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arrested will turn them over to its own courtu. In either cake, 

natio~l cou.r~s w.Ul be called rlposn to pass judgment. The authors 

of EXXW&. canvent;lons srganiziry: irdmma”cioti rspres~ion time 

considered Zhis situation and have determined the rules governing 

the juritidiction of' the various national courts,++ 

The C&EM may arise whore a State, having captured the offenders, 

while desirous f;o see thorn pmisheii, and because it SO desires, woulii 

'be reluctant to grunt etirerdition or to turn them over to its own 

courts, %WS IS the case dealt with by the authors of the Co~~entlon 

for the creation of an international -per& court signed in Geneva 

on 16 ITovombsr 1-937,+5” (~rticlo 2) 

9%cy considered that a State would be unwilling "co x&radlto 

becausa the agglioation ocm$.xq Prom a State which connived in the 

offence or Prom a weak State ti.aht be an &tempt to save the offenders t 

tIlhey co-nrsiderod that a S%ate might be uxzwiU.lng to turn them over 
ta its own courts fearing that *l;hese (and the jury In particular), 

being beyond Govoxment action, m%ght give a bad sentence and hold 

the offsn6ers no-t gull-by. In either case the State would fulfiJ.1 

its obligations ta enuure tslc,,l of the offenders by turning them 

ove3: to an intern&ionaJ court. It would thus be discharged of its 

liability, 
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SCn this ccme one may consider action elkher of ~zational or 
international courts, 
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