads of State with regards to any potential 

indictments made by the ICC, 

Notes the concerns of nations such as the United States of America regarding the difficulty of 

preventing and prosecuting legal breaches which occur on the internet including; child pornography, 

cyber terrorism and large-scale privacy breaches, 

Further notes and approves of pre-existing bilateral agreements between nations designed to 

combat this type of crime, 

 

1. Calls upon all nations to sign and ratify the Rome Statute in order to enable the ICC to carry 

out its legal functions more effectively, 

2. Requests the universal condemnation of all those who would commit crimes against 

humanity irrespective of religious, national, cultural or ethnic background in accordance 

with the norms of International Law as established in documents such as the Geneva 

Convention and Article 51 of the United Nations Charter, 

3. Further requests a specification to the definition 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 

interstate treaty obligation, 

4. Encourages the Security Council to increase the mandate of the ICC by: 

a. Allowing the ICC Universal Jurisdiction in carrying out its duties while creating the 

ability for nations who have not signed or ratified the Rome Statute to be able to 

appeal any indictment issued by the ICC to the Security Council, 

b. Allocating funds to the ICC, paid at the discretion of member states, specifically to 

facilitate the apprehension of criminals, 

5. Further encourages the appropriate limitation of the ICC’s autonomy in light of its proposed 

increase in mandate by: 

a. Establishing a review body to regularly investigate the legal proceedings undertaken 

by the court, 

b. Ensuring that all indictments are appropriately considered by the aforementioned 

review body and affirmed in their legitimacy before they become legally binding, 

6. Further invites nations to cooperate with international bodies such as the International 

Criminal Court and their indictment of criminals irrespective of said criminal/s country of 

residence, 

7. Recommends that all countries adopt a policy of accepting the rulings of the International 

Court of Justice on a permanent rather than case- by- case basis 

8. Further recommends the ability for the ICC to lodge an official request to domestic and 

international military and/or police to apprehend a specific criminal for the purposes of 

prosecution 

9. Further requests that local law in the place/places in which the crimes occurred be taken 

into account during sentencing in order to create greater cooperation between judicial Non- 

Government Organizations and Governments by: 



a. Ensuring that at least one judge from the country/countries of the origin of the 

crime be present and actively involved in sentencing, 

b. Allowing the sentencing to be issued according to the domestic law of where the 

crime was committed as long as it does not contradict established human rights and 

international laws, moreover, the death penalty will not be allowed as a punishment, 

10. Urges all member states to ensure that their national laws assure that a party guilty of war 

crimes, crimes against humanity, genocide, or torture cannot claim that: 

 

a. The crimes were committed before such laws were codified, nor that 
b. The party is protected by a stature of limitation, or 
c. The criminals are able to defend themselves using their superior positions within 

government organizations, 
a. The crimes are excusable because they were committed during a period of war or 

siege; 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


