JOINT EXPLANATION OF POSITION
77 SESSION
SIXTH COMMITTEE OF THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY
AGENDA ITEM No. 79

Diplomatic Protection

New York, November 18", 2022

Mr Chair,

Concerninghe agendéem at handl have the honor to dekr this explanation
of position on behalf ofhe delegations dBrazil, EI Salvador, Mexico, Portugal and

my owncountry,Colombia.

Even thoughl6 years have passed since the International Law Commission
concluded its work on the topic anecommended the elaboration of a convention based
RQ WKH GUDIW DUWLFOHYVY WKH 6L[WK &RPPLWWHHYV Q.
limited. This is particularly alarming due to theé X E Ml thEovthversial relevance. After
all, this Assembly has ackwledged WKH :PDMRU LPSRUWIDG@IFRtS RI WI[fH

resolutions on diplomatic protection since it§'&kession.

At the 77" Session, our delegatiossught to engage constructivelyrtvitalize
this agenda item ardkliver an actiororiented resolution that could setarsthe path to
making a reasoned decision on what action to take regardimtyafi@rticles. Informal
consultationsfocused primarlyRQ WKH 6L[WK &RPPLWWHHYV ZRUNJLQJ

subject.

While we are glad to haveetextthat contributes to advancing the topie would
have preferred to reflect more accurately the fruitfdiscussions held at thigSsionIn
the spirit of flexibility, howeverwe have decided to accegpP2 andDP3as adopté. On
this point, however,| wish to maketwo main clarifications on our positioron the

resolution

the

62" Session except for resolution 74/188Vhile we would have preferred an
explicit clarification to that effect, waote that, during informal consultations,



several delegations endors#ite understanding thaWKH ZRUGV 3DSSURSU
DFWLRQ  H QHhshR&DWwaVdptibrAccordingly, n light of this mandate

and in furtherance of the constructive dialogue started this yearexpect

delegations to address the possible reconstitution of the working group in their
statements at the 8®ession.

. SecondaV WR 23 ZH HPSKDVL]H WKDW \dd€Hat¥y\HUE 3FRQ
accounts for the ongoing substantive dialogue on diplomatic protection.
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