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Part One: Resolutions, decisions and President’'sadaements
Resolutions

18/1
The human right to safe drinking water and sanitaton

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirming all previous relevant resolutions of the Human H&gCouncil, inter alia,
resolutions 7/22 of 28 March 2008, 12/8 of 1 Octop@09, 15/9 of 30 September 2010 and
16/2 of 24 March 2011,

Recalling General Assembly resolution 64/292 of 28 July 2Gh0Owhich the Assembly
recognized the right to safe and clean drinkingewand sanitation as a human right that is
essential for the full enjoyment of life and allrhan rights,

Recalling alsothe holding of the General Assembly plenary megetifi 27 July 2011
entitled “The human right to water and sanitation”,

Recalling furtherthe Universal Declaration of Human Rights, theetnational Covenant
on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, the Ind¢ional Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, the International Convention on the Elintiora of All Forms of Racial Discrimination,
the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms ofisBrimination against Women, the
Convention on the Rights of the Child and the Caotiom on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities,

Recallingthe relevant provisions of declarations and prognas with regard to access to
safe drinking water and sanitation adopted by mijuited Nations conferences and summits,
and by the General Assembly at its special sessindsduring follow-up meetings, inter alia,
the Mar del Plata Action Plan on Water Developmand Administration, adopted at the
United Nations Water Conference in March 1977, Aige?l and the Rio Declaration on
Environment and Development, adopted at the Umiteiions Conference on Environment and
Development in June 1992, and the Habitat Agendapted at the second United Nations
Conference on Human Settlements in June 1996, Adgaesolutions 54/175 of 17 December
1999 on the right to development, and 58/217 of &ember 2003 proclaiming the
International Decade for Action, “Water for Life2@05—2015),

Noting with interestrelevant commitments and initiatives promoting thenman right to
safe drinking water and sanitation, including tHeuja Declaration, adopted at the first Africa-
South America Summit, in 2006, the message frompBepdopted at the first Asia-Pacific
Water Summit, in 2007, the Delhi Declaration, agopat the third South Asian Conference on
Sanitation, in 2008, the Sharm el-Sheikh Final Doent, adopted at the Fifteenth Summit
Conference of Heads of State and Government dffineement of Non-Aligned Countries, in
2009, and the Colombo Declaration, adopted at thetdh South Asian Conference on
Sanitation, in 2011,

Bearing in mindthe commitments made by the international commutaitachieve fully
the Millennium Development Goals, and stressingthiat context, the resolve of Heads of
State and Government, as expressed in the Unitéidri$aMillennium Declaration, to halve,
by 2015, the proportion of people unable to reachfford safe drinking water, and to halve
the proportion of people without access to basinitation, as agreed in the Plan of
Implementation of the World Summit on Sustainablev&opment (“Johannesburg Plan of
Implementation”) and the outcome document adoptebeaHigh-level Plenary Meeting of the
sixty-fifth session of the General Assembly on Mi#lennium Development Goals entitled
“Keeping the promise: united to achieve the Millemn Development Goals”,



RecallingWorld Health Assembly resolution 64/24 of May 20iri which the Assembly
urged Member States to, inter alia, “ensure thaional health strategies contribute to the
realization of water- and sanitation-related Mikamm Development Goals while coming in
support to the progressive realization of the humght to water and sanitation that entitles
everyone, without discrimination, to water and &ation that is sufficient, safe, acceptable,
physically accessible and affordable for persondl@omestic uses”,

Deeply concernedhat approximately 884 million people lack accessmproved water
sources and that more than 2.6 billion people dohawe access to improved sanitation as
defined by the World Health Organization and thdtéth Nations Children’s Fund in their
2010 Joint Monitoring Programme report, and alarrttest, every year, approximately 1.5
million children under five years of age die an@4illion school days are lost as a result of
water- and sanitation-related diseases,

Affirming the need to focus on local and national perspestim considering the issue,
leaving aside questions of international wateroela®/ and all transboundary water issues,

1. Welcomeghe recognition of the human right to safe drigkimater and sanitation
by the General Assembly and the Human Rights Chuad the affirmation by the latter that
the human right to safe drinking water and sawitats derived from the right to an adequate
standard of living and inextricably related to ttight to the highest attainable standard of
physical and mental health, as well as the righifécand human dignity;

2. Also welcomeshe work of the Special Rapporteur on the righsafe drinking
water and sanitation, including the progress iecting good practices, the comprehensive,
transparent and inclusive consultations conductid rglevant and interested actors from all
regions for her thematic reports and collectiomodd practices, as well as the undertaking of
country missions;

3. Acknowledgeswith appreciation the third annual report of the Special
Rapporteur,and takes note with interest of her recommendstiom clarifications with regard
to national and local planning for the implememtatbf the right to safe drinking water and
sanitation;

4. Welcomedhe submission of the compilation of good praatioa the right to safe
drinking water and sanitationin which the Special Rapporteur put particular bagis on
practical solutions with regard to the implememtatof the human right to safe drinking water
and sanitation;

5. Reaffirmsthat States have the primary responsibility touemshe full realization
of all human rights, and must take steps, natigratid through international assistance and
cooperation, especially economic and technicathéomaximum of its available resources, to
achieve progressively the full realization of thght to safe drinking water and sanitation by
all appropriate means, including particularly théoption of legislative measures in the
implementation of their human rights obligations;

6. Also reaffirmsthe important role that national plans of actian play as tools for
the promotion and protection of human rights, aghlighted in the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action, adopted by the World Confeeean Human Rights on 25 June 1993,
including for the promotion and protection of thantan right to safe drinking water and
sanitation;

7. Calls uponStates:

(a) To continuously monitor and regularly analyise status of the realization of the
right to safe drinking water and sanitation on basis of the criteria of availability, quality,
acceptability, accessibility and affordability;

1 A/HRC/18/33.
2 A/HRC/18/33/Add.1.



(b) To assess existing policies, programmes atidités in the sectors of water and
sanitation, giving due consideration to waste-wat&nagement, including treatment and
reuse, and to monitor resources allocated to iseremequate access, as well as to identify
actors and their capacity;

(c) To develop comprehensive plans and strategireduding the definition of
responsibilities for all water and sanitation secagtors, to achieve progressively the full
realization of the right to safe drinking water agahitation for all, or re-examine and revise
them where necessary to ensure consistency witlahuights standards and principles;

(d) To assess whether the existing legislativeoitty framework is in line with the
right to safe drinking water and sanitation, anddpeal, amend or adapt it in order to meet
human rights standards and principles;

(e) To ensure full transparency of the monitoriegnd assessment of the
implementation of plans of action, projects andgpammes in the sectors of water and
sanitation and to ensure, including in the planmpnocess, the free, effective, meaningful and
non-discriminatory participation of all people acoimmunities concerned, particularly people
living in disadvantaged, marginalized and vulnegatituations;

® To set access targets to be reached in simet-periods for universal service
provision, giving priority to realizing a basic kvof service for everyone before improving
service levels for those already served;

(9) To set indicators, including disaggregatecadhised on human rights critetim,
monitor progress and to identify shortcomings toduified and challenges to be met;

(h) To ensure financing to the maximum of avagatdsources in order to implement
all the necessary measures to ensure that watesaamightion systems are sustainable and that
services are affordable for everyone, while engutirat allocated resources are not limited to
infrastructure but also include resources for ratpuy activities, operation and maintenance,
the institutional and managerial structure and cstmal measures, including increasing
capacity;

0] To provide for a regulatory framework aimed exsuring that all water and
sanitation service providers respect and proteatamurights and do not cause human rights
violations or abuses, and to ensure that nationainmim standards, based on human rights
criteria, are in place when water and sanitatiavises are decentralized, in order to ensure
coherence and countrywide compliance with humalmisig

()] To provide for a framework of accountabilithat provides for adequate
monitoring mechanisms and legal remedies, includimeasures to overcome obstacles in
access to justice and other accountability mechaisand lack of awareness of the law,
human rights and opportunities to claim these sight

8. Invites States to continue to promote, at all levels,udirig at the highest level,
the full realization of the human right to safenttihng water and sanitation in forthcoming
national, regional and international initiativesteir alia, the Global Forum on Sanitation and
Hygiene of the Water Supply and Sanitation Collatige Council in October 2011, in
Mumbai, India, and the sixth World Water Forum iangh 2012, in Marseille, France;

9. Stressesthe important role of the international coopermatiand technical
assistance provided by States, specialized ageottbe United Nations system, international
and development partners, as well as by donor &ggnin particular in the timely achievement
of the relevant Millennium Development Goals, andes development partners to adopt a
human rights-based approach when designing andeimgiting development programmes in
support of national initiatives and plans of actietated to the right to safe drinking water and
sanitation;

3 See A/65/254, paras. 22—-48 and 53-60.



10. Encouragesall Governments to continue to respond favourablgequests by the
Special Rapporteur for visits and information, etidw up effectively on recommendations of
the mandate holder and to make available informaiio measures taken in this regard;

11. Requestshe Special Rapporteur to continue to report, ora@nual basis, to the
Human Rights Council and to submit an annual rejooitie General Assembly;

12. Encouragesthe Special Rapporteur to facilitate, includingotigh engagement
with relevant stakeholders, the provision of techhassistance in the area of the human right
to safe drinking water and sanitation;

13. Requestghe Secretary-General and the United Nations Higmmissioner for
Human Rights to provide the Special Rapporteur vath the resources and assistance
necessary for the effective fulfilment of her mateda

14. Decidesto continue its consideration of this matter untter same agenda item
and in accordance with its programme of work.

34th meeting
28 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/2
Preventable maternal mortality and morbidity and human rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling its resolutions 11/8 of 17 June 2009 and 15/173@fSeptember 2010 on
preventable maternal mortality and morbidity andnan rights,

Reaffirmingthe Beijing Declaration and Platform for ActiohgtProgramme of Action of
the International Conference on Population and gweent and its review conferences,
including the outcome document of the 15-year rewé the Programme of Action contained
in Commission on Population and Development regmiut2009/1 of 3 April 2009,
Commission on the Status of Women resolution 54/%20March 2010, and the targets and
commitments regarding the reduction of maternal talily and universal access to
reproductive health, including those containedtiea 2000 Millennium Declaratiérand the
2005 World Summit Outconte,

Welcomingrecent regional and international initiatives velet to preventable maternal
mortality and morbidity and human rights, includitige Secretary-General’s Global Strategy
for Women’s and Children’s Health, and the relagsdablishment of the Commission on
Information and Accountability for Women’s and Ghign’s Health, and noting that the report
of the Commission, “Keeping promises, measuringult€s contains recommendations
relevant to eliminating preventable maternal mdastaind morbidity using a human rights-
based approach,

Welcoming alsadhe outcome document of the High-level Plenary fihgeof the sixty-fifth
session of the General Assembly on the Millenniuav&opment Goals, held in New York
from 20 to 22 September 2010, entitled “Keeping fvemise: united to achieve the
Millennium Development Goals”, and reaffirming imrticular the deep concern expressed
therein by the Assembly at the alarming global e maternal and child mortality and its
grave concern at the slow progress being made durcirgg maternal mortality and improving
maternal and reproductive health, as well as timengibments to accelerate progress in order to
achieve Millennium Development Goal 5, on improvimgternal health, and Goal 8, on a
global partnership for development,

4 General Assembly resolution 55/2.
5 General Assembly resolution 60/1.



1. Takes note with interesbf the analytical compilation of good or effective
practices that exemplify a human rights-based apgrdo eliminating preventable maternal
mortality and morbidity prepared by the Office bétUnited Nations High Commissioner for
Human Right$,and takes note also of the contribution of thel saimpilation, together with
the thematic study on preventable maternal moytaliid morbidity and human rights prepared
by the Office of the High Commissionétowards a human rights-based approach to reducing
preventable maternal mortality and morbidity;

2. Recognizethat, as illustrated by the above-mentioned thensaidy and analytic
compilation, a human rights-based approach to eétei preventable maternal mortality and
morbidity is an approach underpinned by the prilesipof, inter alia, accountability,
participation, transparency, empowerment, sustdihgmon-discrimination and international
cooperation;

3. EncouragesStates and other relevant stakeholders, includiational human
rights institutions and non-governmental organagj to take action at all levels to address
the interlinked root causes of maternal mortalitg anorbidity, such as poverty, malnutrition,
harmful practices, lack of accessible and apprtprigalth-care services, information and
education, and gender inequality, and to pay pdaticattention to eliminating all forms of
violence against women and girls;

4. Reaffirms that the Human Rights Council should promote tHéectve
coordination and mainstreaming of human rights iwithe United Nations system;

5. Requestshe Office of High Commissioner to convene, witbixisting resources,
in cooperation with other relevant entities of theited Nations system, an expert workshop,
open also to the participation of Governments,aegji organizations, relevant United Nations
bodies and civil society organizations, to prepamecise technical guidance on the application
of a human rights-based approach to the implementaf policies and programmes to reduce
preventable maternal mortality and morbidity;

6. Also requeststhe Office of the High Commissioner to present teehnical
guidance to the Human Rights Council;

7. Decidesto continue considering the issue at its twentgtBession under the same
agenda item.

34th meeting
28 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/3

Panel to commemorate the twentieth anniversary otie adoption of the Declaration on
the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or Ethn, Religious and Linguistic
Minorities

The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling all resolutions adopted by the General Assemliig, Commission on Human
Rights and the Human Rights Council on the riglitsessons belonging to national or ethnic,
religious and linguistic minorities,

Noting that 2012 will mark the twentieth anniversary lné tadoption of the Declaration on
the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or EthReligious and Linguistic Minorities,

5 A/HRC/18/27.
7 A/JHRC/14/39.



Affirming that the above-mentioned anniversary offers aroitapt opportunity to reflect
on the promotion and protection of the rights ofspas belonging to national or ethnic,
religious and linguistic minorities, as well as achievements, best practices and challenges
with regard to the implementation of the Declanmatio

Emphasizing the neddr reinforced efforts to meet the goal of thd f@alization of the
rights of persons belonging to national or ethrétigious and linguistic minorities,

1. Decidesto convene, at its nineteenth session, a panelisi®n to commemorate
the twentieth anniversary of the Declaration onRiights of Persons Belonging to National or
Ethnic, Religious and Linguistic Minorities, withgarticular focus on its implementation as
well as on achievements, best practices and clyglteim this regard,;

2. Requestshe Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@r Human Rights
to organize the panel discussion within existingprgces, and to liaise with the independent
expert on minority issues, States, relevant UnNetlons bodies and agencies, as well as with
civil society, non-governmental organizations aradional human rights institutions with a
view to ensuring their participation in the panisicdission;

3. Also requestghe Office of the High Commissioner to prepareeport on the
outcome of the panel discussion in the form ofrarsary.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/4
The use of mercenaries as a means of violating humaights and impeding the exercise of
the right of peoples to self-determination

The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling all previous resolutions adopted by the GeneraeAsly, the Human Rights
Council and the Commission on Human Rights on thgest, including Assembly resolution
64/151 of 18 December 2009 and Council resolutib®d1 of 26 March 2009, 15/12 of 30
September 2010 and 15/26 of 1 October 2010,

Recalling alsoall relevant resolutions that, inter alia, condeamy State that permits or
tolerates the recruitment, financing, training,easkly, transit or use of mercenaries with the
objective of overthrowing the Governments of StaMembers of the United Nations,
especially those of developing countries, or ofifiigg against national liberation movements,
and recalling further the relevant resolutions amernational instruments adopted by the
General Assembly, the Security Council, the Ecomoanid Social Council, the African Union
and the Organization of African Unity, inter alithe Organization of African Unity
Convention for the elimination of mercenarism irrigd,

Reaffirmingthe purposes and principles enshrined in the €harft the United Nations
concerning the strict observance of the principlesovereign equality, political independence,
the territorial integrity of States, the self-detémation of peoples, the non-use of force or
threat of use of force in international relationsd anon-interference in affairs within the
domestic jurisdiction of States,

Reaffirming alsahat, by virtue of the principle of self-deterniiioa, all peoples have the
right to determine freely their political statusdato pursue freely their economic, social and
cultural development, and that every State haslti to respect this right in accordance with
the provisions of the Charter,

Reaffirming furthethe Declaration on Principles of International Lemncerning Friendly
Relations and Cooperation among States in accoedaith the Charter of the United Nations,

11



Alarmed and concerneabout the threat posed by the activities of medes to peace and
security in developing countries in various paftthe world, in particular in areas of conflict,

Deeply concerneat the loss of life, the substantial damage tgperty and the negative
effects on the policies and economies of affectachtries resulting from international criminal
mercenary activities,

Extremely alarmed and concernembout recent mercenary activities in developing
countries in various parts of the world, in parégecuin areas of conflict, and the threat they
pose to the integrity of and respect for the caumsbinal order of the affected countries,

Recallingthe holding of regional consultations in all fivegions from 2007 to 2010, in
which participants noted that the enjoyment and@ge of human rights were increasingly
impeded by the emergence of several new challeswgeg$rends relating to mercenaries or their
activities and by the role played by private miltaand security companies registered,
operating or recruiting personnel in each regiom axpressing its appreciation to the Office
of the United Nations High Commissioner for Humaghgs for its support for the holding of
those consultations,

Convinced that, notwithstanding the way in which mercenar@s mercenary-related
activities are used or the form they take to aegaisemblance of legitimacy, they are a threat
to peace, security and the self-determination a@fppes and an obstacle to the enjoyment of
human rights by peoples,

1. Reaffirmsthat the use of mercenaries and their recruitnfergncing, protection
and training are causes for grave concern to aieStand violate the purposes and principles
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations;

2. Recognizeshat armed conflicts, terrorism, arms traffickiagd covert operations
by third Powers encourage, inter alia, the demandnircenaries on the global market;

3. Urges once agaimll States to take the necessary steps and tcisgdhe utmost
vigilance against the threat posed by the actwit¥ mercenaries, and to take legislative
measures to ensure that their territories and déngtories under their control, as well as their
nationals, are not used for the recruitment, asierfibancing, training, protection and transit
of mercenaries for the planning of activities dasid)to impede the right to self-determination,
to overthrow the Government of any State or to disioer or impair, totally or in part, the
territorial integrity or political unity of sovergn and independent States conducting
themselves in compliance with the right of peojpteself-determination;

4. Requestsall States to exercise the utmost vigilance agaeusy kind of
recruitment, training, hiring or financing of menzgies by private companies offering
international military consultancy and securityvéegs, and to impose a specific ban on such
companies intervening in armed conflicts or actittndestabilize constitutional regimes;

5. EncouragesStates that import the military assistance, cdasaly and security
services provided by private companies to estabkgjulatory national mechanisms for the
registering and licensing of those companies ireotd ensure that imported services provided
by those private companies neither impede the emgoy of human rights nor violate human
rights in the recipient country;

6. Emphasizes its utmost conceabout the impact of the activities of private
military and security companies on the enjoymenthoiman rights, in particular when
operating in armed conflicts, and notes that pevailitary and security companies and their
personnel are rarely held accountable for violaiohhuman rights;

7. Calls upon all States that have not yet become parties to Itbernational
Convention against the Recruitment, Use, Finaneind) Training of Mercenaries to consider
taking the necessary action to do so;
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8. Welcomedhe cooperation extended by those countries #esived a visit by the
Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a meawvislating human rights and impeding
the exercise of the right of peoples to self-deteation, and the adoption by some States of
national legislation that restricts the recruitmeagsembly, financing, training and transit of
mercenaries;

9. Invites States to investigate the possibility of mercenamplvement whenever
and wherever criminal acts of a terrorist natureuoc

10. Condemnsmercenary activities in developing countries imimas parts of the
world, in particular in areas of conflict, and tteeat they pose to the integrity of and respect
for the constitutional order of these countries Hreexercise of the right to self-determination
of their peoples, and stresses the importancehiWorking Group of looking into sources
and root causes, as well as the political motivetiof mercenaries and for mercenary-related
activities;

11. Calls uponthe international community and all States, inoadance with their
obligations under international law, to cooperaithvand assist the judicial prosecution of
those accused of mercenary activities in transpaogen and fair trials;

12. Acknowledgesvith appreciation the work and contributions magie¢t®e Working
Group, and takes note of its latest refort;

13. Takes note of the summary of the first session of the opedeen
intergovernmental working group to consider thesgulity of elaborating an international
regulatory framework on the regulation, monitoriaugd oversight of the activities of private
military and security companies, and expressesfaation at the participation of experts,
including of the members of the Working Group oa tise of mercenaries, as resource persons
at the above-mentioned session, and requests thkiyasroup and other experts to continue
to do so;

14. Recommendghat all Member States, including those confronteith the
phenomenon of private military and security companias contracting States, States of
operations, home States or States whose natioreaksnaployed to work for a private military
or security company contribute to the work of thgeiw-ended intergovernmental working
group to consider the possibility of elaboratingiaternational regulatory framework on the
regulation, monitoring and oversight of the aci@est of private military and security
companies, taking into account the work done by Werking Group on the use of
mercenaries;

15. Requestghe Working Group to continue the work already @dwy previous
mandate holders on the strengthening of the intiemma legal framework for the prevention
and sanction of the recruitment, use, financing taaitiing of mercenaries, taking into account
the proposal for a new legal definition of a meargrdrafted by the Special Rapporteur in his
report submitted to the Commission on Human Righits sixtieth sessioh;

16. Reiteratedts requests to the Office of the United NatiorighHCommissioner for
Human Rights, as a matter of priority, to publicttee adverse effects of the activities of
mercenaries and private companies offering militsyistance, consultancy and other military
and security-related services on the internatianatket on the right of peoples to self-
determination and, when requested and where negessaender advisory services to States
that are affected by those activities;

17. Requestshe Working Group to continue to monitor merceesrand mercenary-
related activities in all their forms and manifeéstas, including private military and security
companies, in different parts of the world, inchugliinstances of protection provided by
Governments to individuals involved in mercenari\éies;

8 A/HRC/18/32.
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18. Also requestshe Working Group to continue to study and idgngburces and
causes, emerging issues, manifestations and tregdsding mercenaries or mercenary-related
activities and their impact on human rights, pattdy on the right of peoples to self-
determination;

19. Urgesall States to cooperate fully with the Working Gpan the fulfilment of its
mandate;

20. Requeststhe Secretary-General and the High Commissionepriavide the
Working Group with all the assistance and suppedessary for the fulfilment of its mandate,
both professional and financial, including througle promotion of cooperation between the
Working Group and other components of the Unitetidva system that deal with countering
mercenary-related activities, in order to meetdbmands of its current and future activities;

21. Requeststhe Working Group to consult States, intergovenmale and non-
governmental organizations and other relevant aabrivil society in the implementation of
the present resolution, and to report its finditogsthe use of mercenaries as a means of
violating human rights and impeding the exercis¢hefright of peoples to self-determination
to the General Assembly at its sixty-seventh sesaimd to the Human Rights Council at its
twenty-first session;

22. Decidesto continue its consideration of this matter unither same agenda item at
its twenty-first session.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 31 to 11, with 4tabsons. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&smeroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemindia, Indonesia,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Mauritius,gBiiia, Peru, Philippines,
Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegallahd, Uganda, Uruguay

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italygrivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, United States of America

Abstaining:
Maldives, Mauritania, Mexico, Switzerland]

18/5
Human rights and international solidarity

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingall previous resolutions adopted by the CommissioiHuman Rights and the
Human Rights Council on the issue of human rightd aternational solidarity, including
Commission resolution 2005/55 of 20 April 2005, @oili resolutions 6/3 of 27 September
2007, 7/5 of 27 March 2008, 9/2 of 24 September82Q@/9 of 1 October 2009, 15/13 of 30
September 2010 and 17/6 of 16 June 2011, and dadmoision 16/118 of 25 March 2011,
and taking note of the reports submitted by thesjehdent expert on human rights and
international solidarity, in particular the latesport:°

Underliningthe fact that the processes of promoting and ptiagebuman rights should be
conducted in conformity with the purposes and ppies of the Charter of the United Nations
and international law,
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Recalling that, at the World Conference on Human Rightsd hial June 1993, States
pledged to cooperate with each other in ensuringeldpment and eliminating obstacles to
development, and stressed that the internationahnumity should promote effective
international cooperation for the realization of tight to development and the elimination of
obstacles to development,

Reaffirmingthe fact that article 4 of the Declaration on Right to Development states
that sustained action is required to promote mapedrdevelopment of developing countries
and, as a complement to the efforts of developmgtries, effective international cooperation
is essential in order to provide these countrieth whe appropriate means and facilities to
foster their comprehensive development,

Taking into accounthe fact that article 2 of the International Coaenon Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights states that each Staty po the Covenant undertakes to take steps,
individually and through international assistance aooperation, especially economic and
technical, to the maximum of its available resosregth a view to achieving progressively the
full realization of the rights recognized in thev@aant by all appropriate means, including, in
particular, the adoption of legislative measures,

Persuadedhat sustainable development can be promoted dygbel coexistence, friendly
relations and cooperation among States with diffiesecial, economic or political systems,

Reaffirming the fact that the widening gap between econonyicakveloped and
developing countries is unsustainable and thanfiteides the realization of human rights in the
international community and makes it all the manpérative for every nation, according to its
capacities, to make the maximum possible effoddse this gap,

Expressing its concerat the fact that the immense benefits resultiognfthe process of
globalization and economic interdependence haveeaithed all countries, communities and
individuals, and at the increasing marginalizatfoom their benefits of several developing
countries, particularly least developed and Africeountries, as well as the small and
vulnerable economies,

Expressing its deep conceat the number and scale of natural disastersasiéseand
agricultural pests and their increasing impacteicent years, which have resulted in a massive
loss of life and long-term negative social, ecormrand environmental consequences for
developing countries, in particular the most vulide countries throughout the world,

Reaffirming the crucial importance of increasing the resouraiscated for official
development assistance, recalling the pledge afsinidlized countries to allocate 0.7 per cent
of their gross national product for official devefoent assistance, and recognizing the need for
new and additional resources to finance the dewadmp programmes of developing countries,

Reaffirming alsahe fact that the achievement of the MillenniunvBlepment Goals and
the realization of the right to development call &omore enlightened approach, mindset and
action based on a sense of community and intemeltgolidarity,

Determinedto take new steps forward in the commitment ofitlternational community
with a view to achieving substantial progress imhn rights endeavours by an increased and
sustained effort of international cooperation aoiéidarity,

Assertingthe necessity of establishing new, equitable doblaj links of partnership and
intra-generational solidarity for the perpetuatarhnumankind,

Recognizinghat the attention paid to the importance of imtional solidarity as a vital
component of the efforts made by developing coasttd realize the right to development of
their peoples and to promote the full enjoymentodnomic, social and cultural rights by
everyone has been insufficient,

Resolvedo strive to ensure that present generationsudisegware of their responsibilities
towards future ones, and that a better world isiptesfor both present and future generations,
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1. Reaffirmsthe recognition set forth in the declaration adddiy the Heads of State
and Government at the Millennium Summit of the fameéntal value of solidarity to
international relations in the twenty-first century stating that global challenges must be
managed in a way that distributes costs and burfdég, in accordance with basic principles
of equity and social justice, and that those whiteswr benefit least deserve help from those
who benefit most;

2. Affirms that international solidarity is not limited totémnational assistance and
cooperation, aid, charity or humanitarian assistaitcis a broader concept and principle that
includes sustainability in international relatiomspecially international economic relations,
the peaceful coexistence of all members of thenatéonal community, equal partnerships and
the equitable sharing of benefits and burdens;

3. Expresseds determination to contribute to the solutiorcafrent world problems
through increased international cooperation, tatereonditions that will ensure that the needs
and interests of future generations are not jedpaddby the burden of the past, and to hand
over a better world to future generations;

4. Urges the international community to consider urgenthncrete measures to
promote and consolidate international assistanaeteloping countries in their development
endeavours and for the promotion of conditions cone to the full realization of all human
rights;

5. Calls uponthe international community to promote internasibsolidarity and
cooperation as an important tool to help to overeaime negative effects of the current
economic, financial and climate crises, particylaml developing countries;

6. Reaffirmsthe fact that the promotion of international cogpien is a duty for
States, that it should be implemented without amyddionality and on the basis of mutual
respect, in full compliance with the principles apdrposes of the Charter of the United
Nations, in particular respect for the sovereigotyStates, and taking into account national
priorities;

7. Affirms that much more is needed owing to the magnitudglafal and local
challenges, the alarming increase in natural and-made disasters and the continuing rises in
poverty and inequality; ideally, solidarity sholdé preventive rather than simply reactive to
massive irreversible damage already caused, and adasess both natural and man-made
disasters;

8. Recognizeghat there is an overwhelming manifestation ofdsolty by States,
individually and collectively, civil society, globaocial movements and countless people of
goodwill reaching out to others;

9. Also recognizeghat the so-called “third-generation rights” cliys@nterrelated
with the fundamental value of solidarity need ferttprogressive development within the
United Nations human rights machinery in order ® dble to respond to the increasing
challenges of international cooperation in thidfie

10. Requestsall States, United Nations agencies, other relevimernational
organizations and non-governmental organizationsnénstream the right of peoples and
individuals to international solidarity into theiactivities, and to cooperate with the
independent expert on human rights and interndtisol&@darity in her mandate, to supply all
necessary information requested by her and to gmmous consideration to responding
favourably to her requests to visit their countryehable her to fulfil her mandate effectively;

11. Takes notef the note by the Secretariat on the report efitidependent expe't,
and regrets the non-submission of the report regddsy the Human Rights Council in its
resolution 15/13;

1 A/HRC/18/34.
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12. Also takes noteof the work plan presented by the independent reéxjoethe
Human Rights Council at its eighteenth session, esgliests the independent expert to
continue to identify areas to be addressed, tha e@icepts and norms that can form the basis
of a framework, and good practices to inform theurfel development of law and policy with
regard to human rights and international solidarity

13. Requestshe independent expert to continue her work inpgiteparation of a draft
declaration on the right of peoples and individuaisnternational solidarity and in further
developing guidelines, standards, norms and pHiesipvith a view to promoting and
protecting this right by addressing, inter aliaisérg and emerging obstacles to its realization;

14. Also requestghe independent expert to take into account theoowes of all
major United Nations and other global summits ardisterial meetings in the economic,
social and climate fields and to seek views andtridmrtions from Governments, United
Nations agencies, other relevant international mimgdions and non-governmental
organizations in the discharge of her mandate;

15. Takes noteof the steps taken by the drafting group estabtlshy the Human
Rights Council Advisory Committee to consider tigsue, and reiterates its requests to the
Advisory Committee to prepare, in close cooperatidth the independent expert, inputs to
contribute to the elaboration of the draft deciarabn the right of peoples and individuals to
international solidarity, and to the further deymfent of guidelines, standards, norms and
principles with a view to promoting and protectihds right;

16. Requestshe United Nations High Commissioner for Humanh®égto convene in
2012, prior to the twenty-first session of the HumRights Council, a workshop for an
exchange of views on, inter alia, the gender inapiins of international solidarity, the impact
of a right to international solidarity, the role afternational solidarity in achieving the
Millennium Development Goals and the realizationtlbé right to development, with the
participation of representatives from all interds&tates, the independent expert, the members
of the Advisory Committee dealing with this issaed civil society;

17. Requeststhe independent expert to present to the HumarhtRigouncil a
summary of the discussions held at the workshoppirformity with the programme of work
of the Council;

18. Also requestshe independent expert to submit a report on tii@émentation of
the present resolution to the Human Rights Colatdis twenty-first session;

19. Decidesto continue its examination of this issue at wenty-first session under
the same agenda item.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 33 to 12, with 1tabton. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&smeroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemindia, Indonesia,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, M#us, Mexico, Nigeria,
Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, SAualiia, Senegal, Thailand,
Uganda, Uruguay

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italygrivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica

Abstaining:
Mauritania]
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18/6
Promotion of a democratic and equitable internatioml order

The Human Rights Coungil

Recallingall previous resolutions of the General Assembtfyy, Commission on Human
Rights and the Human Rights Council on this issugarticular Assembly resolution 65/223
of 21 December 2010 and Council resolution 8/58&fdne 2008,

Reaffirmingthe commitment of all States to fulfil their oldigpns to promote universal
respect for, and observance and protection ofjuathan rights and fundamental freedoms for
all, in accordance with the Charter of the Uniteatibhs, other instruments relating to human
rights and international law,

Affirming that the enhancement of international cooperafimn the promotion and
protection of all human rights should continue ® darried out in full conformity with the
purposes and principles of the Charter and intenalt law as set forth in Articles 1 and 2 of
the Charter and, inter alia, with full respect ®&wvereignty, territorial integrity, political
independence, the non-use of force or the thredbrof in international relations and non-
intervention in matters that are essentially wittie domestic jurisdiction of any State,

Recallingthe Preamble to the Charter, in particular themheination to reaffirm faith in
fundamental human rights, in the dignity and watflthe human person and in the equal rights
of men and women and of nations large and small,

Reaffirmingthat everyone is entitled to a social and inteomai order in which the rights
and freedoms set forth in the Universal DeclaratibHuman Rights can be fully realized,

Reaffirming alsothe determination expressed in the Preamble toGharter to save
succeeding generations from the scourge of waestablish conditions under which justice
and respect for the obligations arising from tesatnd other sources of international law can
be maintained, to promote social progress and hstéadards of life in larger freedom, to
practise tolerance and good-neighbourliness, andmtploy international machinery for the
promotion of the economic and social advancemeati gfeoples,

Stressingthat the responsibility for managing worldwide Bemic and social issues, as
well as threats to international peace and sequnityst be shared among the nations of the
world and should be exercised multilaterally, ahattin this regard, the central role must be
played by the United Nations as the most univeesal representative organization in the
world,

Consideringthe major changes taking place on the internaltiscene and the aspirations
of all peoples for an international order basedtlm® principles enshrined in the Charter,
including promoting and encouraging respect for anmghts and fundamental freedoms for
all and respect for the principle of equal righted sself-determination of peoples, peace,
democracy, justice, equality, the rule of law, plism, development, better standards of living
and solidarity,

Recognizinghat the enhancement of international cooperatiadhe field of human rights
is essential for the full achievement of the pugso®f the United Nations, including the
effective promotion and protection of all humarhtg

Consideringthat the Universal Declaration of Human Rightsgmions that all human
beings are born free and equal in dignity and sigimid that everyone is entitled to all the rights
and freedoms set out therein, without distinctidnaay kind, such as race, colour, sex,
language, religion, political or other opinion, inatl or social origin, property, birth or other
status,

Reaffirmingthat democracy, development and respect for hurgdits and fundamental
freedoms are interdependent and mutually reinfgrcand that democracy is based on the
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freely expressed will of the people to determineirttown political, economic, social and
cultural systems and their full participation ihadpects of their lives,

Recognizingthat the promotion and protection of human rigsiteuld be based on the
principle of cooperation and genuine dialogue airded at strengthening the capacity of
Member States to comply with their human rightsigailons for the benefit of all human
beings,

Emphasizinghat democracy is not only a political conceptt that it also has economic
and social dimensions,

Recognizingthat democracy, respect for all human rights, udiclg the right to
development, transparent and accountable governandeadministration in all sectors of
society, and effective participation by civil sdgieare an essential part of the necessary
foundations for the realization of social and peegntred sustainable development,

Noting with concerrthat racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia asldted intolerance
may be aggravated by, inter alia, inequitable ithigtion of wealth, marginalization and social
exclusion,

Reaffirming that dialogue among religions, cultures and d@atiions could contribute
greatly to the enhancement of international codperat all levels,

Underlining the fact that it is imperative for the internatdbrcommunity to ensure that
globalization becomes a positive force for all therld’s people and that only through broad
and sustained efforts, based on our common humandil its diversity, can globalization be
made fully inclusive and equitable,

Deeply concernedhat the current global economic, financial, egeemd food crises,
resulting from a combination of several major fastdncluding macroeconomic and other
factors, such as environmental degradation, désatibn and global climate change, natural
disasters and the lack of financial resources &edtéchnology necessary to confront their
negative impact in developing countries, partidylar the least developed countries and small
island developing States, represent a global sizeteat is threatening the adequate enjoyment
of all human rights and widening the gap betweereldped and developing countries,

Stressingthat efforts to make globalization fully inclusivend equitable must include
policies and measures, at the global level, thalespond to the needs of developing countries
and countries with economies in transition and farenulated and implemented with their
effective participation,

Stressing alsdhe need for adequate financing of and technologysfer to developing
countries, in particular landlocked developing doies and small island developing States,
including to support their efforts to adapt to @i change,

Having listenedo the peoples of the world, and recognizing thefirasions to justi7Oce,
to equality of opportunity for all, to the enjoymenf their human rights, including the right to
development, to live in peace and freedom and t@alegarticipation without discrimination in
economic, social, cultural, civil and politicaldif

Recalling Human Rights Council resolutions 5/1, on instdantbuilding of the Council,
and 5/2, on the code of conduct for special proseximandate holders of the Council, of 18
June 2007, and stressing that all mandate holded$ discharge their duties in accordance
with these resolutions and the annexes thereto,

Resolvedto take all measures within its power to securdeaocratic and equitable
international order,

1. Affirmsthat everyone is entitled to a democratic andtablé international order;

2. Also affirmsthat a democratic and equitable international ofdsters the full
realization of all human rights for all;
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3. Declaresthat democracy includes respect for all humantsigind fundamental
freedoms and is a universal value based on théyfeegressed will of people to determine
their own political, economic, social and cultussistems and their full participation in all
aspects of their lives, and reaffirms the needufaversal adherence to and implementation of
the rule of law at both the national and internadidevels;

4. Reaffirmsthe Universal Declaration of Human Rights, in jgaifar the principle
that the will of the people, as expressed througtopic and genuine elections, shall be the
basis of government authority, as well as the righthoose representatives freely through
periodic and genuine elections, which shall be tiyersal and equal suffrage and shall be held
by secret vote or by equivalent free voting procedu

5. Calls uponall Member States to fulfil their commitment exgsed during the
World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimidmt Xenophobia and Related
Intolerance, held in Durban, South Africa, to maizienthe benefits of globalization through,
inter alia, the strengthening and enhancementtefriational cooperation to increase equality
of opportunities for trade, economic growth and t@nsble development, global
communications through the use of new technologied increased intercultural exchange
through the preservation and promotion of cultaligkrsity, and reiterates that only through
broad and sustained efforts to create a sharedefbiased upon our common humanity and all
its diversity can globalization be made fully ingive and equitable;

6. Affirms that a democratic and equitable international ordquires, inter alia, the
realization of the following:

(a) The right of all peoples to self-determinatiby virtue of which they can freely
determine their political status and freely purstieir economic, social and cultural
development;

(b) The right of peoples and nations to permarsavereignty over their natural
wealth and resources;

(c) The right of every human person and all peppdedevelopment;
(d) The right of all peoples to peace;

(e) The right to an international economic ordasdd on equal participation in the
decision-making process, interdependence, muttieteist, solidarity and cooperation among
all States;

® International solidarity, as a right of peapkend individuals;

(9) The promotion and consolidation of transpardatnocratic, just and accountable
international institutions in all areas of coopinat in particular through the implementation of
the principle of full and equal participation irethrespective decision-making mechanisms;

(h) The right to equitable participation of allitkhout any discrimination, in domestic
and global decision-making;

(i) The principle of equitable regional and genbatanced representation in the
composition of the staff of the United Nations syst

)] The promotion of a free, just, effective araldnced international information and
communications order, based on international cajmer for the establishment of a new
equilibrium and greater reciprocity in the inteioatl flow of information, in particular
correcting the inequalities in the flow of inforrwat to and from developing countries;

(K) Respect for cultural diversity and the culturights of all, since this enhances
cultural pluralism, contributes to a wider exchanf&nowledge and understanding of cultural
backgrounds, advances the application and enjoywienniversally accepted human rights
across the world and fosters stable, friendly i@tstamong peoples and nations worldwide;
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0] The right of every person and all peoples tchealthy environment and to
enhanced international cooperation that responfitafely to the needs for assistance of
national efforts to adapt to climate change, paldidy in developing countries, and that
promotes the fulfilment of international agreementthe field of mitigation;

(m) The promotion of equitable access to benéfits the international distribution of
wealth through enhanced international cooperatioparticular in economic, commercial and
financial international relations;

(n) The enjoyment by everyone of ownership of¢chenxmon heritage of mankind in
connection to the public right of access to culture

(0) The shared responsibility of the nations o thorld for managing worldwide
economic and social development, as well as thiteaisternational peace and security, that
should be exercised multilaterally;

7. Stressesthe importance of preserving the rich and diversgune of the
international community of nations and peopleswai as respect for national and regional
particularities and various historical, culturabarligious backgrounds, in the enhancement of
international cooperation in the field of humarhtig

8. Also stresseshat all human rights are universal, indivisibieterdependent and
interrelated and that the international communitystrireat human rights globally in a fair and
equal manner, on the same footing and with the seimghasis, and reaffirms that, while the
significance of national and regional particulastiand various historical, cultural and religious
backgrounds must be borne in mind, it is the dutyStates, regardless of their political,
economic and cultural systems, to promote and prca# human rights and fundamental
freedoms;

9. Urgesall actors on the international scene to buildra@rnational order based on
inclusion, justice, equality and equity, human dignmutual understanding and promotion of
and respect for cultural diversity and universaimaun rights, and to reject all doctrines of
exclusion based on racism, racial discriminati@mophobia and related intolerance;

10. Reaffirmsthat all States should promote the establishmerdintenance and
strengthening of international peace and security, &0 that end, should do their utmost to
achieve general and complete disarmament undesti@feinternational control, as well as to
ensure that the resources released by effectivarmdésnent measures are used for
comprehensive development, in particular that efdaveloping countries;

11. Also reaffirmsthe need to continue working urgently for the lelishment of an
international economic order based on equity, ssgarequality, interdependence, common
interest and cooperation among all States, irrés@eof their economic and social systems,
which shall correct inequalities and redress engstinjustices, make it possible to eliminate the
widening gap between the developed and the dewgjopbuntries and ensure steadily
accelerating economic and social development ardepand justice for present and future
generations;

12. Further reaffirmsthat the international community should devise svagd means
to remove the current obstacles and meet the dgateto the full realization of all human
rights and to prevent the continuation of humanhtdgviolations resulting therefrom
throughout the world;

13. Urges States to continue their efforts, through enhaneggtnational cooperation,
towards the promotion of a democratic and equitatikrnational order;

14. Decidesto establish, for a period of three years, a ngecisl procedures mandate
of independent expert on the promotion of a dentmceand equitable international order, with
the following mandate:
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(a) To identify possible obstacles to the promotmd protection of a democratic and
equitable international order, and to submit pregmand/or recommendations to the Human
Rights Council on possible actions in that regard;

(b) To identify best practices in the promotiord gorotection of a democratic and
equitable international order at the local, natipregional and international levels;

(c) To raise awareness concerning the importafiggamoting and protecting of a
democratic and equitable international order;

(d) To work in cooperation with States in orderfdster the adoption of measures at
the local, national, regional and internationakelevaimed at the promotion and protection of a
democratic and equitable international order;

(e) To work in close coordination, while avoidinmnecessary duplication, with
intergovernmental and non-governmental organizatiother special procedures of the Human
Rights Council, international financial institutenas well as with other relevant actors
representing the broadest possible range of intesrsd experiences, within their respective
mandates, including by attending and following uprelevant international conferences and
events;

)] To integrate a gender perspective and a disebi perspective into his or her
work;

(9) To report regularly to the Human Rights Coulreid the General Assembly in
accordance with their respective programmes of work

(h) To support the strengthening and promotingdefmocracy, development and
respect for human rights and fundamental freedontise entire world;

15. Calls uponall Governments to cooperate with and assistriiegendent expert in
the discharge of his or her mandate, to provide dnirher with all the necessary information
requested by him or her in order to enable himeortd fulfil his or her duties effectively;

16. Requestshe United Nations High Commissioner for Humanh®sgto provide all
the necessary human and financial resources foefteetive fulfilment of the mandate by the
independent expert;

17. Requestghe independent expert to present his or her feport to the Human
Rights Council at its twenty-first session;

18. Requestshe human rights treaty bodies, the Office oflifigh Commissioner, the
special mechanisms extended by the Human Rightsi¢lloand the Human Rights Council
Advisory Committee to pay due attention, withinitheespective mandates, to the present
resolution and to make contributions to its impletation;

19. Calls uponthe Office of the High Commissioner to build upihe issue of the
promotion of a democratic and equitable internatiander;

20. Requestdhe Office of the High Commissioner to bring theegent resolution to
the attention of Member States, United Nations wsgabodies and components,
intergovernmental organizations, in particular tBeetton Woods institutions, and non-
governmental organizations, and to disseminate the widest possible basis;

21. Decidesto continue consideration of this matter undergame agenda item at its
twenty-first session.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 29 to 12, with 5tabsons. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
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Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&soneroon, China, Congo,
Cuba, Dijibouti, Ecuador, Guatemala, India, Indoaesiordan, Kuwait,

Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritius, NigerRhilippines, Qatar, Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Ugaddaguay

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italygrivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica

Abstaining:
Chile, Costa Rica, Mauritania, Mexico, Peru]

18/7

Special Rapporteur on the promotion of truth, justice, reparation and guarantees of non-
recurrence

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the Charter of the United Nations, the UniveBeclaration of Human Rights,
the International Covenant on Economic, Social dhdtural Rights, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the Gen&a@nventions of 12 August 1949 and the
Additional Protocols thereto of 8 June 1977, otlgdevant international human rights law and
international humanitarian law instruments and Yhienna Declaration and Programme of
Action,

Recallingthe set of principles for the protection and prtéio of human rights through
action to combat impunit}? and the updated version of those principfes,

Recalling alsoGeneral Assembly resolution 60/147 of 16 Decen#§®5 on the Basic
Principles and Guidelines on the Right to a Remadg Reparation for Victims of Gross
Violations of International Human Rights Law andriBes Violations of International
Humanitarian Law,

Recalling furtherCommission on Human Rights resolutions 2005/72m@April 2005, on
human rights and transitional justice, 2005/81 dfApril 2005, on impunity, and 2005/66 of
20 April 2005, on the right to the truth, as wedllduman Rights Council resolutions 12/11 of 1
October 2009, on human rights and transitionaigas®/11 of 18 September 2008 and 12/12
of 1 October 2009, on the right to the truth, afd26 of 27 March 2009 and 15/5 of 29
September 2010, on forensic genetics and humatsyigh well as Council decisions 2/105 of
27 November 2006, on the right to the truth. antDa/of 23 March 2007, on transitional
justice,

Recallingthe International Convention for the ProtectionAdf Persons from Enforced
Disappearance, adopted by the General Assemblisinegolution 61/177 of 20 December
2006, in which article 24, paragraph 2, sets oatright of victims to know the truth regarding
the circumstances of the enforced disappearanegrtbgress and results of the investigation
and the fate of the disappeared person, and s¢itsState party obligations to take appropriate
measures in this regard, and the preamble reaffin@gight to freedom to seek, receive and
impart information to that end,

Recalling alsahe report of the Secretary-General on the rulewfand transitional justice
in conflict and post-conflict societidd,including the relevant recommendations contained

12 E/CN.4/Sub.2/1997/20/Rev.1, annex II.
13 E/CN.4/2005/102/Add.1.
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therein, and the report of the Secretary-Genertitleh “Uniting our strengths: enhancing
United Nations support for the rule of laW”,

Noting with appreciatiorthe active engagement of the United Nations, bfiolg the Office
of the United Nations High Commissioner for HumaigHgs, in assisting States to address
gross human rights violations and serious violaiaf international humanitarian law, in
cooperation with and at the request of States,

Recallingits resolutions 5/1, on institution-building oftfHuman Rights Council, and 5/2,
on the code of conduct for special procedures ntartzlders of the Council, of 18 June 2007,
and stressing that the mandate holder shall digehais or her duties in accordance with those
resolutions and the annexes thereto,

Recalling alsaGeneral Assembly resolution 60/251 of 15 March&00

Recognizinghat the special procedure on the promotion dhirjustice, reparations and
guarantees of non-recurrence will deal with sitwai in which there have been gross
violations of human rights and serious violatiohinternational humanitarian law,

Underlining the fact that, when designing and implementing strategpasicies and
measures to address gross human rights violatiods sarious violations of international
humanitarian law, the specific context of eachatitn must be taken into account with a view
to preventing the recurrence of crises and futuoéations of human rights, to ensure social
cohesion, nation-building, ownership and inclusegnat the national and local levels and to
promote reconciliation,

Emphasizinghe importanceof a comprehensive approach incorporating therauige of
judicial and non-judicial measures, including, aipowothers, individual prosecutions,
reparations, truth-seeking, institutional reforratting of public employees and officials, or an
appropriately conceived combination thereof, ineordb, inter alia, ensure accountability,
serve justice, provide remedies to victims, prombgaling and reconciliation, establish
independent oversight of the security system astbre confidence in the institutions of the
State and promote the rule of law in accordanch international human rights law,

1. Decidesto appoint, for a period of three years, a specdgporteur on the
promotion of truth, justice, reparation and guagast of non-recurrence, whose tasks will
include:

(a) To contribute, upon request, to the provisibriechnical assistance or advisory
services on the issues pertaining to the mandate;

(b) To gather relevant information on nationaluattons, including on normative
frameworks, national practices and experienced) asctruth and reconciliation commissions
and other mechanisms, relating to the promotiotruth, justice, reparation and guarantees of
non-recurrence in addressing gross violations ahdru rights and serious violations of
international humanitarian law, and to study tremtisselopments and challenges and to make
recommendations thereon;

(c) To identify, exchange and promote good prastiand lessons learned, as well as
to identify potential additional elements with &wito recommend ways and means to improve
and strengthen the promotion of truth, justicearafion and guarantees of non-recurrence;

(d) To develop a regular dialogue and cooperatih,winter alia, Governments,
international and regional organizations, natiofalman rights institutions and non-
governmental organizations, as well as relevantddriNations bodies and mechanisms;

(e) To make recommendations concerning, inter, gligicial and non-judicial
measures when designing and implementing strateg@ieies and measures for addressing
gross violations of human rights and serious viote of international humanitarian law;

15 A/61/636-S/2006/980.
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® To undertake a study, in cooperation with aeffecting the views of, inter alia,
States and relevant United Nations bodies and nmésing, international and regional
organizations, national human rights institutiomsl aon-governmental organizations, on the
ways and means to implement the issues pertainititetmandate;

(9) To conduct country visits and to respond prbynjo invitations from States;

(h) To participate in and contribute to relevamirnational conferences and events
with the aim of promoting a systematic and cohelgmproach on issues pertaining to the
mandate;

0] To raise awareness concerning the value ofséematic and coherent approach
when dealing with gross violations of human rightsd serious violations of international
humanitarian law, and to make recommendationsigrégard;

()] To integrate a gender perspective throughloeivtork of the mandate;
(K) To integrate a victim-centred approach thraugtthe work of the mandate;
0] To work in close coordination, while avoidinmnecessary duplication, with the

Office of the United Nations High Commissioner fduman Rights, intergovernmental and
non-governmental organizations, other special phoees of the Human Rights Council and
with other relevant actors;

2. Calls uponall Governments to cooperate with and assist texi@l Rapporteur in
the discharge of his or her mandate, to provide tiirher with all the necessary information
requested by him or her and to give serious cordida to responding favourably to his or her
requests to visit their country in order to endbita or her to fulfil his or her duties effectively;

3. Requestshe Secretary-General and the High Commissionprdwide the Special
Rapporteur with all the human, technical and finanassistance necessary for the effective
fulfilment of his or her mandate;

4. Requestshe Special Rapporteur to report annually to theniin Rights Council
and the General Assembly.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/8
Human rights and indigenous peoples

The Human Rights Coungil

RecallingCommission on Human Rights resolutions 2001/5Z4ofpril 2001, 2002/65 of
25 April 2002, 2003/56 of 24 April 2003, 2004/62 2 April 2004 and 2005/51 of 20 April
2005 on human rights and indigenous issues,

Recalling alsoHuman Rights Council resolutions 6/12 of 28 Seen2007, 6/36 of 14
December 2007, 9/7 of 24 September 2008, 12/13@dtbber 2009 and 15/7 of 30 September
2010,

Bearing in mindthat the General Assembly, in its resolution 58/&¥ 20 December 2004,
proclaimed the Second International Decade of tioelt\é Indigenous People,

Recalling the adoption of the United Nations Declaration tba Rights of Indigenous
Peoples by the General Assembly in its resolutibi2®5 on 13 September 2007,

Welcoming General Assembly resolution 65/198 of 21 Decen@tO, in which the
Assembly expanded the mandate of the United Natddokintary Fund for Indigenous
Populations so that it can assist representatifemdigenous peoples’ organizations and
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communities to participate in sessions of the HuRayhts Council and of human rights treaty
bodies, based on diverse and renewed participationin accordance with relevant rules and
regulations, including Economic and Social Counegolution 1996/31 of 25 July 1996, and
inviting States to contribute to the Fund,

Recognizingthe importance to indigenous peoples of revitadjziusing, developing and
transmitting their histories, languages, oral tieds, philosophies, writing systems and
literatures to future generations, and designatamgl retaining their own names for
communities, places and persons,

Recognizing alsdhat the study on education of the Expert Mechani® the Rights of
Indigenous Peopl&Shighlights the fact that education is an importaay to contribute to the
maintenance of indigenous cultures,

Recognizing furthethe need to find ways and means of promoting tigipation of
recognized indigenous peoples’ representativeshan Wnited Nations system on issues
affecting them, given that they are not always piged as non-governmental organizations,

1. Welcomeghe report of the United Nations High CommissiofeerHuman Rights

on the rights of indigenous peopf€sand requests the High Commissioner to continue to
submit to the Human Rights Council an annual repaortthe rights of indigenous peoples
containing information on relevant developmentfiiman rights bodies and mechanisms and
activities undertaken by the Office of the High Guissioner at Headquarters and in the field
that contribute to the promotion of, respect fod #me full application of the provisions of the
United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indiges Peoples, and follow-up on the
effectiveness of the Declaration;

2. Also welcomeshe work of the Special Rapporteur on the righHtsndigenous
peoples and the official visits he has made inpst year, takes note with appreciation of his
report'® and encourages all Governments to respond favtyu@his requests for visits;

3. Requestshe Special Rapporteur to report on the implent@mtaf his mandate to
the General Assembly at its sixty-seventh session;

4. Welcomeghe work of the Expert Mechanism on the Righttndigenous Peoples
and takes note with appreciation of the reportt®ifoiurth sessiof’

5. Also welcomeghe practice adopted during the third and foughs®ns of the
Expert Mechanism of devoting specific time to thiscdssion of updates relevant to past
mandated thematic studies of the Expert Mechanisoogmmends that the Expert Mechanism
adopt this practice on a permanent basis, and eagesl States to continue to participate in and
contribute to these discussions;

6. EncouragesStates to consider, in cooperation with indigenpesples and on the
basis of past advice of the Expert Mechanism,atiitg and strengthening, as appropriate,
legislative and policy measures that prioritize eation in the design and implementation of
national development strategies affecting indigesnpeoples, including measures that will
strengthen the culture and languages of indigepeosles;

7. Welcomesthe completion by the Expert Mechanism of its ffirudy on
indigenous peoples and the right to participatelénision-making’ and the inclusion of the
examples of good practices at different levels @fision-making therein, including those in
connection with the activities of extractive indies, and encourages all interested parties to
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consider them a practical guide on how to attagngbals of the United Nations Declaration on
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples;

8. Requestshe Expert Mechanism to continue to build on itevipus studies,
including its study on indigenous peoples and ibbtrto participate in decision-making, as
laid out in the Expert Mechanism'’s latest report;

9. Also requestshe Expert Mechanism to prepare a study on the eblanguages
and culture in the promotion and protection of tlghts and identity of indigenous peoples,
and to present it to the Human Rights Councilsatvitenty-first session;

10. Further requestdhe Expert Mechanism to undertake, with the amstst of the
Office of the High Commissioner, a questionnairseek the views of States on best practices
regarding possible appropriate measures and impl@tien strategies in order to attain the
goals of the United Nations Declaration on the Rigif Indigenous Peoples;

11. Welcomesthe adoption of General Assembly resolution 65/1i®8which the
Assembly decided to organize a high-level plenapetimg of the General Assembly, to be
known as the World Conference on Indigenous Peppielse held in 2014, in order to share
perspectives and best practices on the realizafitime rights of indigenous peoples, including
to pursue the objectives of the United Nations Bxatlon on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples,
and stresses the importance of the open-ended ltatiens that will be conducted by the
President of the Assembly with Member States ant wpresentatives of indigenous peoples
in order to determine the modalities for the megtincluding the participation of indigenous
peoples in the Conference;

12. Also welcomesin this regard, the preparatory process, andestguthe Expert
Mechanism, in accordance with General Assemblyluéiso 65/198, to discuss the upcoming
World Conference and, together with other relevar@chanisms on indigenous peoples’
issues, to contribute to the exploration of the alibies for the meeting, including indigenous
peoples’ participation in the World Conference &agreparatory process;

13. Requeststhe Secretary-General, in cooperation with theic®ffof the High
Commissioner, the Office of Legal Affairs and othretevant parts of the Secretariat, to
prepare a detailed document on the ways and mdgm®moting participation at the United
Nations of recognized indigenous peoples’ repredimels on issues affecting them, given that
they are not always organized as non-governmentghnizations, and on how such
participation might be structured, drawing fronteinalia, the rules governing the participation
in various United Nations bodies by non-governmiemtganizations (including Economic and
Social Council resolution 1996/31) and by natidmainan rights institutions (including Human
Rights Council resolution 5/1 of 18 June 2007 amn@ission on Human Rights resolution
2005/74 of 20 April 2005), and to present it to @@uncil at its twenty-first session;

14. Decidesto hold, on an annual basis and within existirgpreces, a half-day panel
discussion on the rights of indigenous peoples andhis regard, to hold, at its twenty-first
session, a half-day panel discussion on accesstiog by indigenous peoples;

15. Welcomesghe role of national human rights institutionsaédished in accordance
with the principles relating to the status of na#b institutions for the promotion and
protection of human rights (Paris Principles) irvaating indigenous issues, and encourages
such institutions to develop and strengthen thejpacities to fulfil that role effectively,
including with the support of the Office of the HigCommissioner and, in that regard,
welcomes the initiative by the Office and natiomaiman rights institutions to develop an
operational guide for such institutions with thgealive of attaining the goals of the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous ghexy and encourages its widest
dissemination upon its completion;

16. Also welcomeghe ongoing cooperation and coordination among Special
Rapporteur, the Permanent Forum on Indigenous dssumel the Expert Mechanism, and
requests them to continue to carry out their tasks coordinated manner, and welcomes, in
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this regard, their permanent effort to promote Whméted Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples;

17. Reaffirmsthat the universal periodic review, together wilie United Nations
treaty bodies, are important mechanisms for thenption and protection of human rights and,
in that regard, encourages effective follow-up occegpted universal periodic review
recommendations concerning indigenous peopleselisas/ serious consideration to follow-up
to treaty body recommendations on the matter;

18. Encourageshose States that have not yet ratified or accedatie Indigenous
and Tribal Peoples Convention, 1989 (No. 169) ef lthternational Labour Organization to
consider doing so, and to consider supporting thited Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples, and welcomes the increaseasuppStates for that Declaration;

19. Welcomesthe fourth anniversary of the adoption of the BaitNations
Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peopled, @mcourages States that have endorsed it
to take measures to pursue the objectives of thedabBaion in consultation and cooperation
with indigenous peoples, where appropriate;

20. Also welcomesthe establishment of the United Nations-Indigendeoples
Partnership, and encourages the Partnership ty oartrits mandate regarding the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenouspfenthrough the mobilization of resources
and in close cooperation and coordination with €taindigenous peoples, Human Rights
Council mechanisms, United Nations bodies and dgenelating to indigenous peoples,
national human rights institutions and other stakadrs;

21. Decides to continue consideration of this question at #urkl session in
conformity with its annual programme of work.

35th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/9
Resumption of the rights of membership of Libya inthe Human Rights Council

The Human Rights Coungil
Recallingparagraph 14 of its resolution S-15/1 of 25 Felyr 2811,

Recalling alsoGeneral Assembly resolution 65/265 of 1 March 20itl which the
Assembly decided to suspend the rights of membeisithe Human Rights Council of Libya,

1. Welcomesthe commitments made by Libya to uphold its ohlayes under
international human rights law, to promote and gecbhuman rights, democracy and the rule of
law, and to cooperate with relevant internationamhn rights mechanisms, including the
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner fduman Rights and the international
commission of inquiry established by the Human Rigbouncil in its resolution S-15/1;

2. Recommendshat the General Assembly lift the suspension hef tights of
membership of Libya in the Human Rights Councitaturrent session.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]
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18/10
Human rights and issues related to terrorist hostag-taking

The Human Rights Coungil
Guidedby the Charter of the United Nations,

Recallingprevious resolutions of the General Assembly,Gbenmission on Human Rights
and the Human Rights Council on hostage-takinghwman rights and terrorism and on the
promotion and protection of human rights while dewimg terrorism, in particular Assembly
resolutions 61/172 of 19 December 2006 and 64/16880oDecember 2009, Commission
resolutions 2004/44 of 19 April 2004 and 2005/318fApril 2005, Council resolution 13/26
of 26 March 2010, Council decision 15/116 of 7 eto 2010 and President’s statement
PRST/1/2 of 13 November 20086,

Recalling alsathe mandate of the Human Rights Council as séh farGeneral Assembly
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006,

Recalling furtherits resolution 5/1 on institution-building of thuman Rights Council of
18 June 2007,

Underlining the importance of all General Assembly resolutionaneasures to eliminate
international terrorism, including Assembly resaos 46/51 of 9 December 1991, 60/288 of 8
September 2006 and 64/297 of 8 September 201 0eafiirming commitments to the United
Nations Global Counter-Terrorism Strategy andatg fillars,

Noting Security Council resolutions 1904 (2009) of 17 &aber 2009, 1963 (2010) of 20
December 2010 and 1989 (2011) of 17 June 2011,

Underlining the importance of the ratification of all relevanternational conventions
against terrorism, especially the International @onion for the Suppression of the Financing
of Terrorism and the International Convention agathe Taking of Hostages,

Reaffirmingin particular that peace and security, development and humétsraye the
interrelated pillars of the United Nations systend renewing its commitment to strengthen
international cooperation to prevent and combabtesm,

Reaffirmingthat the promotion and protection of human rigbtsall and the rule of law
are essential to the fight against terrorism, agxbgnizing that effective counter-terrorism
measures and the protection of human rights areawfticting goals but are complementary
and mutually reinforcing,

Expressing concerrat the increase in incidents of kidnapping andtdgestaking by
terrorists and their negative impact on the retibnaand the enjoyment of human rights,

Bearing in mindthat the Security Council, in its resolution 196810), noted with
concern that terrorism continues to pose a setlmest to international peace and security, the
enjoyment of human rights and the social and ecina®velopment of all Member States,
and undermines global stability and prosperityt the& threat has become more diffuse, with
an increase, in various regions of the world, afowést acts, and recognized that development,
peace and security and human rights are interlimke&tmutually reinforcing,

1. Recognizeshe need to reflect on the question of human sigimd issues related
to terrorist hostage-taking;

2. Notes with appreciatiothe holding of a panel discussion on the issubunfian
rights in the context of action taken to addreseotest hostage-taking by the Human Rights
Council at its sixteenth session;
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3. Takes notef the summary of the panel’s deliberations pregary the Office of
the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rgh

4. Reaffirmsthat all acts of terrorism, including acts of lamg-taking, wherever and
by whomever they are committed, are serious criameed at the destruction of human rights
and are, under all circumstances, unjustifiable;

5. Recognizeshat the issue of hostage-taking by terrorist ggoposes a humber of
challenges and has an adverse impact not only enpthtection of the human rights of
hostages but also on the protection and enjoymemhese rights by those living in local
communities, including in terms of socio-econommgpact and development, in the countries
of the regions affected by this scourge, and ega®esoncern at the fact that actions or
measures taken to obtain the release of hostagesangound this adverse impact;

6. Requestghe Advisory Committee to prepare a study on #mie described in
paragraph 5 above for the purposes of promotingreavess and understanding, paying
particular attention to its impact on human rigatsl the role of regional and international
cooperation in this field;

7. Encouragesthe Advisory Committee, when elaborating the abmentioned
study, to take into account, as appropriate, andftain from duplicating the work done on the
issue by competent United Nations bodies and mesimzn and therefore to adhere strictly to
the provisions contained in General Assembly regmu60/251 and Human Rights Council
resolution 5/1;

8. Requeststhe Advisory Committee to submit the study to tHaman Rights
Council at its twenty-third session and to presantinterim report thereon at its twenty-first
session.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/11
Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the implicatias for human rights of the
environmentally sound management and disposal of kardous substances and wastes

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the Charter of the United Nations, the UniveBeclaration of Human Rights,
the International Covenant on Economic, Social dhdtural Rights, the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the \fiarDeclaration and Programme of Action,

Bearing in mindparagraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 60£#515 March 2006,

Recalling Human Rights Council resolutions 5/1, on instdantbuilding of the Council,
and 5/2, on the code of conduct for special proseximandate holders of the Council, of 18
June 2007, and stressing that the mandate hold#rdibcharge his/her duties in accordance
with those resolutions and the annexes thereto,

Recalling alsoHuman Rights Council resolution 9/1 of 24 SeptemB808 and all
resolutions of the Commission on Human Rights anativerse effects of the movement and
dumping of toxic and dangerous products and wastethe enjoyment of human rights, in
particular resolutions 1995/81 of 8 March 1995,420@ of 16 April 2004 and 2005/15 of 14
April 2005,

Affirming that the transboundary and national movementstlamdlumping of hazardous
substances and waste may constitute a serioud taréwee full enjoyment of human rights,

21 A/HRC/18/29.
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Affirming alsothat the way hazardous substances and wastesaagged throughout their
lifecycle, including manufacturing, distributionses and final disposal, may have an adverse
impact on the full enjoyment of human rights,

Reiteratingthat all human rights are universal, indivisibfeerdependent and interrelated,

Reaffirmingthat the international community must treat alinan rights in a fair and equal
manner, on the same footing and with the same esigpha

Recognizingthe importance of not duplicating the work that thinited Nations is
advancing under multilateral environmental agredmesuch as the Basel Convention on the
Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardousté#aand their Disposal, the Stockholm
Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants and Rlo¢terdam Convention on the Prior
Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardousn@itals and Pesticides in International
Trade, to globally ensure the environmentally soumehagement and disposal of hazardous
substances and wastes,

1. Takes noteof the work undertaken by the Special Rapportaurttee adverse
effects of the movement and dumping of toxic andggaous products and wastes on the
enjoyment of human rights in carrying out his maaga

2. Decidesto extend the mandate, with the new title of SpleRiapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the environmentalound management and disposal of
hazardous substances and wastes, for a furthemdpefrthree years;

3. Requestshe Special Rapporteur to continue to includeisnréport to the Human
Rights Council comprehensive information on the eadg effects that the improper
management and disposal of hazardous substancesamtels may have on the enjoyment of
human rights, which may include information on:

(a) Human rights issues relating to transnaticr@iporations and other business
enterprises regarding environmentally sound managemand disposal of hazardous
substances and wastes;

(b) The question of rehabilitation of and assistario victims of human rights
violations relating to the management and dispoShhzardous substances and wastes;

(c) The scope of national legislation in relattorthe implications for human rights of
the management and disposal of hazardous substandegastes;

(d) The human rights implications of waste-reaygliprogrammes, the transfer of
industries, industrial activities and technologfesm one country to another and their new
trends, including e-wastes and the dismantlinchgfss

(e) The question of the ambiguities in internatiomnstruments that allow the
movement and dumping of hazardous substances astdsyand any gaps in the effectiveness
of international regulatory mechanisms;

4. Encourageghe Special Rapporteur to carry out his mandatgdse cooperation
with the United Nations Environment Programme, vafeé United Nations agencies, such as
the World Health Organization and the Internatidratbour Organization, and the secretariats
of relevant international environmental conventjongth a view to mainstreaming human
rights into their work and avoiding duplication;

5. Requeststhe Special Rapporteur to develop, in consultatigith relevant
stakeholders and with the support of the Officehef United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights, a set of best practices with regarthé¢ implications for human rights of the
environmentally sound management and disposal pérbaus substances and wastes, to be
annexed to his final report to the Human Rights @iy

6. Calls uponcountries to facilitate the work of the SpeciapRarteur by providing
information and inviting him to undertake countigits;
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7. Encourageshe Special Rapporteur, in accordance with hisdagnand with the
support and assistance of the Office of the Highm@dssioner, to continue to provide
Governments with an appropriate opportunity to oaspto allegations transmitted to him and
reflected in his report, and to have their obséowst reflected in his report to the Human
Rights Council;

8. Requestshe Secretary-General and the High Commissionprdwide the Special
Rapporteur with all the necessary assistance éetfective fulfilment of his mandate;

9. Decidesto continue consideration of this matter under shene agenda item, in
accordance with its programme of work.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/12
Human rights in the administration of justice, in particular juvenile justice

The Human Rights Coungil

Recallingthe Universal Declaration of Human Rights andelivant international treaties,
including the International Covenant on Civil andlifical Rights and the Convention on the
Rights of the Child,

Bearing in mindthe numerous other international standards anch&ian the field of the
administration of justice, in particular of juvemijustice, including the Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners, the Unitedidda Standard Minimum Rules for the
Administration of Juvenile Justice (the “Beijing IBs"),?* the Basic Principles for the
Treatment of Prisoneféthe Body of Principles for the Protection of AkfBons under Any
Form of Detention or Imprisonmefitthe United Nations Guidelines for the Preventidn o
Juvenile Delinquency (the Riyadh Guidelindsand the United Nations Rules for the
Protection of Juveniles Deprived of their Liberthg Havana Rulesf the Guidelines for
Action on Children in the Criminal Justice Systethe( Vienna Guidelines) and the
Guidelines on Justice in Matters involving Chilccliins and Witnesses of Crimi@,

Welcomingthe United Nations Rules for the Treatment of WonRrisoners and Non-
custodial Measures for Women Offenders (the Bangkakes), adopted by the General
Assembly in its resolution 65/229 on 21 Decembet®@Cs a recent development for due
consideration, and the Salvador Declaration on Qehmmsive Strategies for Global
Challenges: Crime Prevention and Criminal Justiget&ns and Their Development in a
Changing World, adopted by the Assembly in its n&tsmn 65/230 of 21 December 2010,

Recallingall resolutions of the Human Rights Council, then@nission on Human Rights,
the General Assembly and the Economic and Socialn€ib relevant to the subject, in
particular Human Rights Council resolutions 7/2928f March 2008 and 10/2 of 25 March
2009, Assembly resolutions 62/158 of 18 Decemb&7263/241 of 24 December 2008 and
65/231 of 21 December 2010, and Economic and S@aahcil resolution 2009/26 of 30 July
2009,

General Assembly resolution 40/33, annex.

General Assembly resolution 45/111, annex.

General Assembly resolution 43/173, annex.

General Assembly resolution 45/112.

General Assembly resolution 45/113.

Economic and Social Council resolution 1997/30,eann
Economic and Social Council resolution 2005/20 eann
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Noting with interesthe adoption by the Human Rights Committee ofj@aeral comments
No. 21, on the humane treatment of prisoners deg@rof their liberty, and No. 32, on the right
to equality before courts and tribunals and toimatfal, and the adoption by the Committee on
the Rights of the Child of its general comments N&. on children’s rights in juvenile justice,
and No. 13, on the rights of the child to freedoamf all violence,

Bearing in mindits decision to devote the 2012 full-day meetimgtioe rights of the child
to the question of children and the administratibjustice,

Acknowledginghe efforts made by the Secretary-General on imipgothe coordination of
United Nations activities in the field of admingstion of justice, the rule of law and juvenile
justice,

Noting with appreciationthe important work of the Office of the United Meits High
Commissioner for Human Rights, the United Natiori8c® on Drugs and Crime, the United
Nations Children’s Fund, the Special Representativéhe Secretary-General on Violence
against Children and the Special RepresentativéhefSecretary-General on Children and
Armed Conflict in the field of the administratiomjastice,

Noting with satisfactiorthe work of the Interagency Panel on Juvenileidaisand its
members, including the United Nations Children’siiuthe Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, the United Natiori8c® on Drugs and Crime, the United
Nations Development Programme, the Department at&eeping Operations, the Committee
on the Rights of the Child and various non-govemtaleorganizations, in particular their
coordination in providing technical advice and sissice in juvenile justice, and the active
participation of civil society in its respective o

Reaffirmingthat an independent and impartial judiciary, atejpendent legal profession
and the integrity of the judicial system are edséprerequisites for the protection of human
rights and for ensuring that there is no discrirtiorain the administration of justice,

Emphasizingthat the right to access to justice for all formws important basis for
strengthening the rule of law through the admiaigtn of justice,

Recalling that every State should provide an effective fraorm in which to pursue
remedies to redress human rights grievances aatiools,

Recalling alsothat the social rehabilitation of persons depriegdheir liberty shall be
among the essential aims of the criminal justicetesy, ensuring, as far as possible, that
offenders are willing and able to lead a law-algdamd self-supporting life upon their return to
society,

Recognizinghe importance of the principle that, except fayge lawful limitations that are
demonstrably necessitated by the fact of incarierapersons deprived of their liberty shall
retain their non-derogable human rights and akkiottuman rights and fundamental freedoms,

Aware of the need for special vigilance with regard lte specific situation of children,
juveniles and women in the administration of justiin particular while deprived of their
liberty, and their vulnerability to violence, abuggustice and humiliation,

Reaffirming that the best interests of the child must be angmy consideration in all
decisions concerning deprivation of liberty and, particular, that depriving children and
juveniles of their liberty should be used only ameasure of last resort and for the shortest
appropriate period of time, in particular beformlifrand the need to ensure that, if they are
arrested, detained or imprisoned, children showdseparated from adults, to the greatest
extent feasible, unless it is considered in th&d&hbest interest not to do so,

Reaffirming alsathat the best interests of the child shall berapartant consideration in
all matters concerning the child related to seritenof his or her parents or, where applicable,
legal guardians or primary caregivers,



1. Welcomesthe latest reports of the Secretary-General stibdhito the Human
Rights Council on human rights in the administratid justice, including juvenile justic®;

2. Reaffirmsthe importance of the full and effective implenagian of all United
Nations standards on human rights in the admiristraf justice;

3. Calls uponStates to spare no effort in providing for effeetlegislative, judicial,
social, educative and other relevant mechanismgeszkdures, as well as adequate resources,
to ensure the full implementation of those stanslaadd invites them to take into consideration
the issue of human rights in the administrationjustice in the universal periodic review
procedure;

4. Invites Governments to include in their national developmelans the
administration of justice as an integral part oé tevelopment process, and to allocate
adequate resources for the provision of legal aidices with a view to the promotion and
protection of human rights, and invites the intéioraal community to respond favourably to
requests for financial and technical assistancetHferenhancement and strengthening of the
administration of justice;

5. Stressesthe special need for national capacity-building tire field of the
administration of justice, in particular to estahliand maintain stable societies and the rule of
law in post-conflict situations, through reformtbé judiciary, the police and the penal system,
as well as juvenile justice reform;

6. Invites Governments to provide for training, including iemacist, multicultural
and gender-sensitive and child rights traininghiman rights in the administration of justice,
including juvenile justice, for all judges, lawyegrosecutors, social workers, immigration,
correction officers and police officers and othewofpssionals working in the field of
administration of justice;

7. EncouragesStates to pay due attention to the United NatiBudes for the
Treatment of Women Prisoners and Non-custodial Messfor Women Offenders when
developing and implementing relevant legislationpgedures, policies and practices, and
invites relevant special procedures mandate hqldkes Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, the United Natioric® on Drugs and Crime and all other
relevant organizations to take these rules intsic@mation in their activities;

8. Recognizeghat every child and juvenile in conflict with thewv must be treated in
a manner consistent with his or her rights, digaityl needs, in accordance with international
law, bearing in mind relevant international stamidaon human rights in the administration of
justice, and calls on States parties to the Comwermin the Rights of the Child to abide strictly
by its principles and provisions;

9. EncouragesStates that have not yet integrated children’seissn their overall
rule of law efforts to do so, and to develop anglament a comprehensive juvenile justice
policy to prevent and address juvenile delinqueasywvell as with a view to promoting, inter
alia, the use of alternative measures, such agsiiveand restorative justice, and ensuring
compliance with the principle that deprivation iifelrty of children should only be used as a
measure of last resort and for the shortest apatepperiod of time, as well as to avoid,
wherever possible, the use of pretrial detentiorchildren;

10. EncouragesStates to foster close cooperation between thie¢usectors, different
services in charge of law enforcement, social weléand education sectors in order to promote
the use and improved application of alternative suess in juvenile justice;

11. Stresseghe importance of including rehabilitation andntegration strategies for
former child offenders in juvenile justice policjes particular through education programmes,
with a view to their assuming a constructive rolsaciety;

2 A/HRC/14/34 and 35.
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12. EncouragesStates not to set the minimum age of criminal eespbility at too
low an age level, bearing in mind the emotionalptakand intellectual maturity of the child,
and, in this respect, refers to the recommendatiche Committee of the Rights of the Child
to increase their lower minimum age of criminalp@ssibility without exception to the age of
12 years as the absolute minimum age, and to eentmincrease it to a higher age level;

13. Urges States to ensure that, under their legislation jradttice, neither capital
punishment nor life imprisonment without the posgibof release is imposed for offences
committed by persons under 18 years of age;

14. Calls uponStates to enact or review legislation to ensusg¢ #my conduct not
considered a criminal offence or not penalizedoimmitted by an adult is not considered a
criminal offence and not penalized if committed dychild, in order to prevent the child’s
stigmatization, victimization and criminalization;

15. Urges States to take all appropriate measures so tlidrem who are victims of
human trafficking are not subject to criminal s@ms$ for their involvement in unlawful
activities to the extent that such involvement iglieect consequence of their situation as
trafficked persons;

16. EncouragesStates to collect relevant information concerrchddren within their
criminal justice systems so as to improve their initration of justice, while being mindful of
the children’s right to privacy, with full respedbr relevant international human rights
instruments, and bearing in mind applicable intdomal standards on human rights in the
administration of justice;

17. Calls upon States to consider establishing independent radtion subnational
mechanisms to contribute to monitoring and safetjogrthe rights of children, including
children within their criminal justice systems, aondaddress children’s concerns;

18. Stressesthe importance of paying greater attention to ihgact of the
imprisonment of parents on their children, whiletimgp with interest the day of general
discussion on the theme “The situation of childoéimcarcerated parents “, to be organized in
2011 by the Committee on the Rights of the Child;

19. Urges States to take all necessary and effective messimeluding legal reform
where appropriate, to prevent and respond to athdoof violence against children within the
justice system;

20. Invites States, upon their request, to benefit from tezdinadvice and assistance
in juvenile justice provided by the relevant Unitdthtions agencies and programmes, in
particular the Interagency Panel on Juvenile Jaistit order to strengthen national capacities
and infrastructures in the field of the administmatof justice, in particular juvenile justice,
encouraging States to provide the secretariat efRhnel and its members with adequate
resources;

21. Calls uponrelevant special procedures of the Human RightsnCib to give
special attention to  questions relating to the atife protection of human rights in the
administration of justice, including juvenile justi and to provide, wherever appropriate,
specific recommendations in  this regard, includipgposals for advisory services and
technical assistance measures;

22. Calls uponthe United Nations High Commissioner for Humanhigo reinforce
advisory services and technical assistance relatingtional capacity-building in the field of
the administration of justice, in particular juMeniustice;

23. Notes with appreciatiothe decision to establish an open-ended intergovental
expert group to exchange information on best prastias well as on national legislation and
existing international law, and on the revisioneaisting United Nations standard minimum
rules for the treatment of prisoners so that theflect recent advances in correctional science
and best practices, with a view to making recomragads to the Commission on Crime
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Prevention and Criminal Justice on possible nesppstand, in this regard, invites the expert
group to benefit from the expertise of the Offidelee High Commissioner and other relevant
stakeholders;

24. Invites the Office of the High Commissioner to collaboratéithin existing
resources, with the United Nations Office on Dragsl Crime and the Special Representative
of the Secretary-General on Violence against Childn the organization of an expert
consultation on prevention of and responses toemim# against children within the juvenile
justice system, and to submit a report thereon;

25. Requestghe High Commissioner to submit an analytical rego the Human
Rights Council at its twenty-first session on thetpction of human rights of juveniles
deprived of their liberty, mindful of all applicablhuman rights standards and taking into
account the work of all relevant human rights meéras of the United Nations;

26. Decidesto continue its consideration of this issue uritter same agenda item in
accordance with its annual programme of work.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/13
The role of prevention in the promotion and protecion of human rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingthe obligation of States under the Charter of Winited Nations to promote
universal respect for and observance of humangightl fundamental freedoms,

Reaffirming alsathe Universal Declaration of Human Rights and enna Declaration
and Programme of Action, and recalling the Intaomal Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, the International Covenant on Economic,i@and Cultural Rights and other human
rights instruments, as well as the outcomes of midjuted Nations conferences and relevant
resolutions adopted by the General Assembly anéithean Rights Council,

Recalling the role of the Human Rights Council in the pre¢i@n of human rights
violations through cooperation and dialogue, inoadance with General Assembly resolution
60/251 of 15 March 20086,

Reaffirmingthat all human rights are universal, indivisibtgerrelated, interdependent and
mutually reinforcing, and that all human rights mhs treated in a fair and equal manner, on
the same footing and with the same emphasis,

Expressing concerabout continued human rights violations aroundwhbed,

RecallingHuman Rights Council resolutions 5/1 and 5/2 ofiie 2007, and 16/21 of 25
March 2011,

Recalling alsdtHuman Rights Council resolution 14/5 of 17 Jun@®0

1. Affirms the importance of effective preventive measuresagsart of overall
strategies for the promotion and protection ohalinan rights;

2. Recognizeghat States have the primary responsibility fog romotion and
protection of all human rights, including the pretien of human rights violations, and that
this responsibility involves all branches of thatst

3. Stresseshat States should promote supportive and enaklinironments for the
prevention of human rights violations, includingter alia, by:

(@) Considering ratifying international human tigbonventions and covenants;
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(b) Fully implementing international human rightsnventions and covenants to
which they are party;

(c) Developing good governance, democratic systethe rule of law and
accountability;

(d) Adopting policies to ensure the enjoymentlbhaman rights;

(e) Addressing all forms of discrimination, as & factors, inter alia, inequality and
poverty, that may lead to situations in which hurrights violations are committed;

® Promoting a free and active civil society;

(9) Promoting freedom of expression;

(h) Ensuring, where they exist, strong and inddpeh national human rights

institutions, in accordance with the principlesatilg to the status of national institutions for
the promotion and protection of human rights (tae$Principles);

0] Promoting human rights education and trainingparticular for State actors;
()] Ensuring an independent and functioning jualigj
(K) Fighting corruption;

4. Welcomesthe role of national human rights institutions dantributing to the
prevention of human rights violations, and encoesa§tates to strengthen the mandate and
capacity of such institutions, where they existet@ble them to fulfil this role effectively in
accordance with the Paris Principles;

5. Acknowledgeshat the Human Rights Council shall, inter aliantibute, through
dialogue and cooperation, to the prevention of hunights violations and respond promptly to
human rights emergencies;

6. Welcomeghe submission of the report of the Office of theited Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on the Workshop @Rble of Prevention in the Promotion
and Protection of Human Righisand takes note of the conclusions and recommendati
therein;

7. Stressesthe need to further develop and raise awarenestheofconcept of
prevention of human rights violations in order tceurage its reflection in relevant policies
and strategies at the national, regional and iateynal levels;

8. Recognizethe need for further research to assist Statébeatrequest, and other
stakeholders to understand and mainstream theofolgrevention into the promotion and
protection of human rights;

9. Encourageghe Office of the High Commissioner to prepareglomse cooperation
with the mandate holders of the Human Rights Cdumgihin existing resources, a practical
toolkit to support States and other stakeholdensnidberstanding the role of prevention in the
promotion and protection of human rights, and tespnt the toolkit to the Council at its
twenty-second session;

10. Decidesto continue consideration of the matter underdhme agenda item, in
conformity with its annual programme of work

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

30 A/HRC/18/24.
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18/14
Regional arrangements for the promotion and protedon of human rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling General Assembly resolution 32/127 of 16 Decemb@r7 and subsequent
Assembly resolutions on regional arrangements Her gromotion and protection of human
rights, the latest being resolution 63/170 of 1&&msber 2008,

Recalling alsoCommission on Human Rights resolution 1993/51 d¥l&ch 1993 and
subsequent Commission resolutions in this regard,Human Rights Council resolutions 6/20
of 28 September 2007 and 12/15 of 1 October 2009,

Bearing in mindparagraph 5 (h) of General Assembly resolutio26D/of 15 March 20086,
in which the Assembly decided that the Human RigBwuncil should work in close
cooperation with regional organizations,

Bearing in mind alsahe Vienna Declaration and Programme of Actiompaed by the
World Conference on Human Rights on 25 June 199 hweiterates, inter alia, the need to
consider the possibility of establishing regionaldasubregional arrangements for the
promotion and protection of human rights where ttheyot already exist,

Reaffirmingthe fact that regional arrangements play an ingmbrtole in promoting and
protecting human rights and should reinforce ursaehuman rights standards, as contained in
international human rights instruments,

1. Takes note with appreciatioof the report of the Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights on the workslampenhancing cooperation between
international and regional mechanisms for the pttiomaand protection of human righitsheld
in Geneva on 3 and 4 May 2010, including its cosiclns and recommendations;

2. Welcomeshe progress made by Governments in the estaldishaf regional and
subregional arrangements for the promotion andeptioin of human rights and their
achievements in all regions of the world;

3. Expresses its appreciatidar the interregional efforts made by the Membet&s
of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation, as rfested by the establishment of the
Independent Permanent Human Rights Commission;

4, Requeststhe High Commissioner to hold, in 2012, a workshap regional
arrangements for the promotion and protection afidm rights to take stock of developments
since the workshop in 2010, including a thematiscdssion based on the concrete and
practical experience of regional mechanisms, ireotd share information on best practices,
lessons learned and new possible forms of cooperatvith the participation of relevant
experts from international, regional, subregionad &terregional human rights mechanisms,
as well as of Member States, observers, nationahahu rights institutions and non-
governmental organizations;

5. Also requestshe High Commissioner to present to the Human ®Riglouncil, at
its twenty-second session, a report containingnansary of the discussions held at the above-
mentioned workshop and of the progress towardgtpéementation of the present resolution.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

31 A/HRC/15/56.
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18/15
The incompatibility between democracy and racism

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, @tearter of the United Nations,
the International Covenants on Human Rights, tierihational Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and othereeant international documents,

Recallingthe commitment reached in the Vienna Declaratiod Brogramme of Action
concerning the elimination of racism, racial disunation, xenophobia and related intolerance,

Recalling alsothe Durban Declaration and Programme of Actiorgpaed in September
2001 at the World Conference against Racism, R&isdrimination, Xenophobia and Related
Intolerance,

Recalling furtherHuman Rights Council decision 2/106 of 27 NovemR&06 and
Commission on Human Rights resolutions 2000/40 @fApril 2000, 2001/43 of 23 April
2001, 2002/39 of 23 April 2002, 2003/41 of 23 ARDO3, 2004/38 of 19 April 2004 and
2005/36 of 19 April 2005, on the incompatibilityttveen democracy and racism,

Acknowledginghat the Durban Declaration and Programme of Actio its paragraphs 81
and 85, and the outcome document of the DurbaneRe@ionference, in its paragraphs 10 and
11, recognize the incompatibility between democrang racism,

Remaining alarmedy the rise of racism, racial discrimination, xphobia and related
intolerance in political circles, in the spherepablic opinion and in society at large,

Acknowledginghat the United Nations Declaration on the Rigiftthdigenous Peoples, in
its second, third and fifth preambular paragrapespgnizes, inter alia, that the diversity and
richness of civilizations and cultures constitdte tommon heritage of humankind,

Recognizingthat individuals belonging to groups in a vulndealsituation, such as
migrants, refugees, asylum-seekers and personadietpto national or ethnic, religious and
linguistic minorities, continue to be the main uics of violence and attacks perpetrated or
incited by extremist political parties, movements groups,

Reaffirmingthat acts of racial violence do not constitutdtiamte expressions of opinion,
but rather unlawful acts or offences, and that aftsacism and discrimination endorsed by
Governments and public authorities may threatenodeacy,

Recognizinghe importance of freedom of speech and expressidithe fundamental role
of education and other active policies in the proamoof tolerance and respect for others and
in the construction of pluralistic and inclusivecidies,

1. Reaffirmsthat racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia aathted intolerance
condoned by governmental policies violate humarhtsigas established in the relevant
international and regional human rights instrumeatsl may endanger friendly relations and
cooperation among nations, international peacesandrity and the harmony of persons living
side by side within one and the same State;

2. Also reaffirmsthat any form of impunity condoned by public autties for
crimes motivated by racist and xenophobic attitydlags a role in weakening the rule of law
and democracy and tends to encourage the recuroésceh acts;

3. Emphasizes that democracy, transparent, responsible, accblentaand
participatory governance responsive to the needsaapirations of the people, and respect for
human rights, fundamental freedoms and the ruldaef are essential for the effective
prevention and elimination of racism, racial disgriation, xenophobia and related
intolerance;



4. Also emphasizethat the elimination of all forms of discriminaticas well as
diverse forms of intolerance, the promotion andgxtion of rights of indigenous peoples and
the respect for ethnic, cultural and religious déity contribute to strengthening and
promoting democracy and political participation;

5. Condemngolitical platforms and organizations based orisrac xenophobia or
doctrines of racial superiority and related disénation, as well as legislation and practices
based on racism, racial discrimination, xenophand related intolerance, as incompatible
with democracy and transparent and accountablerganee;

6. UrgesStates to reinforce their commitment to promoteremce and human rights
and to fight against racism, racial discriminati@anophobia and related intolerance as a way
to strengthen democracy, the rule of law and traresg and accountable governance;

7. Also urgesStates to ensure that their political and legadteayps reflect the
multicultural diversity within their societies thrgh promoting diversity, and to improve
democratic institutions, making them more fully fgapatory and inclusive and avoiding
marginalization and exclusion of, and discriminatagainst, specific sectors of society;

8. Underlinesthe key role that political leaders and politipalties can and ought to
play in strengthening democracy by combating racismial discrimination, xenophobia and
related intolerance, and encourages political @artid take concrete steps to promote respect,
solidarity and tolerance, and, in that respectpgeizes, inter alia, that developing voluntary
codes of conduct that include internal disciplinangasures for violations thereof, so their
members refrain from public statements and actibas encourage or incite racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerames, help combat such manifestations;

9. Emphasizeghe obligations of States under international laws, applicable, to
exercise due diligence to prevent crimes againgtants perpetrated with racist or xenophobic
motivations, to investigate such crimes and to glurthe perpetrators, and that not doing so
violates — and impairs or nullifies the enjoymeiit-e the human rights and fundamental
freedoms of victims, and urges States to reinfoneasures in this regard;

10. Also emphasizeshat human rights education and training is a kegl in
countering the rise of extremist political partiespvements and groups, and that educational
measures are crucial in promoting human rightsdamocratic values at an early age;

11. Stresseshe need to increase appropriate preventive messor eliminate all
forms of racial discrimination, emphasizes the ingat role that Governments, political
leaders, international and regional organizatioasional human rights institutions, the media,
non-governmental organizations and civil society ptay in developing such measures, and
encourages them to remain vigilant against the tpatien of racist and xenophobic ideas into
the political platforms of democratic parties;

12. EncouragesStates to consider developing public informatiord eawareness-
raising and education campaigns with a transdis@p} approach with a view to combating
discrimination and intolerance;

13. Stressesthe need to implement fully the obligations undkee International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of RdciBiscrimination as the principal
convention in the fight against racism;

14. Invitesthe relevant mechanisms of the Human Rights Cband United Nations
treaty bodies to continue to pay particular attemtio violations of human rights stemming
from the rise of racism and xenophobia in politiciatles and society at large, especially with
regard to their incompatibility with democracy;
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15. Takes noteof the report of the Special Rapporteur on contnany forms of
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and eslaintolerance on the implementation of
General Assembly resolution 65/£8@nd its pertinent recommendations;

16. Invitesthe United Nations High Commissioner for HumanHhgsgto report to the
Human Rights Council at its twenty-first session the implementation of the present
resolution.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/16
Technical assistance for the Sudan in the field dtfuman rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the principles and objectives of the Chartethef United Nations, the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and other relevantimsents,

Reaffirmingthe obligation of States to promote and protechduu rights and fundamental
freedoms,

Emphasizinghat States have primary responsibility for themotion and protection of all
human rights,

Recognizinghe developments taking place in the Sudan, amefforts of the Government
of the Sudan in the promotion and protection of Aomights,

1. Takes not& of the report of the independent expert on theasibn of human
rights in the Sudan and the addendum thereto, s$tdshto the Human Rights Council at its
eighteenth session;

2. Commendsthe cooperation extended by the Government ofShdan to the
independent expert and to the United Nations anat#@i Union missions in the Sudan in the
field of human rights and international humanitariaw;

3. Also commendthe efforts made by the Government of the Sudarbpmpleting
the implementation process of the ComprehensivecdPdegreement, and appreciates the
genuine role played by the Government in holding thistoric referendum on self-
determination for South Sudan as scheduled from1%tJanuary 2011, and urges all parties to
continue their efforts to implement the remainifdigations stipulated in the Agreement;

4, Expressests appreciationto the Government of the Sudan for its immediate
recognition of the State of South Sudan;

5. Welcomeghe signing of the Doha Document for Peace in adnd urges non-
signatory groups to join it without delay;

6. Also welcomeshe continued work of the Sudanese Advisory CdunciHuman
Rights aimed at the promotion and protection of Aamghts in the country;

7. Welcomeshe submission by the Government of the Sudatsdirst report under
the universal periodic review mechanidhthe adoption of its outconi@and the commitment
made by the Government to implement accepted re@mations, and notes that a number of

32 A/HRC/18/44.
33 A/HRC/18/40 and Add.1.
34 A/HRC/WG.6/11/SDN/L.
%5 A/HRC/18/6.



those recommendations call for the provision ofpsup and technical assistance to the
Government;

8. Notes with concerthe humanitarian situation in the provinces oftBdtordofan
and Blue Nile, and calls upon all parties to makerg effort to immediately end violence and
halt clashes, to facilitate access for humanitasissistance and to take action to strengthen the
respect of the rule of law in the two provinces] émrespect all human rights and fundamental
freedoms;

9. RequestdMember States, relevant United Nations agenciek séakeholders to
support the national efforts of the Governmenthef Sudan with a view to further improving
the human rights situation in the country, andetgpond to its requests for technical assistance;

10. Urgesthe Office of the United Nations High Commissiofier Human Rights to
provide the Sudan with the necessary technical@tgmd training;

11. Decidesto renew for a period of one year the mandatéefindependent expert
on the situation of human rights in the Sudan uradgmda item 10, requests the independent
expert to engage with the Government of the Sud@h & view to identifying areas of
assistance that will aid the Sudan to fulfil itsyfan rights obligations, and to submit a report to
the Human Rights Council for consideration at iwgenty-first session, and requests the
Secretary-General to provide the independent expithtall the assistance necessary for him
to discharge his mandate fully;

12. Decidesto consider this issue in accordance with its pgogne of work under
agenda item 10.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/17
Technical assistance and capacity-building for SobtSudan in the field of human rights

The Human Rights Coungil
Welcominghe Republic of South Sudan as a new State andbdeaf the United Nations,

Guidedby the Charter of the United Nations, the UniveBeaclaration of Human Rights,
the African Charter on Human and Peoples’ Rightsratevant human rights treaties,

Reaffirming the commitment of all States to promote and ptotagman rights and
fundamental freedoms as enshrined in, inter dfia, Gharter of the United Nations and the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and the gaddion of all States to comply with
international human rights treaties to which they zarty,

Welcomingthe commitment of the Government of South Sudaprtomote and respect
human rights and fundamental freedoms,

Reaffirmingthat States have primary responsibility for thermpotion and protection of
human rights,

Recallingthe reports of the Special Rapporteur and thepeddent expert on the situation
of human rights in the Sudan, and the findingsraedmmendations contained therein,

1. Welcomeghe establishment of the Republic of South Suda#@ duly 2011 upon
its proclamation as an independent State;

2. Also welcomeghe commitments made by the Government of Soutttasuo
strengthen national mechanisms of promotion anteption of human rights, and calls on the
Government to implement those commitments;
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3. Calls uponthe Government of South Sudan to strengthen oggodaoperation
with the United Nations Mission in South Sudan esues pertaining to the promotion and
protection of human rights, and calls upon alliparto make every effort to prevent violence;

4. Encouragesthe international community to provide the Goveemiof South
Sudan with technical and financial assistance arglpport its efforts to promote and protect
human rights;

5. Invites the Office of the United High Commissioner for Ham Rights, in
collaboration with the Government of South Sudanidentify and assess areas of assistance
and, upon its request, to assist the Governmeitsirfforts to promote and protect human
rights;

6. Calls upon States Members of the United Nations, in the fraork of
international cooperation, relevant United Natioagencies and international financial
institutions, to provide the Government of Souttd&uy upon its request, with appropriate
technical assistance and capacity-building to ptemespect for human rights;

7. Requeststhe Office of the High Commissioner to present eport on the
implementation of the present resolution to the ldnnRights Council at its twenty-first
session.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/18
Enhancement of technical cooperation and capacitytlilding in the field of human rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Guided by the purposes and principles of the United Nesigparticularly with regard to
achieving international cooperation in promotingl @mcouraging respect for human rights and
for fundamental freedoms for all without distinctias to race, sex, language or religion,

Reaffirmingthe obligation of States under the Charter of Winited Nations to promote
universal respect for and observance of humangightl fundamental freedoms,

Recognizinghat the enhancement of international cooperas@ssential for the effective
promotion and protection of human rights,

Emphasizingthat the promotion and protection of human rigstieuld be based on the
principles of cooperation and genuine dialogue amded at strengthening the capacity of
States to comply with their human rights obligasidoar the benefit of all human beings,

Recalling the mandate of the Human Rights Council to promadeisory services,
technical assistance and capacity-building, to tmviged in consultation with and with the
consent of States concerned, and provisions in €brgsolutions 5/1 and 5/2 of 18 June 2007
and 16/21 of 25 March 2011, which aim to enableGbancil to fulfil such a mandate,

Reaffirming the resolutions of the Commission on Human Rigtat provided the
foundation for advisory services and technical @vapon in the field of human rights, in
particular resolutions 1993/87 of 10 March 1993 2664/81 of 21 April 2004,

Acknowledgingone of the responsibilities of the United Natidfigh Commissioner for
Human Rights and his/her Office in providing adwisservices and technical and financial
assistance, at the request of the State concemitl,a view to supporting actions and
programmes in the field of human rights,

Acknowledgingalso the role and potential impact of the activitiestlud relevant agencies
of the United Nations and international and regiarganizations, as well as the contribution
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of civil society organizations in providing Stategh technical support and assistance on the
basis of needs and requests of the States concertieglimplementation of their human rights
obligations and their voluntary pledges and committs, including accepted universal
periodic review recommendations,

Reaffirmingthe important and constructive role played by texisnational human rights
institutions in the promotion and protection of ramrights, in particular in their advisory
capacity to the competent authorities,

1. Reaffirmsthat States have the primary responsibility foe firomotion and
protection of all human rights;

2. Emphasizeshe need to promote a cooperative and construefiygoach for the
promotion and protection of human rights, as welt@enhance the role of the Human Rights
Council in promoting advisory services, technicgdistance and capacity-building, particularly
through discussions held under agenda item 10;

3. Decides to hold, within the framework of agenda item 4@, annual thematic
discussion to promote the sharing of experiencesbmst practices and technical cooperation
in the promotion and protection of human rights;

4. Also decideghat the theme and work format of the discusstuall be approved
by the Human Rights Council on an annual basis]ina with Human Rights Council
resolution 5/1 and 16/21, and that the first distusto be held at the nineteenth session of the
Council shall be based on the theme “Sharing ot Ipeactices and promoting technical
cooperation: paving the way towards the seconceaytthe universal periodic review”;

5. Requestshe Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@r Human Rights
to liaise with States, relevant United Nations lesdind agencies, relevant special procedures
and other stakeholders, including, where applicathlese involved in technical cooperation
projects that demonstrate best practices, consteuengagement and positive impact on the
ground, with a view to ensuring their participatiarthe discussion;

6. Takes noteof the information on technical assistance andaciy-building
provided in the annual report of the Office of tHegh Commissioner, and encourages the
Office to make available to the public, through riéports and website, on the basis of the
request for technical cooperation and capacitydngl submitted by the State concerned,
information on:

(a) Technical assistance and capacity-buildingvidedl by the Office and other
relevant United Nations agencies to States in thplamentation of their human rights
obligations and voluntary pledges and commitmeimisjuding their accepted universal
periodic review recommendations;

(b) The ongoing needs of States, with the consktiite State concerned, for technical
assistance from the Office and other relevant ritations agencies;

(c) Areas of technical assistance where more resslware needed;

7. Invitesthe High Commissioner to make an annual presemtatinder agenda item

10, on the overview of and successes, best practice challenges in technical assistance and
capacity-building efforts, particularly those praed by the Office of the High Commissioner
and relevant United Nations agencies, starting fileentwentieth session of the Council;

8. Invitesthe Chairperson of the Board of Trustees of th@ddrNations Voluntary
Fund for Technical Cooperation in the Field of HmrRights to present a comprehensive
report on the Board’s work to the Human Rights Qaluon an annual basis, starting from the
twentieth session of the Council, and encourageshairpersons of the boards of trustees of
other funds administered by the Office of the H@bmmissioner to support activities in the
area of technical assistance and capacity-builtimgake a presentation at the same session;
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9. EncouragesMembers and observers of the Human Rights Cotimailse, where
relevant, the general debate under agenda itemsl@ @latform to share experiences,
challenges and information on assistance need#tkiimplementation of their human rights
obligations and voluntary pledges and commitmeimsluding accepted universal periodic
review recommendations, as well as their achievésnand good practices in the area of
technical cooperation in the field of human righgarticularly in response to the information
on technical assistance and capacity-building pledifor under paragraphs 7 and 8 above;

10. Emphasizeghat the discussion to promote technical coopamaéind capacity-
building in the Human Rights Council should be lohea consultations with and the consent
of the States concerned, and should take into atdbeir needs and aim to make a concrete
impact on the ground, while the provision of tedahiassistance shall be provided upon the
request of States concerned;

11. EncouragesStates in need of assistance to consider reqgdsihnical assistance
from the Office of High Commissioner and the Unifgdtions representation at the national
and regional levels in the implementation of thieiiman rights obligations and voluntary
pledges and commitments, including accepted ural@eriodic review recommendations, and
strongly encourages the Office of the High Commissi and respective United Nations
representations to respond favourably to such stgue

12. Stresseshe importance of enhancing coordination betwéenQffice of the High
Commissioner and other United Nations agencieseir technical cooperation and capacity-
building efforts, and encourages the sharing obrimfition on a regular basis among the
Office, other relevant United Nations agencies #nedStates concerned on technical assistance
and capacity-building efforts undertaken at théomad level,

13. Encouragespecial procedures mandate holders, in theiraotEm with States, to
share information of their knowledge relating testypractices and the possibility of technical
assistance and capacity-building in the promotioa jprotection of human rights within their
respective mandates;

14. Calls for enhanced voluntary contributions for the relevdnited Nations funds
to support technical assistance and capacity-tmgjldncluding the United Nations Voluntary
Fund for Technical Cooperation in the Field of HumRights, the Voluntary Fund for
Participation in Universal Periodic Review Mechamiand the Voluntary Fund for Financial
and Technical Assistance for the Implementationtlef Universal Periodic Review, and
encourages States to make contribution to thesdsfispecially those who have not yet done
Sso.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/19
Technical assistance and capacity-building for Yenrein the field of human rights

The Human Rights Coungil

Having conductedbroad consultations and discussions with the Gowent of Yemen,
and commending the cooperation that the Governrhaast manifested in dealing with the
mission of the Office of the United Nations Highr@missioner for Human Rights that visited
Yemen from 28 June to 6 July 2011, upon the inwitadf the Government, and based on the
recommendations contained in the report of theimid%as well as the comments provided by
the Government on the report and the said recomatiems, and the statement made by the
Government to the Human Rights Council at the presession,

% A/HRC/18/21.
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1. Takes noteof the report of the United Nations High Commisgip for Human
Rights1l on the assessment mission to Yemen andntbeactive dialogue held during the
eighteenth session of the Human Rights Councilyels as the statements, observations and
comments made by the Government of Yemen;

2. Calls uponthe Government of Yemen and the other parties ddress the
recommendations made in the report of the High Cmsioner, while acknowledging the
Government's response during the interactive disogn addition to the State’s formal
replies, comments on the report and willingnessdoperate with the United Nations and the
Office of the High Commissioner;

3. Notes the announcement of the Government of Yemen thawili launch
transparent and independent investigations, whiithadhere to international standards, into
credible documented allegations of human rightsatiimns through an independent committee
and in consultation with political parties;

4. Calls uponall parties to cooperate with the above-mentiangdstigations;
5. Condemnasll violations of human rights in Yemen by all pes;
6. Reiteratesthe commitments and obligations of the Governmaintvemen to

promote and protect human rights;

7. Calls uponall parties to move forward with negotiations aniaclusive, orderly
and Yemeni-led process of political transition dre tbasis of the initiative of the Gulf
Cooperation Council;

8. Calls uponthe Government of Yemen and the High Commissitaatevelop a
framework for continued dialogue and strengthenaaperation in the field of human rights,
and the international community to support thisperation;

9. Invitesthe Office of the High Commissioner to coordinaith donors on ways to
assist the Government of Yemen and non-governmenggnizations with capacity-building
for the establishment of a national human righssitution;

10. Requestshe Office of the High Commissioner to present@gpess report on the
situation of human rights in Yemen and the follog/to the present resolution to the Human
Rights Council at its nineteenth session.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/20
Panel on the promotion and protection of human rigks in a multicultural context,
including through combating xenophobia, discriminaton and intolerance

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the purposes and principles of the Chartehefnited Nations, the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and other relevantimsents,

Reaffirmingthe pledge made by all States under the Chart@grdmote and encourage
respect for human rights and fundamental freedamnsalf, without distinction as to race, sex,
language or religion,

Reaffirming alsathat, as stated in the Universal Declaration ofmdn Rights, all human
beings are born free and equal in dignity and sigimtd that everyone is entitled to all the rights
and freedoms set forth in the Declaration, withdistinction of any kind, such as race, colour,
sex, language, religion, political or other opinierational or social origin, property, birth or
other status,
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Recalling the 2005 World Summit Outcome adopted by the G#n&ssembly in its
resolution 60/1 of 16 September 2005, in whichAlssembly emphasized the responsibilities
of all States, in conformity with the Charter, &spect human rights and fundamental freedoms
for all, without distinction of any kind as to raamlour, sex, language or religion, political or
other opinion, national or social origin, propenyth or other status, and acknowledged the
importance of respect and understanding for raligiand cultural diversity throughout the
world,

Welcomingthe resolve expressed in the United Nations Millem Declaration, adopted
by the General Assembly in its resolution 55/2 oS&tember 2000, to take measures to
eliminate the increasing acts of racism and xenbjgh@n many societies and to promote
greater harmony and tolerance in all societies, &wking forward to its effective
implementation at all levels,

Reaffirmingthe landmark importance of the Vienna Declaratiod Programme of Action
in the pursuit of the universal promotion and petitn of human rights and its continued
relevance in responding to contemporary challenges,

Recalling the Convention on the Protection and Promotiorthef Diversity of Cultural
Expressions, approved by the General Conferencehef United Nations Educational,
Scientific and Cultural Organization on 20 OctoB@65,

Recalling also that cultural diversity, flourishing within a frawork of democracy,
tolerance, social justice and mutual respect betwemples and cultures is indispensible for
peace and security at the local, national andnaténal levels,

Recognizinghe importance of cultural diversity for the fodlalization of the human rights
and fundamental freedoms proclaimed in the Univddsalaration of Human Rights and other
universally recognized instruments,

Recognizingalso the contribution that diverse cultures have beeaking to the
development and promotion of human rights and forefgal freedoms,

Bearing in mindthat multiculturalism, solidarity, respect andet@ince can play an
important role in the promotion and protection afnfan rights by combating xenophobia,
violence and discrimination,

Bearing in mindalsothat the promotion and upholding of tolerancepees, pluralism and
diversity is essential for the promotion and pratecof human rights in multicultural contexts
and, in particular, for combating racism, xenophobitolerance and discrimination,

Recallingthe primary responsibility of States in the promwotand protection of human
rights,

Recallingalsothat, as expressed in the Universal Declaratio@uwltural Diversity, no one
may invoke cultural diversity to infringe upon theman rights guaranteed by international
law, nor to limit their scope,

1. Emphasizethat the universal promotion and protection of harrights, including
cultural rights, and mutual respect for culturaledsity should reinforce each other;

2. Stresseghe importance of adopting policies that ensura-digcrimination and
equitable access to social, political and econorigbts, thus reducing disadvantage and
inequality;

3. Decidesto convene, within existing resources, at its tiigth session, a panel
discussion on the promotion and protection of humights in a multicultural context,
including through combating xenophobia, discrimimatand intolerance;

4. Requestshe Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@r Human Rights
to liaise with relevant special procedures andtyrémdies, States and other stakeholders,
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including relevant United Nations bodies and agesiciwith a view to ensuring their
participation in the panel discussion;

5. Also requestghe Office of the High Commissioner to prepareeport on the
outcome of the panel discussion in the form ofrarsary.

36th meeting
29 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 37 to 1, with 8 absbns. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&smeroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemadia, Indonesia, Italy,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mtania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, Peru, Philippines, QatRuyssian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay

Against:
United States of America

Abstaining:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Polaf®&public of Moldova,
Romania, Switzerland]

18/21
The human rights of migrants

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingthe Universal Declaration of Human Rights, whigbgiaims that all human
beings are born free and equal in dignity and sigimid that everyone is entitled to all the rights
and freedoms set out therein, without distinctiéraimy kind, in particular as to race, colour,
sex, language, religion, political or other opinigrational or social origin, property, birth or
other status,

Recalling the International Covenant on Civil and Politidaights, the International
Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, €onvention against Torture and Other
Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishptéet Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination against Women, the Cention on the Rights of the Child, the
International Convention on the Elimination of &Albrms of Racial Discrimination, the Vienna
Convention on Consular Relations, the ConventiorihenRights of Persons with Disabilities
and the International Convention on the Protectibthe Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families, and the relevance dadetteeaties in the protection of all migrants,

Recallingalso previous resolutions of the General Assembly,Goenmission on Human
Rights and the Human Rights Council on the prodectf the human rights of migrants, and
the work of various special mechanisms of the Cibuhat have reported on the situation of
human rights and fundamental freedoms of migrants,

Recalling further the importance of the decent work agenda of thermational Labour
Organization, including for migrant workers, theglgi fundamental Conventions of that
Organization and the Global Jobs Pact adopted dyriternational Labour Conference at its
ninety-eighth session, as a general framework wigttiich each country can formulate policy
packages specific to its situation and nationabniieés in order to promote a job-intensive
recovery and sustainable development,

Recalling General Assembly resolution 65/170 of 20 Decemd@iO, in which the
Assembly acknowledged the important nexus betwesterriational migration and
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development and the need to deal with the challeage opportunities that migration presents
to countries of origin, transit and destination,

Acknowledginghe successful negotiation of International Lab@uyanization Convention
No. 189 concerning Decent Work for Domestic Workadopted on 16 June 2011,

Recognizingthe efforts made to ensure respect for the hunghtsr and fundamental
freedoms of migrants,

Reaffirmingthe resolveo take further measures to ensure respect fopestéction of the
human rights of migrants, migrant workers and mamsbétheir families,

Bearing in mindthe obligations of States under international lasvapplicable, to exercise
due diligence to prevent crimes against migramsluding those perpetrated with racist or
xenophobic motivations, to investigate such crired to punish the perpetrators, and that not
doing so violates — and impairs or nullifies thejogment of — the human rights and
fundamental freedoms of victims, and urging Stategeinforce measures in this regard,
including international cooperation,

Bearing in mind alsahat the exercise of human rights and fundamérgaoms may only
be subject to limitations and restrictions as pdledi by international law,

Recalling that migrant workers are among the most vulnerabléhe context of the
financial and economic crisis and that remittanagkich are significant private financial
sources for households, have been negatively affeby rising unemployment and weak
earnings growth among migrant workers in some e@sbf destination,

Expressing concerthat female migrant workers engaged in domesticices are among
the most vulnerable groups of migrant workers, safhehom are subject to a widespread
pattern of physical, sexual and psychological atarsg exposure to health and safety threats
without adequate information about associated @sidsprecautions,

Expressing concern alsat the fact that the vulnerable situation of migsamay result in
violations of their human rights in countries oigim, transit and destination,

Recallingthe Global Forum on Migration and Development pes; including the debates
on migratory mobility, which emphasize the impodarof facilitating access to regular forms
of migration and, where applicable, to social sesj including health, that contribute to the
strengthening of the personal development prospauats outcomes for migrants and their
families,

Considering that migrants who are non-documented or in angideg situation are
frequently employed under less favourable conditioh work than other workers, and that
certain employers find this an inducement to seaihdabour in order to reap the benefits of
unfair competition,

Emphasizingthe global character of the migratory phenomenthe importance of
international, regional and bilateral cooperatiow ¢he need to protect the human rights of
migrants, particularly at a time when migrationwk have increased in the globalized
economy and take place in a context of new secooitygerns,

Mindful of the facthat, in the fulfilment of their obligations togiect human rights, States
of origin, transit and destination can benefit freamemes of international cooperation,

1. Takes noteof the report of the Special Rapporteur on the dumights of
migrants®’
2. Calls uponStates that have not yet signed, ratified or aeded the International

Convention on the Protection of the Rights of Aligkant Workers and Members of Their
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Families to consider doing so as a matter of gsipdnd requests the Secretary-General to
continue his efforts to promote and raise awareogse Convention;

3. Stresseshe obligation of States to protect the humantsgii migrants, regardless
of their legal status, and also to take into actdbe principles and standards set forth in
relevant international instruments that protecolakrelated human rights;

4. Expressedts concernat legislation and measures adopted by some Statemay
restrict the human rights and fundamental freedofsigrants, and reaffirms that, when
exercising their sovereign right to enact and imm@at migratory and border security
measures, States have the duty to comply with tbbligations under international law,
including international human rights law, in orderensure full respect for the human rights of
migrants;

5. Calls uponall States to ensure that their immigration pelcare consistent with
their obligations under international human rights;

6. Reaffirmsthe fact that all migrants are entitled to equaltgction by the law, and
that all persons, regardless of their migratoryustaare equal before the courts and tribunals
and, in the determination of his/her rights andgations in a suit at law, are entitled to a fair
and public hearing by a competent, independenirapdrtial tribunal established by law;

7. Also reaffirmsthe rights set forth in the Universal DeclaratminHuman Rights
and the obligations of States under the Internati@ovenants on Human Rights and, in this
regard, strongly condemns the manifestations artd at racism, racial discrimination,
xenophobia and related intolerance against migramisthe stereotypes often applied to them,
including on the basis of religion or belief, anthes States to apply and, where needed,
reinforce existing laws when xenophobic or intoféracts, manifestations or expressions
against migrants occur, in order to eradicate intguor those who commit xenophobic and
racist acts;

8. Requestall States to firmly protect the human rights dfrants relating to their
conditions of work, regardless of their migratotatas, in particular the right to equal pay for
equal work;

9. Stresseghat migrants have the right, without any discnation, to just and
favourable conditions of work and should have tpprapriate means to pursue that right,
including through the protection of the rights teapeful assembly and to freedom of
association;

10. Reaffirmsthat, once a migrant assumes an employment redtip, regardless of
their immigration status, the State in which hesloe is employed has the obligation to ensure
the respect of their labour-related human rigless@ntained in the international instruments to
which the State is a party;

11. Welcomegprogrammes and policies implemented by some Stdtetestination
that promote the full respect of the labour-relatadhan rights of migrants, regardless of their
immigration status, as well as initiatives of Ssabé origin to promote labour markets;

12. Urges all States to strengthen measures to protect tineah rights of migrant
workers in times of humanitarian crisis;

13. Encouragesountries of origin, transit and destination tekséchnical assistance
and/or to collaborate with the Office of the Unitlidtions High Commissioner for Human
Rights to better promote and protect the humartgighmigrants;

14. Requestshe Special Rapporteur on the human rights of anigr to continue his
efforts to promote and support the building of ggeaynergies between States to strengthen
cooperation for the protection of the human rigiftall migrant workers and their families;

15. Also requestghe Special Rapporteur to continue to report ost Ipeactices of
States to protect the human rights of all migraotkers.
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37th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/22
Human rights and climate change

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the Charter of the United Nations, and reafiimgrthe Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, the International Covenant on EcongrSiocial and Cultural Rights, the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rightind the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action,

Bearing in mindthat 2011 marks the twenty-fifth anniversary oé theclaration on the
Right to Development,

Recallingits resolutions 7/23 of 28 March 2008 and 10/28fMarch 2009, on human
rights and climate change, and 16/11 of 24 Marct120n human rights and the environment,

Reaffirming the United Nations Framework Convention on Clim&bange and the
objectives and principles thereof, and emphasitiag parties should, in all climate change-
related actions, fully respect human rights as eiated in the outcome of the sixteenth session
of the Conference of the Parties to the Convenflon,

Reaffirmingalsothe commitment to enable the full, effective andtained implementation
of the United Nations Framework Convention on CtlienaChange through long-term
cooperative action, now, up to and beyond 2012yrder to achieve the ultimate objective of
the Convention,

Reaffirmingfurther the Rio Declaration on Environment and DevelopmAgenda 21, the
Programme for the Further Implementation of Age@dathe Johannesburg Declaration on
Sustainable Development and the Plan of Implemientatf the World Summit on Sustainable
Development, and recognizing that human beingsathe centre of concerns for sustainable
development and that the right to development rbesfulfilled so as to equitably meet the
developmental and environmental needs of presehfidnre generations,

Welcomingthe decision to organize, in June 2012, the UnNedions Conference on
Sustainable Development in Rio de Janeiro, andh¢gakibte of the invitation of the General
Assembly, in its resolution 64/236 of 20 Decemb@®2, to organizations and bodies of the
United Nations to contribute to the preparatorycess for the Conference,

Recognizingthe challenges of climate change to developmedttanthe progress made
towards the achievement of the Millennium Developtn8oals, in particular with regard to
the goals on the eradication of extreme poverty lamgger, on environmental sustainability
and on health,

Acknowledgingthat, as stated in the United Nations Frameworkv€ation on Climate
Change, the global nature of climate change callstie widest possible cooperation by all
countries and their participation in an effectivedaappropriate international response, in
accordance with their common but differentiatedpoesibilities and respective capabilities
and their social and economic conditions,

Acknowledgingalso that, as stated in the United Nations FrameworkvEation on
Climate Change, responses to climate change sheutbordinated with social and economic
development in an integrated manner with a vievavoiding adverse impacts on the latter,

% FCCC/CP/2010/7/Add.1, dec.1/CP.16.
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taking into full account the legitimate priority eds of developing countries for the
achievement of sustained economic growth and thdieation of poverty,

Reaffirmingthat all human rights are universal, indivisibfgerdependent and interrelated,

Taking noteof the report of the Office of the United Natiokigh Commissioner for
Human Rights on the relationship between climatange and human right8 the panel
discussion on the relationship between climate ghamd human rights, held on 15 June 2009,
at the eleventh session of the Human Rights Coumadidl the 2010 Social Forum, which
focused on the relationship between climate chamgehuman rights,

Emphasizinghat climate change-related impacts have a rahgapications, both direct
and indirect, for the effective enjoyment of hunmaghts, including, inter alia, the right to life,
the right to adequate food, the right to the higlstainable standard of health, the right to
adequate housing, the right to self-determinatiod the right to safe drinking water and
sanitation, and recalling that in no case may aplgede deprived of its own means of
subsistence,

Expressing concerrthat, while these implications affect individusd®id communities
around the world, the effects of climate change kgl felt most acutely by those segments of
the population that are already in vulnerable sibua owing to factors such as geography,
poverty, gender, age, indigenous or minority stat disability,

Recognizinghat climate change is a global problem requidnglobal solution, and that
effective international cooperation to enable thig &ffective and sustained implementation of
the United Nations Framework Convention on Clim&@kange in accordance with the
provisions and principles of the Convention is imipot in order to support national efforts for
the realization of human rights implicated by cltmmahange-related impacts,

Affirming that human rights obligations, standards and pies have the potential to
inform and strengthen international and nationdicgmaking in the area of climate change,
promoting policy coherence, legitimacy and sustamautcomes,

1. Reiteratesits concernthat climate change poses an immediate and fahimg
threat to people and communities around the wonldl lzas adverse implications for the full
enjoyment of human rights;

2. Requestshe Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@rHuman Rights:

(a) To convene, prior to the nineteenth sessiorthef Human Rights Council, a
seminar on addressing the adverse impacts of diclzdnge on the full enjoyment of human
rights, with a view to following up on the call foespecting human rights in all climate
change-related actions and policies, and forgirapger interface and cooperation between the
human rights and climate change communities;

(b) To invite States and other relevant stakehs|dacluding academic experts, civil
society organizations and representatives of tisegenents of the population most vulnerable
to climate change, to participate actively in thengar;

(c) To invite the secretariat of the United Nasidframework Convention on Climate
Change, the United Nations Environment Programnt the United Nations Development
Programme to help organize the seminar, informethbybest available science, including the
assessment reports and special reports of thgbwernmental Panel on Climate Change;

3. Decidesthat the seminar will build on the previous worktbe Human Rights
Council and its mechanisms, such as the Socialfr@mnd relevant special procedures, while
taking into account the outcome of the sixteentisism of the Conference of the Parties to the
United Nations Framework Convention on Climate @garheld in Cancun, in 2010, and any

% A/HRC/10/61.
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pertinent issues arising from the seventeenth @essdi the Conference of the Parties to the
Convention, to be held in Durban, in 2011,

4. Requestshe Office of the High Commissioner:

(a) To submit to the Human Rights Council, atutentieth session, a summary report
on the above-mentioned seminar, including any recendations stemming therefrom, for
consideration of further follow-up action;

(b) To make available to the Conference of theti®arto the United Nations
Framework Convention on Climate Change, at its teighth session, the summary report of
the seminar;

5. Requestghe Secretary-General and the High Commissionepréwide all the
human and technical assistance necessary for finetieé and timely realization of the above-
mentioned seminar and summary report;

6. Decidesto remain seized of the matter.

37th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/23
Promoting awareness, understanding and the applicatn of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights through sport and the Olympic ideal

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingthe purposes and principles of the Charter olthiged Nations, the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and relevant intermatldiuman rights instruments,

Recognizingthe potential of sport as a universal languagé t¢oatributes to educating
people on the values of respect, diversity, toleeaand fairness and as a means to combat all
forms of discrimination and promote an inclusiveisty,

Recognizingalso that sport and major sporting events can be usqadmote awareness,
understanding and the application of the UnivelBsadlaration of Human Rights,

Recognizindurther the potential of sport and major sporting eventsantributing to the
achievement of the Millennium Development Goalg] aoting that, as declared at the 2005
World Summit, sport has the potential to fosterggeand development and to contribute to an
atmosphere of tolerance and understanding amorggseand nations,

Recognizinghe contribution of the Special Adviser to the i®&ary-General on Sport for
Development and Peace and the United Nations OdficEport for Development and Peace to
identify synergy and complimentarity between spamtl the work of the United Nations to
promote the values of diversity, tolerance andnfess and as a means to combat all forms of
discrimination,

Reaffirmingthe need to combat discrimination and intolerambere they occur within and
outside the sporting context,

Recalling Human Rights Council resolution 9/14 of 18 SeptemB008, in which the
Council urged the United Nations High CommissiofegrHuman Rights to take measures, in
consultation with various international sportingdaother organizations, to enable them to
contribute to the struggle against racism and raisarimination,

Recognizingthe imperative need to engage women and girlhénptractice of sport for
development and peace and, in this regard, welapnaictivities that aim to foster and
encourage such initiatives at the global level,
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Recognizingalso that special attention needs to be paid to engumon-discrimination,
including the equal enjoyment of all human rightsl dundamental freedoms by persons with
disabilities, including their active participatianall aspects of society, including sports,

Acknowledginghe potential of sport and major sporting eveateducate the youth of the
world and to promote their inclusion through spméctised without discrimination of any kind
and in the Olympic spirit, which requires human emstnding, tolerance, fair play and
solidarity,

Acknowledgingalso the benefits of regular sport, physical activitygdaplay in the
realization of the right to the enjoyment of thegtwest attainable standard of physical and
mental health and as a means to prevent and lirezgs and disease,

RecallingGeneral Assembly resolution 65/4 of 18 October@®@@in sport as a means to
promote education, health, development and peacehich the Assembly emphasized and
encouraged the use of sport as a vehicle to faeelopment and strengthen education for
children and young persons; prevent disease amiqieohealth, including the prevention of
drug abuse; empower girls and women, foster thtusimn and well-being of persons with
disabilities; and facilitate social inclusion, clicif prevention and peacebuilding,

Recalling alsoGeneral Assembly resolution 64/4 of 19 October®2@h the building of a
peaceful and better world through sport and then@ig ideal and, in this context, welcoming
the adoption on the same date of resolution 64i3which the Assembly invited the
International Olympic Committee to participate t8 sessions and work in the capacity of
observer,

Acknowledgingthe valuable contribution that the appeal launchgdthe International
Olympic Committee for an Olympic Truce could makevards advancing the purposes and
principles of the Charter,

Recognizinghe need to observe, within the framework of tieu@r, the Olympic Truce,
individually and collectively, throughout the patidbeginning with the start of the Games of
the XXX Olympiad and ending with the closing of tkB/ Paralympic Games,

Welcomingthe hosting of the 2012 and 2016 Summer Olympit Raralympic Games in
the cities of London and Rio de Janeiro, respelgtithe hosting of the 2014 Winter Olympic
and Paralympic Games in Sochi and the 2018 Wintgm@ic Games in PyeongChang, and
stressing the opportunity to make use of thesetswvienpromote awareness of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights among those watching garticipating and of how the
principles of the Olympic Charter, aimed at, irddia, non-discrimination, equality, inclusion,
respect and mutual understanding, relate to théabPsion and can translate into all aspects of
society,

Recognizingherefore the need to reflect on the value ofvaelé principles enshrined in
the Olympic Charter and on the value of good spgréxample in achieving the universal
respect for and realization of all human rights,

1. Decidesto convene, within existing resources, at its t@aath session, a high-
level interactive panel discussion to highlightaemne and suggest ways in which sport and
major sporting events, in particular the OlympicdaRaralympic Games, can be used to
promote awareness and understanding of the UnivBesgaration of Human Rights and the
application of the principles enshrined therein;

2. Requestshe Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@r Human Rights
to liaise with relevant special procedures, Stated other stakeholders, including relevant
United Nations bodies and agencies, with a viewrtsuring their participation in the above-
mentioned panel discussion;

3. Also requestghe Office of the High Commissioner to prepareeport on the
outcome of the panel discussion in the form ofrarsary.
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37th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/24
Advisory services and technical assistance for Bundi

The Human Rights Coungil

Guidedby the purposes and principles of the Charteheflnited Nations, the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and international humghts treaties,

Reaffirmingthat all Member States have an obligation to prtenamd protect human rights
and fundamental freedoms, as stated in the Chatter,Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, the International Covenants on Human Rigind other applicable human rights
instruments,

RecallingGeneral Assembly resolution 60/251 of 15 March&00

Bearing in mindCommission on Human Rights resolution 2004/82 bfApril 2004 and
Human Rights Council resolutions 6/5 of 29 Septena@®®7, 9/19 of 24 September 2008 and
16/34 of 25 March 2011,

1. Commendsthe efforts of the Government of Burundi to proen@nd protect
human rights;

2. ReaffirmsHuman Rights Council resolution 9/19, by which @euncil extended
the mandate of the independent expert on the wituatf human rights in Burundi until the
establishment of an independent national humansrigbmmission;

3. Welcomesn this regard the adoption of Law 1/04 of 5 Jagu2011 creating an
independent national human rights commission, &edefffective establishment of a human
rights institution on 23 May 2011;

4, Takes notef the holding during its seventeenth sessionnoihéeractive dialogue
on the report of the independent expert and ofpnésentation on the completion of the
mandate, in which he acknowledged the establishofeart independent national human rights
commission, in accordance with the Paris Princjpsesisfying therefore the requirements of
paragraph 8 of resolution 9/19;

5. Encouragesthe independent national human rights commissmnsibmit a
request for accreditation to the International Cawating Committee of National Human
Rights Institutions;

6. Strongly urgeghe international community to increase its techhand financial
assistance to the Government of Burundi with a viewupporting its efforts to promote and
protect human rights.

38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/25
Advisory services and technical assistance for Caroddia

The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingthat all Member States have an obligation to prtenamd protect human rights
and fundamental freedoms as enshrined in the Ghafrthe United Nations, as reaffirmed in
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the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, anddocadance with their respective obligations
under the International Covenants on Human Rigimd ather applicable human rights
instruments,

RecallingGeneral Assembly resolution 60/251 of 15 March&00

Recallingalso Council resolutions 5/1 on institution-building tife Council and 5/2 on a
code of conduct for special procedures mandateeh®ldf the Council, of 18 June 2007, and
stressing that the mandate holder shall dischaigidn duties in accordance with those
resolutions and the annexes thereto,

Recalling further Council resolution 15/20 of 30 September 2010 atiter relevant
resolutions,

Bearing in mindthe report of the Secretary-General on the robk arhievements of the
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner fétuman Rights in assisting the
Government and people of Cambodia in the promatiwh protection of human rights,

Recognizingthat the tragic history of Cambodia requires spegieasures to ensure the
protection of human rights and the non-return te flolicies and practices of the past, as
stipulated in the Agreement on a Comprehensiveti®alli Settlement of the Cambodia
Conflict, signed in Paris on 23 October 1991,

Taking noteof the new developments in Cambodia, especialiggtassociated with recent
progress and efforts by the Government of Cambtalipromote and protect human rights,
especially in the achievements and improvementsoofal, economic, political and cultural
fields over recent years through its relevant matigplans, strategies and frameworks,

I. Khmer Rouge Tribunal

1. Reaffirms the importance of the Extraordinary Chambers ie thourts of
Cambodia as an independent and impartial bodybetidves it will significantly contribute to
eradicating impunity and establishing the ruleanf by, inter alia, exploiting its potential as a
model court of Cambodia;

2. Welcomeghe progress made with regard to the Extraordir@mgmbers in the
Courts of Cambodia, including the commencemenhefttial of case 002 against Nuon Chea,
leng Sary, leng Thirith and Khieu Samphan on 27 X011, and supports the position of the
Government of Cambodia and the United Nations twceed with the tribunal in a fair,
efficient and expeditious manner, given the advdnage and frail health of the persons
charged and the long overdue justice for the pegip@ambodia;

3. Also welcomethe assistance of a number of States to the Hxliryy Chambers
in the Courts of Cambodia and the efforts of thevésoment of Cambodia to work with the
United Nations and the States providing assistataceensure the highest standards of
administration of the Extraordinary Chambers, amdités further assistance for the
Extraordinary Chambers in a prompt manner in otd@nsure its successful functioning;

[I. Democracy and situation of human rights
4, Welcomes

(a) The positive engagement of the Government afmiibdia in the universal
periodic review process as well as its acceptaficdl the recommendations thereon and the
progress so far on their implementation;

(b) The cooperation extended by the Governmer@arhbodia and the constructive
dialogue with the Special Rapporteur on the situratif human rights in Cambodia;

(c) The report of the Special Rapporteur on thimasibn of human rights in
Cambodi4" and the recommendations contained therein:;

40 A/HRC/18/47.
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(d) The efforts and progress made by the GoverbroéiCambodia in promoting
legal reform under the leadership of the CouncilLefjal and Judicial Reform, including
adopting and/or enforcing basic laws, such as thié grocedure code, the civil code, the
criminal procedure code and the new penal code;

(e) The work being conducted by the Governmer@ahbodia to submit three basic
draft laws to the National Assembly, whose enactmeruld enhance the independence of the
judicial process, namely the draft Law on the StaifiJudges and Prosecutors, the draft Law
on the Organization and Functioning of the Couwate] the draft amendment to the Law on the
Organization and Functioning of the Supreme Cowfdihe Magistracy;

® The efforts made by the Government of Cambodiacombating corruption,
including the implementation of the new penal cadd the anti-corruption law as well as the
commencement of activities of the Anti-Corruptionit)

(9) The efforts made by the Government of Cambadiaombating trafficking in
persons for both sexual and economic exploitation;

(h) The efforts made by the Government of Cambdtaligesolve land issues through,
inter alia, the implementation of relevant laws aagulations as well as dialogue with relevant
stakeholders;

0] The commitments made and the progress achidwedthe Government of
Cambodia to adhere to and implement its obligatiomder international human rights treaties
and conventions, including its commitment to esshibd national human rights institution and
to encourage that this be done upon sufficient aitetson with relevant stakeholders;

()] The efforts made by the Government of Cambadieatify the Optional Protocol
to the Convention on the Elimination of All Form$§ Discrimination against Women in
October 2010;

(K) The efforts made by the Cambodian Human Rigbesnmittee, especially in
resolving complaints from individuals;

0] The efforts and progress made by the GovernnoérCambodia in promoting
decentralization and deconcentration reform withahm of achieving democratic development
by strengthening subnational and grass-roots utistits;

5. Expresses its concermbout some areas of the human rights situation in
Cambodia, and urges the Government of Cambodia:

(a) To continue to strengthen its efforts to dihlthe rule of law, including through
the adoption and further implementation of essériivs and codes for establishing a
democratic society;

(b) To continue its efforts at judicial reformglading through the swift adoption and
implementation of the above-mentioned three basislin order to ensure the independence,
impartiality, transparency and effectiveness of jildicial system as a whole, as well as the
transfer of knowledge of court officials at the Edrdinary Chambers in the Courts of
Cambodia and the sharing of good practices at thetC

(c) To continue its efforts to combat corruptiorgluding through the implementation
of an anti-corruption law;

(d) To continue to enhance its efforts to inveségurgently and to prosecute, in
accordance with due process of law and its obbgatiunder international human rights
treaties, all those who have perpetrated serigogesy including violations of human rights;

(e) To enhance its efforts to resolve equitablgt arpeditiously land ownership and
tenure issues in a fair and open manner, takirg donsideration the rights of and the actual
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consequences for the parties concerned and indamooe with relevant laws and regulations,
such as the 2001 Land law, the Law on Expropriattha Circular on Settlement of lllegal

Temporary Building in Cities and Urban Areas ane Wational Housing Policy, as well as by
strengthening the capacity and effectiveness dadvegit institutions, such as the National
Authority for Land Dispute Resolution and cadast@nhmittees at the national, provincial and
district levels;

® To make continuous efforts to promote an emwinent conducive to the conduct
of legitimate political activity by all political grties so that the forthcoming local and national
elections will be held in a free and fair manner;

(9) To encourage and enable non-governmental @aons and the media to play a
constructive role in consolidating democratic depehent in Cambodia, including by ensuring
and promoting the freedom of association of nhonegomental organizations;

(h) To make additional efforts, in concert withetlinternational community, to
combat key problems, such as trafficking in persahg exploitation of labour, sexual
violence, domestic violence and the sexual exgloiteof women and children;

0] To take further steps to meet its obligatiamzder international human rights
treaties and conventions and, to this end, stremgfirther its cooperation with United Nations
agencies, including the Office of the High Commussir, through enhanced dialogue and the
development of joint activities;

()] To continue to promote the rights and dignitiyall Cambodians by protecting
civil and political rights, including freedom of imion and expression and, to this end, further
ensuring that relevant laws, inter alia, the newabeode, are interpreted and applied in a
judicious manner, as well as to promote econonoicias and cultural rights in accordance with
the rule of law;

(K) To work with the legislature with a view togmoting the latter’s independence
and effectiveness, including by ensuring the megnimarticipation of parliamentarians from
various political parties in its deliberations;

I1l. Conclusion

6. Invites the Secretary-General, agencies of the UnitedoNatBystem present in
Cambodia and the international community, includimgn-governmental organizations, to
continue to work with the Government of Cambodiasirengthening democracy as well as
ensuring the protection and promotion of the humigints of all people in Cambodia,
including by providing assistance in, inter altze fields of:

(a) Drafting laws and assisting the establishn@drdan independent national human
rights institution;

(b) Capacity-building to strengthen legal institas, including by improving the
quality of judges, prosecutors, lawyers and cotaff,sand drawing on the expertise gained by
Cambodian nationals working in the Extraordinana@bers in the Courts of Cambodia;

(c) Capacity-building to strengthen national ingtons for criminal investigation and
law enforcement, as well as providing equipmenessary for these ends;

(d) The formulation of a plan of implementation ohiversal periodic review
recommendations, clarifying the areas in which@wwernment of Cambodia would welcome
technical and other assistance;

(e) Assisting the assessment of progress in huights issues;

7. Encouragesthe Government of Cambodia and the internatiomahrounity to
provide all necessary assistance to the Extraangi@dambers in the Courts of Cambodia,
which would help ensure the non-return to the jpedi@nd practices of the past, as envisioned
by the 1991 Agreement on a Comprehensive PoliBetilement of the Cambodia Conflict;
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8. Takes notef the need to continue close consultations betviee Government of
Cambodia and the Special Rapporteur on the situatichuman rights in Cambodia towards
the further improvement of the situation of humahts in the country and for the continued
technical cooperation between the Office of therH@Zpmmissioner and the Government of
Cambodia;

9. Decidesto extend by two years the mandate of the spqumiatedure on the
situation of human rights in Cambodia, and requéstsSpecial Rapporteur to report on the
implementation of his mandate to the Council attwenty-first and twenty-fourth sessions,
and to engage in a constructive manner with theeBowent of Cambodia for the further
improvement of the situation of human rights in to&ntry;

10. Requestghe Secretary-General to report to the Counciitsatwenty-first and
twenty-fourth sessions on the role and achievenrtse Office of the High Commissioner in
assisting the Government and the people of Cambiodihe promotion and protection of
human rights;

11. Decidesto continue its consideration of the situatiorhafman rights in Cambodia
at its twenty-fourth session.

38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/26
The right to development

The Human Rights Coungil
Recallingthe Charter of the United Nations and the coredmnghts instruments,

Reaffirming the Declaration on the Right to Development, addpby the General
Assembly in its resolution 41/128 of 4 December,98

Reaffirmingalso Human Rights Council resolutions 4/4 of 30 Mar¢i®2 and 9/3 of 17
September 2008, and recalling all Commission on &hurRights, Council and General
Assembly resolutions on the right to development,

Recognizinghe renewed commitments to achieve the Millenni@velopment Goals by
their target date of 2015, as set out in the ouecdotument adopted at the High-level Plenary
Meeting of the General Assembly on the MillenniumvBlopment Goal&

Emphasizinghe urgent need to make the right to developmeealkty for everyone,

Taking noteof the commitment declared by a number of Unitedtidhs specialized
agencies, funds and programmes and other intenadtimrganizations to make the right to
development a reality for all and, in this regagd¢ouraging all relevant bodies of the United
Nations system and other international organizatimnmainstream the right to development
into their objectives, policies, programmes andrapenal activities,

Stressingthe primary responsibility of States for the cieatof national and international
conditions favourable to the realization of thehtitp development,

Recallingthat 2011 marks the twenty-fifth anniversary of beclaration on the Right to
Development,

Stressinghat, in General Assembly resolution 48/141 of@&ember 1993, the Assembly
decided that the responsibility of the United NasidHdigh Commissioner for Human Rights

42 gSee General Assembly resolution 65/1.
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shall be, among others, to promote and protectahkzation of the right to development and
to enhance support from relevant bodies of theddnMations system for this purpose,

1. Welcomedhe holding of the panel entitled “The way forwandhe realization of
the right to development: between policy and pcattiduring the eighteenth session of the
Human Rights Council as part of the series of ewvesammemorating the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the Declaration on the Right to Depyment;

2. Takes noteof the note by the Secretaffsinforming the Human Rights Council
that the consolidated report of the Secretary-G#nend the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on the right to depelent, in compliance with General
Assembly resolution 65/219 of 21 December 2010, ldvine submitted to the Council at its
nineteenth session, and that the twelfth sessigheofntergovernmental open-ended Working
Group on the Right to Development was scheduled4aio 18 November 2011,

3. Notesthe efforts under way in the framework of the WingkGroup on the Right
to Development, with a view to completing the taskdrusted to it by the Human Rights
Council in its resolution 4/4, and reaffirms thenclusions and recommendations of the
Working Group agreed at its eleventh seséfon;

4. Also noteghe work of the high-level task force on the impéntation of the right
to development, the mandate of which ended in 261 ding its consolidation of findings
and the list of right to development criteria andresponding operational sub-critefta;

5. Recallsthat the Working Group on the Right to Developmeilt consider at its
twelfth session the two compilations of views reeei from Governments, groups of
Governments and regional groups, and from othéektaders, on the work of the high-level
task force;

6. Decides

(a) To continue to act to ensure that its agemdanptes and advances sustainable
development and the achievement of the Millenniuavédopment Goals and, in this regard,
lead to raising the right to development, as sdtiouaragraphs 5 and 10 of the Vienna
Declaration and Programme of Action, to the samelland on a par with all other human
rights and fundamental freedoms;

(b) That the criteria and corresponding operatiosab-criteria  mentioned in
paragraph 4 above, once considered, revised amtstiby the Working Group, should be
used, as appropriate, in the elaboration of a cehgmsive and coherent set of standards for
the implementation of the right to development;

(c) That the Working Group on the Right to Devetemt shall take appropriate steps
to ensure respect for and practical applicatiothefabove-mentioned standards, which could
take various forms, including guidelines on the lenpentation of the right to development,
and evolve into a basis for consideration of aarimtional legal standard of a binding nature
through a collaborative process of engagement;

7. Encouragesthe High Commissioner to pursue her efforts, itilfment of her
mandated responsibility, to enhance support foptieenotion and protection of the realization
of the right to development, taking as refereneeDeclaration on the Right to Development,
all General Assembly, Commission on Human Rights ldoman Rights Council resolutions
on the right to development, and agreed conclus@ns recommendations of the Working
Group;

8. Decidesto review the progress of the implementation efphesent resolution as a
matter of priority at its future sessions.

43 AIHRC/18/22.
4 AIHRC/15/23, paras. 45-47.
4 See A/HRC/15/WG.2/TF/2 and Add.1 and 2.



38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 45 to none, witlb&tantion. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Botsaa Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, Chile, China, Congo, Costa Rica, CubaclCRepublic, Djibouti,
Ecuador, Guatemala, Hungary, India, Indonesia,y,ltalordan, Kuwalit,
Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mawdj Mexico, Nigeria,
Norway, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, RepulgicMoldova, Romania,
Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Spaiviz&land, Thailand,
Uganda, Uruguay

Abstaining:
United States of America]

18/27
From rhetoric to reality: a global call for concrete action against racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance

The Human Rights Coungil

RecallingGeneral Assembly resolution 56/266 of 27 March200 which the Assembly
endorsed the Durban Declaration and Programme téic

Recalling alsoGeneral Assembly resolution 57/195 of 18 Deceni#ti?2, in which the
Assembly assigned responsibilities to the relevdmited Nations institutions to ensure the
effective implementation of the Durban Declaratiand Programme of Action at the
international level,

Recalling furthertCommission on Human Rights resolutions 2002/68%0April 2002 and
2003/30 of 23 April 2003, and Human Rights Counedlolution 9/14 of 24 September 2008,

Welcoming General Assembly resolution 65/36 of 6 Decembet02Qcontaining the
programme of activities for the International Yé&ar People of African Descent,

RecallingGeneral Assembly resolution 65/240 of 24 Decen2fdo,

Underlining the fact that the tenth anniversary of the adoptibthe Durban Declaration
and Programme of Action represents an importanoappity for the world community to
reaffirm its political will and commitment to theaglication of racism, racial discrimination,
xenophobia and related intolerance, and that maxirafforts should be made to celebrate the
anniversary in all regions through a wide rangaativities,

Welcomingthe political declaration of the High-level Megjinf the General Assembly to
commemorate the tenth anniversary of the adoptigheoDurban Declaration and Programme
of Action, adopted on 22 September 2d3which reaffirmed the political commitment to the
full and effective implementation of the Durban [eation and Programme of Action and the
outcome document of the Durban Review Conferennd, their follow-up processes at the
national, regional and international levels,

Stressingthe importance of a consistent global effort téoim the public about the
contribution that the Durban Declaration and Progree of Action has made in the struggle
against racism, racial discrimination, xenopholrid eelated intolerance,

Appreciating the contributions of the Durban follow-up mechamss to the tenth
anniversary commemorations as well as the contobsitof non-governmental organizations,

4 General Assembly resolution 66/3.
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which were broad-based, regionally balanced andsismt with the objectives of the
commemoration,

1. Welcomesthe efforts made by the Intergovernmental WorkiBmgup on the
Effective Implementation of the Durban Declaratiamd Programme of Action in its
constructive work aimed at the effective impleméota of the Durban Declaration and
Programme of Action, as well as the outcome doctroénhe Durban Review Conference,
including by increasing efforts to complement therkvof other Durban follow-up mechanisms
with a view to achieving better coordination andexgy with other human rights mechanisms,
thereby avoiding duplication of initiatives;

2. Takes notef the report of the Intergovernmental Working @van the Effective
Implementation of the Durban Declaration and Progne of Action®’

3. Welcomes and acknowledgide importance and significance of the work of the
Working Group of Experts on People of African Deagda examining the current situation and
conditions and the extent of racism against Africand people of African descent and, in this
regard, takes note of the report of the Workinguprt

4. Welcomeshe political declaration adopted by the Generaseinbly during its
High-level Meeting to commemorate the tenth anrsiaer of the adoption of the Durban
Declaration and Programme of Action,1 held in Newrky on 22 September 2011, which
reaffirmed the political commitment to and mobitizihe political will for the full and effective
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Progne of Action;

5. Calls for renewed efforts to mobilize political will for th&ull and effective
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Progne of Action;

6. Requeststhe Secretary-General and the Office of the Unitations High
Commissioner for Human Rights to implement fullyrggraphs 53 and 57 of General
Assembly resolution 65/240, on the establishmenamfoutreach programme and a public
information campaign for the commemoration andofgtup thereto, including by distributing
copies of the Durban Declaration and Programme cfoA widely and with translations
thereof;

7. Decides that the Intergovernmental Working Group on thefeéfve
Implementation of the Durban Declaration and Progne of Action should convene its tenth
session from 8 to 19 October 2012;

8. Requestshe Secretary-General to make available to the atuRights Council at
its twentieth session his progress report submittedhe General Assembly pursuant to
Assembly resolution 65/36;

9. Encouragesthe High Commissioner to initiate consultationsthwivarious
international sporting and other organizations,béing them to contribute to the struggle
against racism and racial discrimination;

10. Invites Member States, the United Nations system andeddvant stakeholders,
including non-governmental organizations, to inigntheir efforts in building support for the
Durban Declaration and Programme of Action in tbkofv-up to the commemoration of its
tenth anniversary;

11. Decidesto remain seized of this important issue.

38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 35 to 1, with 10tabsons. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

47 AJHRC/16/64.
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Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemindia, Indonesia,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mtania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, Peru, Philippines, QatRuyssian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay

Against:
United States of America

Abstaining:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italypldéhd, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland]

18/28
Mandate of the Working Group of Experts on People bAfrican Descent

The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling Commission on Human Rights resolutions 2002/6826f April 2002 and
2003/30 of 23 April 2003,

Bearing in mindparagraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 60(#5115 March 2006,

Reaffirmingthe obligations of States under relevant inteamati human rights instruments,
in particular the International Convention on thémihation of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, adopted by the General Assemblitsrresolution 2106 (XX) of 21 December
1965,

Recallingall previous resolutions and decisions of the Gangssembly, the Commission
on Human Rights and the Human Rights Council on elmination of racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerameggarticular Council resolution 9/14 of 18
September 2008 on the mandate of the Working Giafuxperts on People of African
Descent,

Recalling alsoHuman Rights Council resolutions 5/1, on instdantbuilding of the
Council, and 5/2, on the code of conduct for sgepi@acedures mandate holders of the
Council, of 18 June 2007, and stressing that thediat@ holder shall discharge his/her duties
in accordance with those resolutions and the armivezeto,

Stressingthe imperative need for the Working Group of Expesn People of African
Descent to accomplish its mandate, including inoetance with paragraphs 5 to 7 of the
Durban Declaration and Programme of Action,

1. Decidesto extend the mandate of the Working Group of Etgpen People of
African Descent for a further period of three yeamnsaccordance with the terms of reference
contained in Human Rights Council resolution 9/14;

2. Also decideghat the Working Group shall undertake a minimuntwm country
visits per year;

3. Requestsall Governments to cooperate fully with the WorkiGroup in the
discharge of its mandate, including by respondirgmptly to the Working Group’s
communications and by providing the informationuested;

4, Requestghe Working Group to submit an annual report te Human Rights
Council on all activities relating to its mandate;

5. RequestsStates, non-governmental organizations, relevambam rights treaty
bodies, special procedures and other mechanisntbeoHuman Rights Council, national
human rights institutions, international, financald development institutions, and specialized
agencies, programmes and funds of the United Natowollaborate with the Working Group,
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including by, inter alia, providing it with the negsary information and, where possible,
reports in order to enable the Working Group taycaut its mandate, including with regard to
field missions;

6. Requestghe Secretary-General and the United Nations Higmmissioner for
Human Rights to provide the Working Group with #le human, technical and financial
assistance necessary for the effective fulfilmdrtsomandate;

7. Recallsthe establishment of a voluntary fund to provideiaonal resources for,
inter alia, the participation of people of Africashescent, representatives of developing
countries, especially the least developed countriem-governmental organizations and
experts, in the open-ended sessions of the WoiGirogip, and invites States to contribute to
that fund.

38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

Decisions

18/101
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Belgium

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Belgium on 2 May 2011 in conformityith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adops the outcome of the universal periodic review eftgBim which is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Belgium (A/HRC/18/8)gether with the views of Belgium
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamsgyell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of theayne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during theerimttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/3, chapter VI).

18th meeting
21 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/102
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Denmark

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Denmark on 2 May 2011 in conformityth all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

64



Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review omiDark which is constituted of
the report of the Working Group on Denmark (A/HR&H), together with the views of
Denmark concerning the recommendations and/or uosiweis, as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently adsked during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/A8%dd.1).

18th meeting
21 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/103
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Palau

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Palau on 3 May 2011 in conformitythnall the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review ota®avhich is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Palau (A/HRC/18/®)gether with the views of Palau
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamgyell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of thearne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during thermttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/JHRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/5/Add.1).

18th meeting
21 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/104
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Somalia

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Somalia on 3 May 2011 in conformitigh all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review om&la which is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Somalia (A/HRC/18/8)gether with the views of Somalia
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamgjell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of theayne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during theerimttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI).

20th meeting
21 September 2011
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[Adopted without a vote.]

18/105
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Seychelte

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Seychelles on 4 May 2011 in confeynwith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review ogcBelles which is constituted of
the report of the Working Group on Seychelles (AGIRB/7), together with the views of
Seychelles concerning the recommendations and/oclusions, as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently agsied during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI).

20th meeting
21 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/106
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Solomondlands

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of the Solomon Islands on 4 May 201&dnformity with all
the relevant provisions contained in Council regoiu5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review oa 8olomon Islands which is
constituted of the report of the Working Group d¢we tSolomon lIslands (A/HRC/18/8 and
A/HRC/18/8/Corr.1), together with the views of thH&olomon Islands concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agdtgntary commitments and its replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypkbeary to questions or issues that were
not sufficiently addressed during the interactii@abue in the Working Group (A/HRC/18/2,
chapter VI).

20th meeting
21 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/107
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Latvia

The Human Rights Coungil
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Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Latvia on 5 May 2011 in conformitythwvall the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review omvlaawhich is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Latvia (A/HRC/18/ahgether with the views of Latvia
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamsyell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of theayne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during theerimttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/9/Add.1).

21st meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/108
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Sierra Lene

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conducté the review of Sierra Leone on 5 May 2011 in comity with all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review oerii Leone which is constituted
of the report of the Working Group on Sierra LeA#HRC/18/10), together with the views of
Sierra Leone concerning the recommendations araboclusions, as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently agsied during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/Add.1).

21st meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/109
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Singapore

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Singapore on 6 May 2011 in confoymitith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review ong&pore which is constituted of
the report of the Working Group on Singapore (A/HE8Z11), together with the views of
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Singapore concerning the recommendations and/oclusions, as well as its voluntary

commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently adsked during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/Add.1).

21st meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/110
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Suriname

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Suriname on 6 May 2011 in conformitith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review omirtgame which is constituted of
the report of the Working Group on Suriname (A/HR&12), together with the views of
Suriname concerning the recommendations and/or lesinos, as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently agsied during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/Add.1).

23rd meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/111
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Greece

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Greece on 9 May 2011 in conformiiyhvall the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review oe&ge which is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Greece (A/HRC/18/1t8gether with the views of Greece
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamsgyell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of theayne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during theerimttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/13/Add.1).

23rd meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]
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18/112
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Samoa

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Samoa on 9 May 2011 in conformitytmall the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review om8a which is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Samoa (A/HRC/18/1tdgether with the views of Samoa
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamgyell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of thearne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during thermttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/JHRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/14/Add.1).

23rd meeting
22 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/113
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Saint Vigent and the Grenadines

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Saint Vincent and the GrenadineslonMay 2011 in
conformity with all the relevant provisions contathin Council resolution 5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review omS¥incent and the Grenadines
which is constituted of the report of the WorkingoGp on Saint Vincent and the Grenadines
(A/JHRC/18/15), together with the views of Saint ¥&mt and the Grenadines concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agdtantary commitments and its replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypkbeary to questions or issues that were
not sufficiently addressed during the interactii@abue in the Working Group (A/HRC/18/2,
chapter VI and A/HRC/18/15/Add.1).

25th meeting
23 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/114
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Sudan an&outh Sudan

18/114
A. Outcome of the Universal Periodic Review: Sudan

The Human Rights Coungil
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Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of the Sudan on 10 May 2011 in confoymiith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review om 8udan which is constituted of
the report of the Working Group on the Sudan (A/HE8Z16), together with the views of the
Sudan concerning the recommendations and/or cadonkjs as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently adsked during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/16/Add.1).

18/114
B. Outcome of the Universal Periodic Review: SoutBudan

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of South Sudan on 10 May 2011 in canftyr with all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review ontBdaudan which is constituted
of the report of the Working Group on South SudafilRC/18/16), together with the views of
South Sudan concerning the recommendations andfwlsions, as well as its voluntary
commitments and its replies presented before tloptamh of the outcome by the plenary to
guestions or issues that were not sufficiently agsied during the interactive dialogue in the
Working Group (A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI).

25th meeting
23 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/115
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Hungary

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council hason 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRST@&/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Hungary on 11 May 2011 in conformitith all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutidh,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review omgtry which is constituted of the
report of the Working Group on Hungary (A/HRC/18/1fbgether with the views of Hungary
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamsgjell as its voluntary commitments and
its replies presented before the adoption of theayne by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during theerimttive dialogue in the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/2, chapter VI and A/HRC/18/17/Add.1).
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25th meeting
23 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/116
Outcome of the universal periodic review: Papua Newsuinea

The Human Rights Coungil

Acting in compliance with the mandate entrusted to itthy General Assembly in its
resolution 60/251 of 15 March 2006 and Council heson 5/1 of 18 June 2007, and in
accordance with the President's statement PRSTd8/Imodalities and practices for the
universal periodic review process of 9 April 2008,

Having conductedhe review of Papua New Guinea on 11 May 201 Joimfarmity with all
the relevant provisions contained in Council resotu5/1,

Adoptsthe outcome of the universal periodic review ompuwRaNew Guinea which is
constituted of the report of the Working Group oamp®a New Guinea (A/HRC/18/18 and
A/HRC/18/18/Corr.1), together with the views of BapNew Guinea concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agdtsntary commitments and its replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypkheary to questions or issues that were
not sufficiently addressed during the interactivedatue in the Working Group (A/HRC/18/2,
chapter VI and A/HRC/18/18/Add.1).

38th meeting
30 September 2011

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/117
Reporting by the Secretary-General on the questionf the death penalty

At its 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, the &tuRights Council decided to adopt
the following text:

“The Human Rights Coungil

Recallingarticle 3 of the Universal Declaration of HumarglRs, article 6 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Righdand articles 6 and 37 (a) of the
Convention on the Rights of the Child,

Taking noteof Commission on Human Rights resolution 2005/52@ April
2005 and Human Rights Council decision 2/102 ofc€oBer 2006,

Requeststhe Secretary-General to continue to submit to fthenan Rights
Council, in consultation with Governments, speedi agencies and intergovernmental
and non governmental organizations, a yearly sapgié to his quinquennial report on
capital punishment and the implementation of tHeg#ards guaranteeing protection of
the rights of those facing the death penalty, pggipecial attention to the imposition of
the death penalty on persons younger than 18 yéage at the time of the offence, on
pregnant women and on persons with mental or @drlbl disabilities.”

[Adopted without a vote.]

71



18/118
Cooperation with the United Nations, its representaves and mechanisms in the field of
human rights

At its 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, the &tuRights Council decided to adopt
the following text:

“The Human Rights Coungil

Recalling General Assembly resolution 60/251 of 15 March &0&nd Human
Rights Council resolutions 5/1 and 5/2 of 18 Jud@72 and 16/21 of 25 March 2011,

Recalling al® General Assembly resolution 65/281 of 17 Junel2@iwhich the
Assembly adopted the text entitled ‘Outcome ofrngew of the work and functioning
of the Human Rights Council’,

Recalling further that, in paragraph 30 of the above-mentioned oméco
document, the Human Rights Council strongly rejecig act of intimidation or reprisal
against individuals and groups who cooperate orehemoperated with the United
Nations, its representatives and mechanisms infighe of human rights, and urges
States to prevent and ensure adequate protectinsaguch acts,

Recalling Human Rights Council resolution 12/2 of 1 Octol#809 and all
relevant resolutions of the Commission on Humanh®igthe last being resolution
2005/9 of 14 April 2005,

Taking noteof the latest reports of the Secretary-Generahisnquestiori?

1. Urges States to take all necessary measures to preverccurrence of
reprisals and intimidation, bearing in mind thaeefrand unhindered contact and
cooperation with individuals and civil society dreleed indispensable to enable the
United Nations and its mechanisms to fulfil themmdates;

2. Also urgesStates to investigate any alleged acts of intitiota or
reprisal, and encourages them to inform the HumahtR Council, on a voluntary
basis, of all measures taken to address acts whidation or reprisal, including
preventive actions and investigative efforts, adl a®, where confirmed, on remedies
provided, including prosecution, and to share pesttices in this regard,;

3. Decidesto convene, within existing resources, at its tiyeimst session,
a panel discussion under agenda item 5 on the @fsintimidation or reprisal against
individuals and groups who cooperate or have caipdrwith the United Nations, its
representatives and mechanisms in the field of mumggats;

4. Requeststhe Office of the United Nations High Commissionier
Human Rights to prepare a report on the outconteeopanel discussion in the form of
a summary;

5. EncouragesMembers and observers of the Human Rights Council
address the issue of cooperation of individuals gmnodips with the United Nations, its
representatives and mechanisms in the field of Imuriggats in the general debate under
agenda item 5.”

[Adopted without a vote.]

4 A/HRC/14/19 and A/HRC/18/19.
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18/119
Panel on freedom of expression on the Internet

At its 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, the &tuRights Council decided to adopt
the following text:

“The Human Rights Coungil

Reaffirmingthe purposes and principles of the Charter of thi#ed Nations, the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and relevatérnational human rights treaties,
including the International Covenant on Civil aralifical Rights,

Recallingall relevant resolutions of the Commission on HonRights and the
Human Rights Council on the right to freedom ofrigu and expression, in particular
Council resolution 12/16 of 2 October 2009,

Noting that freedom of expression on the Internet issané of increasing interest
as the rapid pace of technological developmentlesgi®ople all over the world to use
new communications technology,

Taking noteof the report of the Special Rapporteur on themmiion and
protection of the right to freedom of opinion ancpeession, submitted to the Human
Rights Council at its seventeenth session, on &needf expression on the Interrét,

1. Decidesto convene, within existing resources, at its t@aath session, a
panel discussion on the promotion and protectiorfreéédom of expression on the
Internet, with a particular focus on the ways anglans to improve its protection in
accordance with international human rights law;

2. Requeststhe Office of the United Nations High Commissionier
Human Rights to liaise with relevant special praged, States and other stakeholders,
including relevant United Nations bodies and agesicwith a view to ensuring multi-
stakeholder participation in the panel discussion;

3. Also requestshe Office of the High Commissioner to prepareport on
the outcome of the panel discussion in the form simmary.”

[Adopted without a vote.]

18/120
Human rights and unilateral coercive measures

At its 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, the &tuRights Council decided to adopt
the following text:
“The Human Rights Coungil
Recallingthe purposes and principles of the Charter ofthi#ed Nations,

Recalling alsoall previous resolutions on human rights and teikl coercive
measures adopted by the Commission on Human Ritjet$juman Rights Council and
the General Assembly,

Recognizinghe universal, indivisible, interdependent anétirdlated character of
all human rights and, in this regard, reaffirmihg tight to development as a universal
and inalienable right and an integral part of aliian rights,

Expressingits concern at the negative impact of unilate@drcive measures on
human rights, development, international relatidrzje, investment and cooperation,

50 A/HRC/17/27.
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ReaffirmingHuman Rights Council resolution 15/24 of 6 OctoB@t0, in which
the Council requested the Office of the United diagi High Commissioner for Human
Rights to prepare a thematic study on the impacindateral coercive measures on the
enjoyment of human rights, including recommendati@m actions aimed at ending
such measures, taking into account all previousortep resolutions and relevant
information available to the United Nations systemnthis regard, and to present the
study to the Council at its eighteenth session,

Taking noteof the note by the Secretarfainforming the Human Rights Council
that the above-mentioned thematic study was undepgpation, required additional
time for its completion and would therefore be sitted to the Human Rights Council
at its nineteenth session,

Decidesto examine this question in accordance with itauah programme of
work under the same agenda item.”

[Adopted by a recorded vote of 34 to 12, with netahtions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&smeroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemindia, Indonesia,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mtania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Nigeria, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russkaderation, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italygrivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica]

18/121
Procedural decision on the annual cycle of the Adsory Committee

At its 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, the &tumights Council decided to adopt
the following text:

“The Human Rights Coungil

Recallingits resolution 16/21 of 12 April 2011, on the mwi of the work and
functioning of the Human Rights Council and, intmadar, section Ill of the annex to
that resolution, entitled ‘Advisory Committee’, piding for the annual report of the
Advisory Committee to be submitted to the Countiite September session and to be
the subject of an interactive dialogue with the @uttee Chairperson,

Taking noteof the letter addressed by the Chairperson ofthasory Committee
to the President of the Human Rights Council onAlyjust 2011 concerning the
Committee cycle,

1. Decidesthat the cycle of the Advisory Committee shall ddjusted to
run from 1 October to 30 September, to ensure that annual reporting of the
Committee to the Council and the interactive diathereon will take place at the end
of the cycle;

2. Also decidesthat, as a transitional measure, the period oicefbf
members of the Advisory Committee ending in Mard12 will be exceptionally
extended until 30 September 2012.”

[Adopted without a vote.]

51 A/HRC/18/28.



[1l. President’s statements

PRST 18/1
Technical assistance and capacity-building for Hait

At the 37th meeting, held on 30 September 201d Ptesident of the Council read out the
following statement:

“Upon the request of the authorities of Haiti, tHeman Rights Council has
decided to technically extend the mandate of tdependent expert on the situation of
human rights in Haiti until the nineteenth sesgibthe Council.”

PRST 18/2

At the 38th meeting, held on 30 September 2014, Rresident of the Human Rights
Council read out the following statement:

“The Human Rights Coungil

Acknowledgingthe need for constructive dialogue between thac©fbf the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rightsl he Human Rights Council,
and recognizing the progress already made by tigh i@lommissioner in presenting
information on sources and allocation of fundindnéw Office in her annual report,

Emphasizinghe importance of further enhancing cooperatiothefOffice of the
High Commissioner with the Human Rights Council fuffilling its mandate, and
noting the need for regular and transparent examofinformation in this regard,

Reaffirmingthat the Fifth Committee is the appropriate Maion@nittee of the
General Assembly entrusted with responsibilities &lministrative and budgetary
matters,

Invites the High Commissioner to include in her annual orepdetailed
information on:

€) Allocations of the regular budget, according programme and
mandates;

(b) Voluntary contributions received by the Officef the High
Commissioner and their specific allocation;

(c) Allocation of earmarked and unearmarked cbaotions, according to
programmes and mandates;

(d) Allocation of funding for the special procedsy

which would be considered at a mutually agreedrfotu
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Part Two: Summary of proceedings
Organizational and procedural matters

Opening and duration of the session

1. The Human Rights Council held its eighteenth sessibthe United Nations Office at
Geneva from 12 to 30 September and on 21 Octobgt.Zbhe President of the Council
opened the session.

2. In accordance with rule 8 (b) of the rules of pdha® of the Council, as contained in part
VII of the annex to Council resolution 5/1, the anizational meeting of the eighteenth session
was held on 26 August 2011.

3. The eighteenth session consisted of 38 meetingsldvdays.

Attendance

4. The session was attended by representatives afsStéémbers of the Council, observer

States of the Council, observers for non-MembeteStaf the United Nations and other

observers, as well as observers for United Natemigties, specialized agencies and related
organizations, intergovernmental organizations antlder entities, national human rights

institutions and non-governmental organizations genex I).

Agenda and programme of work of the session

5. Atits 1st meeting, on 12 September 2011, the Gbadopted the agenda and programme
of work of the eighteenth session.

Meetings and documentation

6. The Council held 38 fully serviced meetings duritsgeighteenth session.

7. The text of the resolutions and decisions adoptethé Council is contained in Part One
of the present report.

8. Annex | contains the list of attendance.

9. Annex Il contains the agenda of the Council, aduphed in section V of the annex to
Council resolution 5/1.

10. Annex Il contains the list of documents issuedtfa eighteenth session of the Council.

11. Annex IV contains the list of special proceduresdae holders appointed by the Council
at its eighteenth session.

Visits

12. At the 1st meeting, on 12 September 2011, Foreigmsiér of Uruguay, Luis Almagro,
Minister of Plantation Industries and Special Enwdythe President on Human Rights of Sri
Lanka, Mahinda Samarasinghe, and Minister of Jeisti@gislation and Human Rights of
Benin, Maitre Maire-Elise Gbedo, delivered stateta¢a the Council.
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13. At the 3rd meeting, on 13 September 2011, Foreignidtér of Myanmar, Wunna Maung
Lwin, and the Minister of Justice and Human Rigiftthe Democratic Republic of the Congo,
Luzolo Bambi Lessa, delivered statements to thenCidu

14. At the 11th meeting, on 16 September 2011, MinisfeJustice of the Sudan, Mohamed
Bushara Dousa, delivered a statement to the Council

15. At the 12th meeting, on 19 September 2011, Statere®ey for European and
International Affairs of Austria, Wolfgang Waldnelelivered a statement to the Council.

16. At the 14th meeting, on 19 September 2011, theidnessof Costa Rica, Laura Chinchilla
Miranda, delivered a statement to the Council.

F. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Reporting of the Secretary-General on the questionf the death penalty

17. At the 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, theesgmtative of Belgium introduced
draft decision A/HRC/18/L.28, sponsored by Belgiamd co-sponsored by Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Benin, Brazil, Canada, Chilepl@nbia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Djibouti, Estonia, Finland, Fean Germany, Greece, Hungary,
Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Mexico, Netlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, SlayeBpain, Sweden, Switzerland,
Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northedreland and Uruguay.
Subsequently, Algeria, Andorra, Bulgaria, Cyprusland, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Malta,
Nicaragua, South Africa, Ukraine and Venezuela i{Boian Republic of) joined the
sponsors.

18. At the same meeting, the draft decision was adopigdout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, decision 18/117)

Resumption of rights of membership of Libya in theHuman Rights Council

19. At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesmmtative of Libya introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.35, sponsored by Morocco tahalf of the Group of Arab States)
and co-sponsored by Algeria, Bahrain, Botswana,dCBgibouti, Egypt, France, Ghana,
Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Maldives,glliia, Norway, Oman, Palestine,
Portugal, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Iguflaailand, Tunisia, Turkey, United
Arab Emirates and United Kingdom of Great BritamddNorthern Ireland. Subsequently,
Albania, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Benin, Balia, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde, Costa
Rica, Coéte d'lvoire, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech RemyblDenmark, Estonia, Finland,
Germany, Greece, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Itelimaq, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxemboundalaysia, Malta, Monaco,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, Pakistan (on behalfthef Organization of Islamic
Corporation), Poland, Republic of Korea, RepublicMpnldova, Romania, Senegal (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Singap@kvakia, Slovenia, Somalia, Sweden,
Switzerland, Syrian Arab Republic, United StatesAsferica and Yemen joined the
sSponsors.

20. At the same meeting, the representatives of Cubaador, Italy, Maldives and Uruguay
made general comments in relation to the draftuéiso.

21. Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution agmpted without a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/9).



G. Selection and appointment of mandate holders

22. At its 38th meeting, on 30 September and 21 Octabéd, the Council appointed special
procedures mandate holders in accordance with Qlowgsolutions 5/1, 6/36 and 16/21 (see
annex V).

Adoption of the report of the session

23. At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Algeria, Argentina,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), France, Hondurdake Netherlands, Slovenia, South
Africa, Sri Lanka, the United Kingdom of Great Biit and Northern Ireland made
statements as observer States.

24. At the same meeting, the Rapporteur and Vice-Peasidf the Council made a statement
in connection with the draft report of the Cour@&fHRC/18/2) and the annual report of
the Council to the General Assembly.

25. Also at the same meeting, the Council adopted th& ceportad referendunand decided
to entrust the Rapporteur with its finalization.

26. At the same meeting, the representative of Sen@gabehalf of the Group of African
States) and the observers for Amnesty Internatiandl International Service for Human
Rights made general remarks in relation to theizess

Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights and reports of the Office of the Hgh
Commissioner and the Secretary-General

Update by the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights

27. At the 1st meeting, on 12 September 2011, the dritations High Commissioner for
Human Rights made a statement providing an upddteactivities of her Office.

28. During the ensuing general debate at the same mgeetnd at the 2nd meeting, on the
same day, the following made statements:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Glodngstria, Bangladesh, Belgium,
China, Republic of the Congo, Costa Rica, CubacBfepublic, Ecuador, Egypton behalf
of the Non-aligned Movement and the Group of Araatés), India, Indonesia, Italy, Jordan,
Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, Ba&r? (on behalf of the Organization of
Islamic Corporation), Philippines, Poland (on béldilthe European Union, Albania, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Liechtensteirpntdnegro, Serbia and The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia), Qatar, Republiddafidova, Romania, Russian Federation,

Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Stat&pain, Switzerland, Thailand and United
States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tafAfghanistan, Algeria, Australia,
Azerbaijan, Brazil, Canada, Egypt, Ethiopia, FranGermany, Honduras, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Japan, Kenya, Morocco, Nepal, Pakisaraguay, Republic of Korea, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom ofe@r Britain and Northern Ireland,
Uzbekistan and Viet Nam;

%2 Observer of the Council speaking on behalf of Mengiiates and observer States.
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(c) Observers for the following non-governmentakgamizations: Amnesty
International, Asian Forum for Human Rights and &epment, Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal
Network (also on behalf of the European Region g tnternational Lesbian and Gay
Federation), France Libertes: Fondation Daniellgévtiand, Indian Council of South America,
Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru, International HumangiR$ Association of American
Minorities, International Humanist and Ethnical omj Lawyer's Rights Watch Canada,
Mouvement contre le racism et pour I'amitié enee peuples (MRAP), North-South XXI and
United Nations Watch.

Interactive dialogue on human rights in Yemen

29. At the 12th meeting, on 19 September 2011, the Bepigh Commissioner presented the
report by the High Commissioner on her Office’stiie Yemen (A/HRC/18/21).

30. At the same meeting, the representative of Yemedens statement as the concerned
country.

31. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Deputy High Commissiarestigpns:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Glo®enin, China, Czech Republic,
Egypf?(on behalf of the Group of Arab States), India, Iditees, Mexico, Norway, Pakist&n
(on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpara)i Philippines, Romania, Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Switzerland, Bmailand United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Canada,
France, Germany, Greece, Israel, Kuwait, NethedaBtbvakia, Sudan, Turkey, United Arab
Emirates and United Kingdom of Great Britain andtNern Ireland;

(c) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkéd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(d) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(e) Observers for non-governmental organizatiémsman Center for Human Rights

Studies, Amnesty International, Human Rights Infation and Training Center, Human
Rights Watch and Worldwide Organization for Womeits@ on behalf of Union of Arab
Jurists).

32. At the same meeting, the representative of Yemeswared questions and made
concluding remarks as the concerned country.

33. Also at the same meeting, the Deputy High Commisi@answered questions and made
her concluding remarks.

Reports of the Office of the United Nations Hig Commissioner
for Human Rights and the Secretary-General

34. At the 8th meeting, on 15 September 2011, the Bepligh Commissioner for Human
Rights presented thematic reports prepared by ffieeQf the High Commissioner and
the Secretary-General.

35. At the 8th and 9th meetings, on the same day, then€ll held a general debate on
thematic reports presented by the Deputy High Cawsimmner (see Chapter I, D).
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Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Transparency in funding and staffing of the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

36. At the 38th meeting, the representative of Pakistatroduced draft resolution
A/HRC/18/L.14, sponsored by Cuba, Pakistan and.&tka and co-sponsored by Algeria,
Bangladesh, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational Staf®, ¢ndonesia, Malaysia, Palestine,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia and Venezuela (Bolivarian Répulf). Subsequently, Honduras and
Nicaragua joined the sponsors.

37. At the same meeting, the representative of Pakisianbehalf of sponsors of the draft
resolution, announced that the draft resolutionldidne deferred.

38. Also at the same meeting, in consideration of tefemlal of the draft resolution by the
sponsors, the President of the Council made anséatiein relation to the funding of the
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights.

39. At the same meeting, the representatives of Culththe Russian Federation made
comments in relation to the deferral of the drasialution and the President’s statement.

40. For the text of the President’s statement, seequextchapter Ill, PRST/18/2.

Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil, political,
economic, social and cultural rights, including theight to
development

Special Representative of the Secretary-Generah children
and armed conflict

41. At the 2nd meeting, on 12 September 2011, the 8pBapresentative of the Secretary-
General for children and armed conflict, Radhikeo@araswamy, presented her report
(A/HRC/18/38).

42. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the Breketing, on 13 September 2011, the
following made statements and asked the SpecialeReptative questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Cbuxngstria, Belgium, China, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypi(also on behalf of the Group of Arab States), andi
Indonesia, Italy, Mexico, Norway, Pakistan(on behalf of the Organization of Islamic
Corporation), Philippines, Romania, Russian FedmraiSenegal (on behalf of the Group of
African States), Switzerland, Thailand, United &sadf America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer Stagdghanistan, Algeria, Armenia,
Australia, Azerbaijan, Brazil, Chad, Croatia, FanGeorgia, Germany, Greece, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Israel, Morocco, New Zealand, Portugepublic of Korea, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Syrian Arab Republic, United Arab Emirates, Venda{Bolivarian State of) and Viet Nam;

(c) Observer for Palestine;

(d) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkoeéd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,;

(e) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatitaropean Union;

)] Observers for the following non-governmental gamizations: Colombian
Commission of Jurists, Defence for Children Intéioral, International Muslim Women
Union and International Save the Children Alliance.
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43. At the same meeting, the Special Representativaveresl questions and made her
concluding remarks.

44. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the seprtatives of Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Georgia and the Russian Federation made stateinesercise of the right of reply.

45. At the same meeting, the representatives of Armanth Azerbaijan made statements in
exercise of a second right of reply.

Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on human rights and internatiomal solidarity

46. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the iedépnt expert on human rights and
international solidarity, Virginia Dandan, presehteer oral report.

47. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting the following made
statements and asked the independent expert questio

€) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBangladesh, China, Cuba,
Pakistaf® (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpaa) and United States of
America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer éatAlgeria and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for non-governmental organizatioAssociazione Comunita Papa

Giovanni XXIll, Federation of Cuban Women, Inteiipaal Association of Peace Messenger
Cities, International Institute for Peace, Northu80XXI and United School International.

48. At the same meeting, the independent expert ansiveprestions and made her concluding
remarks.

Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a mearof violating human rights and
impeding the right of peoples to self-determination

49. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the @heon of the Working Group on the
use of mercenaries as a means of violating hungdmtsrand impeding the right of peoples
to self-determination, Faiza Patel, presented tlekilg Group’s reports (A/HRC/18/32
and Add.2-4).

50. At the same meeting, the representatives of Eqgaat®uinea, Iraq and South Africa made
statements as concerned countries.

51. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Chairperson of the Wogkingp questions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the GlouAmentina, China, Cuba,
Egypf? (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Paki§téon behalf of the Organization of
Islamic Corporation), Russian Federation, SpaintZanand and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Azerbaijan, Egypt,
Honduras, Pakistan, United Kingdom of Great Britaimd Northern Ireland and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentajamizations: Federation of Cuban
Women, North-South XXI and United Towns Agency fworth-South Cooperation.
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52. At the same meeting, the Chairperson of the Worldngup answered questions and made
her concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of slauwy including its causes and
conseguences

53. At the 6th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the &pBeipporteur on contemporary forms
of slavery including its causes and consequencea@ Shahinian, presented her reports
(A/HRC/18/30 and Add.1 and 2).

54. At the same meeting, the representatives of Perl Rmmania made statements as
concerned countries

55. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gougstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glouhastria, Botswana, China,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, Indonesia, Pakistam behalf of the Organization of Islamic
Corporation), United States of America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &datAlgeria, Brazil, Egypt, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), United Kingdom of Great Biitt and Northern Ireland and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for the Holy See;

(d) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,;

(e) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatitaropean Union;
® Observer for one non-governmental organizatimanciscans International.

56. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansingrestions and made her concluding
remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the adverse effects of thmovement and dumping of toxic and
dangerous products and wastes on the enjoyment ofitman rights

57. At the 6th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the &p&apporteur on the adverse effects
of the movement and dumping of toxic and dangerpreducts and wastes on the
enjoyment of human rights, Calin Georgescu, preseihis reports (A/HRC/18/31 and
Add.2).

58. At the same meeting, the representative of Polandema statement as the concerned
country.

59. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gugstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBbina, Costa Rica, Cote
d’Ivoire® (on behalf of the Group of African States), Culpalonesia, Norway, Pakist&r(on
behalf of the Organization of Islamic CorporatioRpmania, United States of America and
Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &étatAlgeria, Morocco and South
Africa;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observer for one non-governmental organizatioWerein  Sudwind

Entwicklungspolitik.
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60. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansiwgrestions and made his concluding
remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the human right to safe driking water and sanitation

61. At the 8th meeting, on 15 September 2011, the &p&apporteur on the human right to
safe drinking water and sanitation, Catarina deufllerque, presented her reports
(AJHRC/18/33 and Add.1-4).

62. At the same meeting, the representatives of Jelangnia and United States of America
made statements as concerned countries.

63. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gougstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glou@tina, Cuba, Ecuador,
Germany’ (also on behalf of Bangladesh, Croatia, FranceldMes, Morocco, Slovenia,
Spain and Uruguay), India, Indonesia, Norway, Réputf Moldova, Senegal (on behalf of
the Group of African States), Spain, Switzerland &nuguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer étatlgeria, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, Moroc&wrtugal, South Africa, Sudan, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland anenézuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for Palestine;

(d) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(e) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

)] Observers for the following non-governmental gamizations: Corporate
Accountability International, European Disabilityodem, Franciscans International, Indian
Council of South America and Worldwide Organization\Women.

64. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansigrestions and made her concluding
remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigks and fundamental freedoms of
indigenous people

65. At the 16th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the i8pBapporteur on the situation of
human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigempaaple, James Anaya, presented his
reports (A/HRC/18/35 and Add.1-8).

66. At the same meeting, the Chairperson of the Bodrdlraostees of the Voluntary Trust
Fund for Indigenous Populations, Melakou Tegegrderastatement.

67. Also at the same meeting, the representatives @ulBlie of the Congo, Costa Rica,
Finland, France, Guatemala, New Zealand, Norway &weéden made statements as
concerned countries.

68. At the same meeting, the representatives of ndtidneman rights institutions of
Guatemala, New Zealand and Norway made statements.

69. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameting and at the 19th meeting, on 21
September 2011, the following made statements asi@tdathe Special Rapporteur
guestions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glo@hile, China, Cuba, Ecuador,
Guatemala, Mexico, Peru, Russian Federation, UiStates of America and Uruguay;
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(b) Representatives of the following observer éafustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Denmark, Hild@p Germany, Panama, Paraguay and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(d) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(e) Observer for a national human rights institatibefensoria del Pueblo, Peru;

® Observer for non-governmental organizationsian€e Libertes: Fondation

Danielle Mitterrand, Foundation for Aboriginal aridlander Research Action Aboriginal
Corporation, Indian Law Resource Centre, IntermatioAssociation of Schools of Social
Work, International Committee for the Indians of thmericas (INCOMINDIOS Switzerland),
International Indian Treaty Council, Saami Cousagitl VIVAT International .

70. At the 19th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the i8pBapporteur answered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

71. At the same meeting, Wilton Littlechild, membertbé Expert Mechanism of the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples answered questions and nisdercluding remarks.

Panels

Panel discussion on the promotion and protectioaf human rights in the context of
peaceful protest

72. At the 5th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the dbheld a half-day panel discussion on
the promotion and protection of human rights in tuntext of peaceful protest, in
accordance with Council decision 17/120. The Depiigh Commissioner made opening
remarks for the panel.

73. At the same meeting, the President of Maldives, &obd Nasheed, made a statement as a
keynote speaker.

74. At the same meeting, the following panellists mati@ements: Maina Kiai, Santiago
Canton, Michael Hamilton, Lake Tee Khaw and BaHeyire Hassan.

75. During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Glou@ibhina (also on behalf of
Algeria, Bangladesh, Bahrain, Belarus, Bolivia (Plational State of), Republic of the Congo,
Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Djiiyodcuador, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, MalaysiMauritania, Myanmar, Namibia,
Nicaragua, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Russiatefaion, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Tajikistan, Uganda, Venezuela (Bolivarian Repulofy, Viet Nam, Yemen and Zimbabwe),
Costa Rica, Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), IndoneRiassian Federation,
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Statex) Switzerland,;

(b) Representatives of the following observer étatAustralia (also on behalf of
Canada and New Zealand), Brazil, Nigeria and Turkey

(c) Observer for Palestine;

(d) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentegamizations: Asian Forum for

Human Rights and Development and International fatite for Human Rights Leagues.

76. During the second segment of the ensuing paneluskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:



(a) Representatives of States Members of the Cbudaba, Norway, Thailand and
United States of America;

(b) The representative of an observer State: driiemgdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland,;

(c) Observer for one non-governmental organizattvess Emblem Campaign.

77. At the same meeting, the following panellists anmgdequestions: Maina Kiai, Santiago
Canton, Michael Hamilton, Lake Tee Khaw and BaHeyire Hassan.

Panel discussion on the realization of the righto development

78. At the 7th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the Obiwetd a panel discussion on the
realization of the right to development in accomamith Council decision 16/117. The
High Commissioner made opening remarks for the lpane

79. At the same meeting, the following panellists madatements: Ariranga G. Pillay,
Virginia Dandan and Joseph K. Ingram.

80. Also at the same meeting, Tamara Kunanayakam, @ramn-Rapporteur of the Working
Group on the Right to Development made a statement.

81. During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panedjiststions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the CbuBeikina Faso, China, Cuba,
Egypt? (on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement), India,tqa United States of America and
Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer&taBrazil, Germany, Honduras (also
on behalf of Costa Rica) and Morocco;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentegamizations: Indian Council of

South America and North-South XXI.

82. During the second segment of the ensuing discusditite same meeting, the following made
statements and asked the panellists questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the CounelgiBm, Ecuador, Italy, Norway,
Pakistar’ (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpara}, Saudi Arabia and
Thailand;

(b) Representatives of the following observer StategypE Ethiopia, France, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), South Africa and Venezudbalfvarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for the United Nations entities, specélizagencies and related
organizations: United Nations Development Programme

(d) Observers for the following non-governmental orgations: Hope International and
Rencontre Africaine pour la Défense des Droitsiderhme.

83. At the same meeting, the following panellists angdequestions and made their
concluding remarks: Ariranga G. Pillay, Virginia iman and Joseph K. Ingram.

Panel discussion on the realization of the righto health of older persons

84. At the 10th meeting, on 16 September 2011, the €ibheld a half-day panel discussion
on the realization of the right to health of oldegrsons, in accordance with Council
resolution 15/22. The High Commissioner made opgenémarks for the panel.

85. At the same meeting, the following panellists matitements: Anand Grover, Chung
Chinsung, Alexandre Kalache, Helena Nygren-Krug Bridget Sleap.

85



86. During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panedjiststions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gloultina, Egypt? (on behalf of
the Group of Arab States), Indonesia (on behalimgfmber States of the Association of
Southeast Asian Nations), Pakistaton behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corparaj,
Peru, Saudi Arabia, Senegal (on behalf of the Gajuifrican States) and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer&tafrgentina, Brazil and Nepal;
(c) Observer for the Holy See;
(d) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentgamizations: European Disability
Forum and Federation for Cuban Women.

87. During the second segment of the ensuing paneuskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panedjiststions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the CbuBangladesh, Cuba, Ecuador,
Indonesia, Qatar, Russian Federation, Spain antbd)Sitates of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Germany,
Israel, Kuwait, Morocco, Turkey and Venezuela (Batian Republic of);

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentalgamizations: International
Association for Democracy in Africa and Internabinstitute for Peace.

88. At the same meeting, the following panellists amgdejuestions and made their
concluding remarks: Anand Grover, Chung Chinsurgx@andre Kalache, Bridget Sleap
and Helena Nygren-Krug.

Panel discussion on the role of languages and tuk in the protection of well-being and
identity of indigenous peoples

89. At the 17th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the €ibheld a half-day panel discussion
on the role or languages and culture in the primecof well-being and identity of
indigenous peoples, in accordance with Council legem 15/7. The Deputy High
Commissioner made opening remarks for the panel.

90. At the same meeting, the following panellists meaiatements: James Anaya, Vital
Bambanze, Lester Coyne and Javier Lopez Sanchez.

91. During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjiststions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glouhile, Guatemala, Mexico,
Norway and Peru;

(b) Representatives of the following observer éafustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Canada, and Nepal;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observer for one national human rights indttut Human Rights Commission of
Malaysia;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentedamizations: European Bureau

for Lesser Used Languages and International Woduffor Indigenous Affairs.

92. During the second segment of the ensuing paneuskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjiststions:

(a) Representative of a State Member of the CouRaissian Federation;
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(b) Representatives of the following observer &aDenmark, Finland, Honduras,
New Zealand, Panama and Paraguay;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentalgamizations: International
Committee for the Indians of the Americas (INCOMINES Switzerland) and Mouvement
contre le racisme et pour l'amitié entre les peuple

93. At the same meeting, the following panellists angdejuestions: James Anaya, Vital
Bambanze, Wilton Littlechild, Lester Coyne and &aviopez Sanchez.

General debate on agenda item 3

94. At the 8th and 9th meetings, on 15 September 2B&1Council held a general debate on
thematic reports under agenda items 2 and 3, dwirich the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Glodmgentina, Bangladesh, Poland
(also on behalf of the European Union, Albania, Ania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia,
Georgia, Iceland, Montenegro, Republic of MolddSarbia, The former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Turkey and Ukraine), Botswana, Burkiresd; Costa Rica, Cuba, Hungary,
Indonesia, Norway, Russian Federation, Senegabéhalf of the Group of African States),
Spain, Switzerland and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer étatAlgeria, Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State),o€anada, Egypt, Namibia, New Zealand,
Pakistan and Sudan;

(c) Observer for the Holy See;

(d) Observer for the United Nations entities, spléd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Population Fund (a0 behalf of the World Health
Organization and the United Nations Children’s Bund

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentalrgamizations: Agence
Internationale pour le Développement, Agir Emsengader les Droits de 'Homme, Canners
International Permanent Committee, Center for Emuimental and Management Studies,
Center for Human Rights, Peace and Advocacy, Geribkemocratic International, Colombian
Commission of Jurists, Commission to Study the @izgtion of Peace, Comité International
pour le Respect et I'Application de la Charte Adiie des Droits de 'Homme et des Peuples,
Commission to Study the Organization of Peace, mefdor Children International (also on
behalf of International Save the Children Allianc&uropean Union of Public Relations,
Federacidon de Asociaciones de Defensa y Promoc@énosl Derechos Humanos, France
Libertes: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, Incomirslioindian Council of South America,
Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru (also on behalf of WofPeace Council), International
Association against Torture, International Assadciafor Democracy in Africa, International
Educational Development, Inc., International HumRights Association of American
Minorities, International Humanist and Ethical UmjolInternational Institute for Peace,
International Islamic Federation of Student Orgations, International Service for Human
Rights, Lawyers Rights Watch Canada, Mouvementredetracisme et pour I'amitié entre les
peuples, Organisation pour la Communication engii et de Promotion de la Cooperation
Economique Internationale - OCAPROCE InternationRieess Emblem Campaign, Save the
Children International, Society for Threatened RespUnion de l'action féminine, United
Schools International, United Nations Watch, Unit@dwns Agency for North-South
Cooperation, World Environment and Resources Coanci World Muslim Congress.

95. At the 9th meeting, on 15 September 2011, a stateim&xercise of the right of reply was
made by the representative of China.
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E. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

The human right to safe drinking water and sanitaton

96. At the 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Germany and Spain
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/18/L.1, sponsotegl Germany and Spain and co-
sponsored by Albania, Algeria, Armenia, Belgium,nBge Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Cambodia, Cape Verde, Chad, Chile, CRgta, Cote d’lvoire, Croatia, Cyprus,
El Salvador, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia,eGee Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Morocco, Netlands, Nigeria, Norway, Panama,
Palestine, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Medd Romania, Saint Kitts and Nevis,
Senegal, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Isla&itzerland, Tajikistan, Tunisia,
Uruguay and Zimbabwe. Subsequently, Andorra, AasBotswana, Colombia, Denmark,
Djibouti, Ireland, Latvia, Maldives, Monaco, Montggro, Qatar, Sweden, The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Ukraine and Yenwngd the sponsors.

97. At the same meeting, the representative of Ecuathate general comments in relation to
the draft resolution.

98. Also at the same meeting, the representative ofUithited States of America made a
statement in explanation of the vote before the.vot

99. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/1).

Preventable maternal mortality and morbidity and human rights

100At the 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Burkina Faso,
Colombia and New Zealand introduced draft resofut’fHRC/18/L.8, sponsored by
Burkina Faso, Colombia and New Zealand and co-spedsby Algeria, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Benin, Bolivia (Plurinational $aof), Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Canada, Chile, Congo, Costa Ricéte d’'lvoire, Croatia, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Dijibouti, Dominican Republic, uador, El Salvador, France,
Germany, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Hondudasgary, Iceland, Indonesia,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lumkourg, Maldives, Mauritius, Mexico,
Morocco, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Norway, Panamay,PRortugal, Senegal, Serbia,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, ildhd, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britairdaxorthern Ireland, Uruguay and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequentlyndérra, Bangladesh, Botswana,
Cambodia, Chad, Cyprus, Djibouti, Estonia, Finlalmtlia, Indonesia, Japan, Lithuania,
Malaysia, Monaco, Montenegro, Nepal, Nigeria, PdJaRepublic of Korea, Republic of
Moldova, Rwanda, Singapore, South Africa, Thailahlde former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia and United States of America joined fransors.

101 At the same meeting, the representative of Newagehbrally revised the draft resolution
by modifying operative paragraph 5.

102Also at the same meeting, the representatives ainBeMauritius and Senegal made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

103 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthte estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

104 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutionpradly revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chiptesolution 18/2).

Panel to commemorate the twentieth anniversary ofhie adoption of the Declaration on
the Rights of Persons Belonging to National or Ethio, Religious and Linguistic
Minorities
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105 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Austria introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.7 sponsored by Austria andsponsored by Albania, Armenia,
Australia, Benin, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulga@anada, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Coéte d’lvoire, Croatia, Cuba, Czech Repulilenmark, Ecuador, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Hotiduras, Hungary, Italy, Japan,
Lebanon, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Mexico, Montgoe Nicaragua, Norway, Peru,
Poland, Republic of Moldova, Serbia, Slovakia, 8lua, Switzerland, Uganda, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, WduitStates of America and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently, Andorrajaas, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cyprus, Cape VelfHdhiopia, Iceland, Madagascar,
Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Mozambique, Republic Kdrea, Romania, Senegal,
Sweden and The former Yugoslav Republic of Maceal@mined the sponsors.

106 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

107 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution adgpted without a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/3).

The use of mercenaries as a means of violating humaights and impeding the exercise of
the right of peoples to self-determination

108 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Cuba introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.11, sponsored by Cuba andsponsored by Algeria, Angola,
Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Congcgrbocratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, NicaraguaakBtan, Palestine, Russian
Federation, Sudan, Uruguay, Venezuela (Bolivariaepu®lic of), Viet Nam and
Zimbabwe. Subsequently, Egypt, Iraq, South Afriod ¢he Syrian Arab Republic joined
the sponsors.

109 At the same meeting, the representative of Polamdbghalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)enaadtatement in explanation of vote
before the vote.

110Also at the same meeting, at the request of Polandbehalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Councilcarded vote was taken on the draft
resolution. The draft resolution was adopted, bw8tes to 11, with 4 abstentions. The
voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatantadia, Indonesia, Jordan,
Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Mauritius, Nigeria,efd, Philippines, Qatar,
Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thaildgdnda, Uruguay;

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italypriway, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, United States of America;

Abstention:

Maldives, Mauritania, Mexico, Switzerland.
111 For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd|ution 18/4.
Human rights and international solidarity

112 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Cuba introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.12, sponsored by Cuba andsponsored by Algeria, Angola,
Bangladesh, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational Stat§, drazil, China, Congo, Cuba,
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Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Djibouti,uBdor, Ghana, Haiti, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Malaysia, Nicaragua, NigerRakistan, Palestine, Panama, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, Uruguay, Venezuela (BolararRepublic of), Viet Nam and

Zimbabwe. Subsequently, Bahrain, Burkina Faso, &uata, Morocco, Philippines,

Senegal and the Syrian Arab Republic joined thesps.

113 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

114 Also at the same meeting, the representative afriélojon behalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)enaadtatement in explanation of vote
before the vote.

115At the same meeting, at the request of Poland (@malb of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Councilgcarded vote was taken on the draft
resolution. The draft resolution was adopted, byv88&s to 12, with 1 abstention. The
voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatantadia, Indonesia, Jordan,
Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritiudlexico, Nigeria, Peru,
Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi AaBenegal, Thailand, Uganda,
Uruguay;

Against:

Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italyprivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica;

Abstention:
Mauritania.
116. For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesdlution 18/5.
Promotion of a democratic and equitable internatioml order

117. At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Cuba introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.13, sponsored by Cuba andsponsored by Algeria, Angola,
Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Congcgrbocratic People’s Republic of Korea,
Ecuador, Haiti, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republif), d\icaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Palestine, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) anchZabwe. Subsequently, the Syrian
Arab Republic joined the sponsors.

118At the same meeting, the representative of CubHdyoravised the draft resolution by
modifying operative paragraph 12.

119AIso at the same meeting, the representative ofarfelolintroduced amendment
A/HRC/18/L.33 to the draft resolution A/HRC/18/L.18mendment A/HRC/18/L.33 was
sponsored by Poland.

120At the same meeting, the representative of Culbadoted amendment A/HRC/18/L.34 to
amendment A/HRC/18/L.33. Amendment A/HRC/18/L.34wponsored by Cuba.

121 Also at the same meeting, the representative obthieed States of America moved that
an amendment be made to draft resolution A/HRC/1&/L

122 At the same meeting, the representatives of Cliilesta Rica, Cuba and Peru made
general comments in relation to the draft resotuiod amendments.

90



123 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ daf the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehiasvn to the estimated administrative

and programme budget implications of the draft lkgg&m and the amendments.

124 At the same meeting, the representatives of Ecy&lmatemala and Poland (on behalf of
Member States of the European Union that are mesmifethe Council) made statements

in explanation of vote before the vote on amendméiHRC/18/L.34.

125Also at the same meeting, at the request of Polandbehalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Councilyee@orded vote was taken on

amendment A/HRC/18/L.34. The amendment was adopye@3votes to 12, with 10
abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Burkina Faso, Camerddhina, Congo, Cuba,

Djibouti, Ecuador, India, Indonesia, Jordan, Kyrgfgn, Malaysia, Nigeria,
Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arg®énegal, Thailand, Uganda;

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italyprivay, Poland, Republic of

Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica;

Abstention:

Botswana, Chile, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Maldivequfifania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Peru, Uruguay.

126 At the same meeting, the Council decided not tce taktion on draft amendment

A/HRC/18/L.33.
127 Also at the same meeting, at the request of theeseptative of Cuba, a recorded vote was
taken on the amendment proposed by the UnitedsStditdmerica. The amendment was

rejected by 19 votes to 12, with 14 abstentiong Jdting was as follows:

In favour:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italyprivay, Poland, Republic of

Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica;

Against:
Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Burkina Faso, China,doorCuba, Ecuador, India,

Indonesia, Malaysia, Nigeria, Philippines, Qatamis§lan Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Uganda, Uruguay;

Abstention:
Botswana, Cameroon, Chile, Costa Rica, Dijibouti, a®mala, Jordan,
Kyrgyzstan, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexjdeeru, Thailand.

128 At the same meeting, the representative of Polamdbghalf of Member States of the

European Union that are members of the Council)enaadtatement in explanation of vote
before the vote in relation to the draft resolutias orally revised and amended by

A/HRC/18/L.34.
129Also at the same meeting, at the request of theeseptative of Poland (on behalf of

Member States of the European Union that are mesmifethe Council), a recorded vote

was taken on the draft resolution as orally reviaad amended by A/HRC/18/L.34. The

draft resolution, as orally revised and amendedAHyRC/18/L.34, was adopted by 29
votes to 12, with 5 abstentions. The voting wabhsws:

In favour:
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Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, China, Congo,
Cuba, Dijibouti, Ecuador, Guatemala, India, Indoaesilordan, Kuwait,
Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritius, NigerRhilippines, Qatar, Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Ugaddaguay;

Against:
Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italyprivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica;

Abstention:

Chile, Costa Rica, Mauritania, Mexico, Peru.
130For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd|ution 18/6.

Special Rapporteur on the promotion of truth, justice, reparation and guarantees of non-
recurrence

131 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Argentina, Morocco
and Switzerland introduced draft resolution A/HR&I122, sponsored by Argentina,
Morocco and Switzerland and co-sponsored by AlbaAuastralia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Heraeiga, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Costa
Rica, Coéte d’lvoire, Croatia, Czech Republic, Dematic Republic of the Congo,
Denmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, Finland, France, Gemrdgsermany, Greece, Guatemala,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, ltaly, Latvidechtenstein, Lithuania, Maldives,
Mauritania, Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, Palestine, &aray, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Republic of Moldova, Senegal, Serbia, Slovenia, igp&weden, Thailand, Tunisia,
Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Nomhéreland, Uruguay and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently, Armeniat8gana, Burundi, Cape Verde, Cuba,
Cyprus, Egypt, Estonia, Ghana, Israel, Japan, Lilbhyxembourg, Malta, Montenegro,
Netherlands, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania,vé&t@, Somalia, Suriname, The
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, United Staté America and Yemen joined the
Sponsors.

132 At the same meeting, the representative of Argartirally revised the draft resolution by
modifying operative paragraph 1.

133Also at the same meeting, the representatives dlie,CBosta Rica, Cuba, Ecuador,
Guatemala, Peru, the Russian Federation and Uruguagehalf of MERCOSUR) made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

134 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

135Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutionpradly revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chptesolution 18/7).

Human rights and indigenous peoples

136 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Guatemala introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/18/L.23, sponsored by Guatkmand Mexico and co-sponsored
by Australia, Austria, Bolivia (Plurinational Staté), Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Doramidkepublic, Ecuador, EIl
Salvador, Estonia, Finland, Ghana, Greece, Haiihdtiras, Hungary, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Spain, Uruguay, Venezuela (BoéimafRepublic of) and Zimbabwe.
Subsequently, Armenia, Botswana, Canada, Djibdagiypt, Estonia, Ghana, Iceland,
Israel, Libya, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegro, thetierlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Poland, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Slova&amalia, Suriname, The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, the United Statt®\merica and Yemen joined the
Sponsors.
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137 At the same meeting, the representative of Ecuadale general comments in relation to
the draft resolution.

138Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ daf the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehisvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

139At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/8).

Panel on freedom of expression on the Internet

140 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Sweden introduced draft
decision A/HRC/18/L.27, sponsored by Sweden andpmmsored by Austria, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Bulgaria, Canada, Chilep@bia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, FranGsrmany, Georgia, Greece,
Guatemala, Hungary, Indonesia, Ireland, Israely,lthatvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Montenegro, Morocco, Netherlands, NorwagleBtine, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Republic of Moldova, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia,vBlia, Spain, Switzerland, Tunisia,
Turkey, Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great t@in and Northern Ireland.
Subsequently, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Cote dire, Djibouti, Honduras, Iceland,
India, Japan, Maldives, Republic of Korea, Romar8anegal, Somalia, The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and the United StafeAmerica joined the sponsors.

141 At the same meeting, the representatives of Chivta@Guba made general comments in
relation to the draft decision.

142 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ daf the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehiasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft sleoi

143 At the same meeting, the draft decision was adopigdout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, decision 18/119)

Human rights and issues related to terrorist hostag-taking

144 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States) introduced draft resolnt®&HRC/18/L.3, sponsored by Senegal
(on behalf of the Group of African States). Subsadly, Bangladesh, Colombia, Cuba,
the Russian Federation, Sri Lanka and Turkey jothedsponsors.

145At the same meeting, the representative of Sen@gabehalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

146 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ daf the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

147 At the same meeting, the representative of theddrfitates of America made a statement
in explanation of vote before the vote.

148 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution adgpted without a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/10)

Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the human rigts obligations related to
environmentally sound management and disposal of kardous substances and waste

149 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States) introduced draft resolnt®&HRC/18/L.6, sponsored by Senegal
(on behalf of the Group of African States). Subsaqly, Austria, Costa Rica, Maldives,
Portugal, Romania and Uruguay joined the sponsors.
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150At the same meeting, the representatives of Polandbehalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)thadJnited States of America made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

151 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ daf the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehiasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

152 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/11)

Human rights in the administration of justice, in particular juvenile justice

153 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Austria introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.9, sponsored by Austria andsponsored by Argentina, Armenia,
Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chilesta Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech
Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Gesm&reece, Guatemala, Hungary,
Iceland, Israel, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Luxeourg, Malta, Mexico, Montenegro,
Morocco, Netherlands, Norway, Peru, Poland, Poftugepublic of Moldova, Romania,
Russian Federation, Serbia, Slovakia, SloveniajinSggweden, Switzerland, Thailand,
Tunisia, Turkey, Ukraine and Uruguay. Subsequerlpania, Andorra, Benin, Brazil,
Colombia, Ecuador, Georgia, Ireland, Japan, Kerlyhanon, Lithuania, Maldives,
Monaco, Montenegro, Panama, Republic of Korea,Nsarico and The former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia joined the sponsors.

154 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/12)

The role of prevention in the promotion and protecion of human rights

155 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Ukraine introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.21, sponsored by Ukraine aondsponsored by Chile, Colombia,
Croatia, Czech Republic, France, Georgia, Germ@ngece, Guatemala, Hungary, Latvia,
Morocco, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of MollcSerbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Thailand, Tunisia and Uruguay. Subsequently, AldaniAustralia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Burkina Faso, Canada, Cyprus, DenmBiljouti, Estonia, Finland,
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Lithuania, Makh, Montenegro, Nicaragua, Sweden,
The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Unitethdlom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and the United States of Ameraiagd the sponsors.

156 At the same meeting, the representative of Ukraiadly revised the draft resolution by
modifying operative paragraph 3.

157 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutionpradly revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chpesolution 18/13).

Regional arrangements for the promotion and protedbn of human rights

158 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Belgium introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/18/L.29/Rev.1, sponsored Bglgium and co-sponsored by
Armenia, Croatia, Greece, Guatemala, Ireland, MexiReru, Poland, Portugal, Senegal,
Serbia, Spain and Thailand. Subsequently, Austr&@nada, Chile, Cyprus, Estonia,
Montenegro, Romania, Senegal, Slovakia, SloveniaSmuth Africa joined the sponsors.

159 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

160Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution adgpted without a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/14)
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Panel on the promotion of multiculturalism as a meas of protecting human rights and
combating xenophobia, discrimination and intolerane

161 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Egypt introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.17, sponsored by Egypt anesponsored by Bangladesh, Cuba,
Malaysia, Morocco and Pakistan. Subsequently, Adgekustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Djibouti, Indonesia, Iragq, Lebanon, Magua, Pakistan (on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Corporation), Palestineta@aSaudi Arabia, Senegal (on behalf
of the Group of African States), Sri Lanka, Thailaand Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of) joined the sponsors.

162 At the same meeting, the representative of Egygtyorevised the draft resolution.

163 Also at the same meeting, the representatives ba@ud Senegal (on behalf of the Group
of African States) made general comments in relaticthe draft resolution.

164 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15Befrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

165Also at the same meeting, the representative ofUhiked States of America made a
statement in explanation of vote before the vote.

166 At the same meeting, at the request of the UnitateS of America, a recorded vote was
taken on the draft resolution. The draft resolutias orally revised, was adopted by 37
votes to 1, with 8 abstentions. The voting wasotlews:

In favour:

Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, Chile, China,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatamadia, Indonesia, Italy,
Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, M#nia, Mauritius, Mexico,
Nigeria, Norway, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russkaderation, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Spain, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay;

Against:
United States of America;
Abstention:

Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, PolafEepublic of Moldova,
Romania, Switzerland.

167 For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd|ution 18/20.
Human rights of migrants

168 At the 37th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtative of Mexico introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.10/Rev.1, sponsored by Mexaml co-sponsored by Argentina,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Heraega, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Ecuador, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guatemala, Honduras,, P&etbia, Turkey, Uruguay and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequentlya#il, Egypt, Indonesia, Nicaragua,
Philippines and Sri Lanka joined the sponsors.

169 At the same meeting, the representative of Mexiedlyorevised the draft resolution.

170Also at the same meeting, the representatives ofdar, Italy, Poland (on behalf of
Member States of the European Union that are mesntiiethe Council) and the United
States of America made general comments in relatiche draft resolution.

171 At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as ynavised, was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesdlution 18/21).

Human rights and climate change
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172 At the 37th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Bangladesh and the
Philippines introduced draft resolution A/HRC/1&6/Rev.1, sponsored by Bangladesh
and the Philippines and co-sponsored by AlgeriapiBeDjibouti, Indonesia, Namibia,
Nepal, Pakistan, Palestine, Sri Lanka, Thailandiguay, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of), Viet Nam and Zimbabwe. Subsequently, BotswaBalgaria, Burkina Faso, Chad,
Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Germany, Greece, Irelandaheh, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritius, Monaco, Montenegtite Netherlands, Nicaragua, Peru,
Qatar, Romania, Senegal, Singapore, Spain anduidi@nJoined the sponsors.

173 At the same meeting, the representatives of Coista, Rlaldives and the United States of
America made general comments in relation to tlaé desolution.

174 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ af the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehiasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

175At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/22)

176 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September, the reprateatof Switzerland (also on behalf of
Slovenia) made a statement in explanation of viiez the vote.

The right to development

177 At the 38th meeting on 30 September 2011, the sepiative of Egypt (on behalf of the
Non-Aligned Movement) introduced draft resolutioH#RC/18/L.15. sponsored by Egypt
(on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement) and co-sgmed by Brazil, Serbia and
Uruguay. Subsequently, China and Nicaragua joihedsponsors.

178 At the same meeting, the representative of Egypt kehalf of the Non-Aligned
Movement) orally revised the draft resolution.

179 Also at the same meeting, the representatives lahBdon behalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)thadJnited States of America made
statements in explanation of vote before the vote.

180At the same meeting, at the request of the UnitateS of America, a recorded vote was
taken on the draft resolution. The draft resolutias orally revised, was adopted by 45
votes, with one abstention. The voting was as faito

In favour:

Angola, Austria, Bangladesh, Belgium, Benin, Botsaa Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, Chile, China, Republic of the Congo, &oRica, Cuba, Czech
Republic, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemala, Hungaryglian Indonesia, Italy, Jordan,
Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, MauritanMauritius, Mexico, Nigeria,

Norway, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Repuldfc Moldova, Romania,

Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Spuiitiz&land, Thailand, Uganda,
Uruguay;

Abstention:
United States of America.
181 For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd|ution 18/26.
Human rights and unilateral coercive measures

182 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtative of Egypt (on behalf of the
Non-Aligned Movement) introduced draft decision &R8/18/L.16, sponsored by Egypt
(on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement).
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183 At the same meeting, the representative of Polamdbghalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)enaadtatement in explanation of vote
before the vote.

184 Also at the same meeting, at the request of Polandbehalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Councilgcarded vote was taken on the draft
decision. The draft decision was adopted by 34s/ue 2. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&ameroon, Chile, China,
Republic of the Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Djiboltipador, Guatemala, India,
Indonesia, Jordan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Iddees, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria, Peru, Philippines, QatRussian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay;

Against:

Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italyprivay, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, Spain, Switzerland, United Stafe&merica.

185 For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptéedision 18/120.
Human rights situations that require the Counadl’s attention

Interactive dialogue on country situations

Interactive dialogue with the International Commission of Inquiry on Libya

186 At the 12th meeting, on 19 September 2011, Philigpech presented an oral report on
behalf of the International Commission of Inquiny loibya.

187 At the same meeting, the representative of Libyalana statement as the concerned
country.

188During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting and at the 13th meeting, on
the same day, the following made statements anddagfe Commission of Inquiry
guestions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Cbufastria, Belgium,
Botswana, Chile, China, Cuba, Czech Republic, Egyph behalf of the Group of Arab
States), India (also on behalf of Brazil and Sodtiica), Indonesia, Italy, Jordan,
Maldives, Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, Qatar, RussiaedEration, Spain, Switzerland,
Thailand and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer Statélgeria, Australia,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, Croatia, Denmayypt=France, Germany, Iraq, Japan,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Morocco, Portugal, Republic of Ear Slovakia, Sudan, Tunisia,
Turkey, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of @treBritain and Northern Ireland,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Viet Nam;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentabamizations: Human
Rights Watch, Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru (alsobahalf of World Peace Council),
International Human Rights Association of AmericMinorities and Press Emblem
Campaign.

189At the same meeting, the representative of Libyalana statement as the concerned
country.
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190Also at the same meeting, Philippe Kirsch answeyeeistions and made his concluding
remarks.

Interactive dialogue on the situation of human mghts in the Syrian Arab Republic

191 At the 14th meeting, on 19 September 2011, the Bydpigh Commissioner presented the
report of the High Commissioner on the situationhaiman rights in the Syrian Arab

Republic.

192 At the same meeting, the representative of theaByfirab Republic made a statement as
the concerned country.

193During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Deputy High Commissiarestigpns:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Cbufastria, Belgium,
Botswana, Chile, China, Cuba, Czech Republic, Indidonesia, Italy, Maldives, Mexico,
Norway, Romania, Russian Federation, Spain, Sviétzdr Thailand, United States of

America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer Stat@ustralia, Belarus,
Canada, Croatia, Democratic People’s Republic agEEpDenmark, France, Germany, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Israel, Japan, Kuwait, Pgelj Republic of Korea, Slovakia,
Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain addrthern Ireland and Venezuela

(Bolivarian Republic of);
(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentalgaorizations: Cairo
Institute for Human Rights Studies, Internationabn@nission of Jurists, Mouvement
contre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre les pesipled Rencontre Africaine pour la defense
des droits de I'homme.

194 At the same meeting, the Deputy High Commissiomsmared questions and made her
concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue on the situation of human mghts in Belarus

195 At the 15th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the Bydpigh Commissioner presented the
oral report of the High Commissioner on the sitatf human rights in Belarus.

196 At the same meeting, the representative of Belamade a statement as the concerned
country.

197 During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the If@#etings, on 21 September 2011, and
at the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, thewvioly made statements and asked the

Deputy High Commissioner questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the CbuAagola, Austria,
Bangladesh, Belgium, Botswana, China, Cuba, CzespuRlic, Hungary, India, Mexico,
Norway, Philippines, Russian Federation, SwitzetJabnited States of America and
Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer Stafermenia, Azerbaijan,
Bahrain, Canada, Democratic People’s Republic ofep Denmark, France, Germany,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Kazakhstan, Latvia, Hutnia, Myanmar, Pakistan, Slovakia,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Turkmenistan, Unitddgdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republil, 6fiet Nam and Zimbabwe;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentagamizations: Amnesty
International, CIVICUS-World Alliance for Citizendrticipation, Human Rights House
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Foundation, Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru (also ohabeof World Peace Council) and
International Federation of Human Rights Leaguéso(an behalf of World Organization
Against Torture).

198At the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, theeseptative of Belarus made a
statement as the concerned country.

199 At the same meeting, the Deputy High Commissiomsmared questions and made her
concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on the situation of human rigts in the Sudan

200At the 14th meeting, on 19 September 2011, thepeddent expert on the situation of
human rights in the Sudan, Mohammed Chande Othnmmaesented his reports
(A/HRC/18/40 and Add.1).

201 At the same meeting, the representatives of theusathd South Sudan made statements

as concerned countries.

202During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the Ifsieting, on 20 September 2011, the
following made statements and asked the indeperdgrt questions:

@) Representatives of States Members of the Cbukastria, Bangladesh,
Belgium, Benin, Burkina Faso, China, Czech Repultligyp?? (on behalf of the Group of
Arab States), India, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, R#kit* (on behalf of the Organization
of Islamic Corporation), Qatar, Romania, Russiaddfation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Spain, wiland, Thailand and United States of
America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer Statalgeria, Australia,
Bahrain, Brazil, Canada, Denmark, Egypt, Ethiogtaance, Germany, Ireland, Japan,
Kuwait, Lebanon, Netherlands, Oman, Republic of é&prSlovakia, Slovenia, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Turkey, United Arab Emiratesl United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentabaizations: Action
internationale pour la paix et le développementsdarrégion des Grands Lacs, Al Zubair
Charitable Foundation (also on behalf of EasterndaBu Women Development
Organization and Sudan Council of Voluntary Agesgidmnesty International, Comité
International pour le Respect et I'application a€harte Africaine des Droits de 'Homme
et des Peuples, Human Rights Watch and Maarij Fatiowd for Peace and Development
(also on behalf of Eastern Sudan Women Develop@egdnization and Sudan Council of
Voluntary Agencies).

203 At the 15th meeting, on 20 September 2011, theessmtatives of the Sudan and South
Sudan made statements as concerned countries.

204 At the same meeting, the independent expert ansiwprestions and made his concluding
remarks.

General debate on agenda item 4

205At its 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, andsaP4th and 26th meetings on 23
September 2011, the Council held a general delrategenda item 4, during which the
following made statements:
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(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gloufuastria, Belgium, China,
Cuba, Czech Republic, Norway, Poland (on behalfhef European Union, Albania, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Liechtensteimgntdnegro and The former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia), Romania, Spain, Switzerland United States of America,;

(b) Representatives of the following observer édatAlgeria, Australia, Belarus,
Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Iran (IslamicuBlep of), Ireland, Japan, Morocco,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Sweden and United Kingdom afa®Britain and Northern Ireland;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentalrgamizations: Agence
Internationale pour le Developpement, Amnesty hdéonal, Arab Lawyers Union (also on
behalf of General Arab Women Federation, Intermatio Educational Development,
International Organization for the Elimination oli &orms of Racial Discrimination, Union of
Arab Jurists and United Town Agency for South), iadsForum for Human Rights and
Development, Baha'i International Community, Calrsstitute for Human Rights Studies,
Canners International Permanent Committee, Certer Bhvironment and Management
Studies, Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advoo@ewtrist Democratic International,
CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen ParticipatiorGomité International pour le Respect et
I'Application de la Charte Africaine des Droits ldomme et des Peuples, Commission to
Study the Organization of Peace, Eastern Sudan \Wdbeselopment Organization (also on
behalf of Child Development Foundation, Internasibi/omen Bond, Society studies center
and Sudan Council of Voluntary Agencies), Espacdagfé International, France Libertés:
Fondation Danielle Mitterrand (also on behalf of itement contre le racisme et pour I'amitié
entre les peuples), Human Rights House Founddtlaman Rights Watch, Indian Council of
South America, International Association for Denamgr in Africa, International Buddhist
Relief Organisation, International Committee foe tindians of the Americas, International
Educational Development, International Human Righssociation of American Minorities,
International Humanist and Ethical Union, Interoadl Institute for Peace, International
Islamic Federation of Student Organizations, Iraéomal Movement Against All Forms of
Discrimination and Racism (also on behalf of Lavgy@&ights Watch Canada), Liberation,
Marangopoulos Foundation for Human Rights, Mouvenoemtre le racisme et pour I'amitié
entre les peuples (also on behalf of France Liberfeondation Danielle Mitterrand,
International Educational Development, Inc. and \W¥oie Human Rights International
Association), Network of Women’s Non-governmentabénizations in the Islamic Republic
of Iran, Rencontre Africaine pour la défense desitsirde I'homme, Society for Threatened
Peoples (also on behalf of International Educatiddavelopment, Mouvement contre le
racisme et pour I'amitié entre les peuples and Betne africaine pour la defense des Droits de
’Homme), Organisation pour la Communication eniddie et de Promotion de la Cooperation
Economique Internationale-OCAPROCE Internation8ligjac Universal Alliance, Tchad agir
pour I'environment, Union de I'action feminine, Wed Nations Watch, United Town Agency
for North-South Cooperation, Verein Sudwind Entiicigspolitik, Women Human Rights
International Association, World Environment andsBé&rces Council, World Federation of
Trade Unions and World Muslim Congress.

206 At the 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, stateriarexercise of the right of reply
were made by the representatives of AzerbaijanrdahChina, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicand Zimbabwe.

207 At the 26th meeting, on 23 September 2011, stattsriarexercise of the right of reply
were made by the representatives of Algeria, AZghbaChina, Cuba, the Democratic
People’'s Republic of Korea, Egypt, the Islamic Rajmuof Iran, Japan, Morocco,
Myanmar, the Russian Federation, Sri Lanka, Su8arian Arab Republic, Uzbekistan
and Zimbabwe.

208 At the same meeting, statements in exercise otanskright of reply were made by the
representatives of Algeria, the Democratic PeopR&public of Korea, Japan and
Morocco.
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Human rights bodies and mechanisms

Complaint Procedure

209At the 11th meeting, on 11 September 2011, anthea?Bth meeting, on 27 September
2011, the Council held two closed meetings of thmlaint procedure.

210At the 30th meeting, on 27 September 2011, theid®es made a statement on the
outcome of the meetings, stating: “The Human Rigbtsincil has in closed meetings
examined the human rights situations in Tajikistad in the Democratic Republic of the
Congo under the Complaint Procedure establishedupat to Human Rights Council
resolution 5/1, and has decided to discontinuecdssideration of the human rights
situation in Tajikistan and to keep under revieve thuman rights situation in the
Democratic Republic of the Congo as well as to mmoend that the Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights provide the Democr&epublic of the Congo with
technical cooperation, capacity-building, assistaocadvisory services as needed in both
situations examined under the Complaint Procedure.”

Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Rxples

211At the 16th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the r@biEon-Rapporteur of the Expert
Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples,| Biganbanze, presented the reports of
the Expert Mechanism (A/HRC/18/42 and A/HRC/18/43).

212 At the same meeting, and at the 19th meeting, o8efitember 2011, the Council held an
interactive dialogue on the situation of human tsgland fundamental freedoms of
indigenous peoples (see paragraphs 65-71).

General debate on agenda item 5

213At its 19th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Ciblneld a general debate on agenda
item 5, during which the following made statements:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Cbubatvia® (also on
behalf of Albania, Andorra, Armenia, Australia, Awa, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Cdian Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, FranGeorgia, Germany, Greece,
Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Irelandy,ltdapan, Lebanon, Liechtenstein,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Mo, Montenegro, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Peru, Poland, Port®Rgdublic of Korea, Republic of
Moldova, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakiay&hia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turk&ynisia, Ukraine, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Urugudgrway (also on behalf of Argentina,
Chile, Maldives, Mexico, Sweden, Switzerland, Taad, Turkey and United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland), Poland (ondebf the European Union, Albania,
Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, IcelaMbntenegro, the Republic of
Moldova, Serbia, The former Yugoslav Republic ofdddonia, Turkey and Ukraine) and
Republic of Moldova;

(b) Observers for the following non-governmentabamizations: Cairo
Institute for Human Rights Studies, Centre for Huntéghts and Peace Advocacy,
Colombian Commission of Jurists, Commission of riméional Affairs of the World
Council of Churches (also on behalf of Earth Je$ti€rance Libertés: Fondation Danielle
Mitterrand Incomindios, Indian Council of Educatjdndian Council of South America,
Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru, International Buddhiglief Organisation, International
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VI.

Institute for Non-Aligned Studies, Liberation, Netsk of Women's Non-governmental
Organizations in the Islamic Republic of Iran, N&dd XXI, Permanent Assembly for
Human Rights, Rencontre Africaine pour la défenss droits de I'homme, Syriac
Universal Alliance and Verein Sudwind Entwicklungbpk.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Cooperation with the United Nations, its representdaves and mechanisms in the field of
human rights

214 At the 35th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Hungary introduced
draft decision A/HRC/18/L.19, sponsored by Hungand co-sponsored by Australia,
Austria, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, CosizaRCroatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Gre€ctgtemala, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, lambourg, Mexico, Norway, Peru, Poland,
Portugal, Republic of Moldova, Serbia, Slovakiap\@&hnia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
Thailand, Turkey, Ukraine and United Kingdom of @rdritain and Northern Ireland.
Subsequently, Andorra, Belgium, Brazil, Bosnia aHeérzegovina, Estonia, Japan,
Lithuania, Maldives, Montenegro, the Netherlandscakagua, Republic of Korea,
Romania, Senegal, The former Yugoslav Republic at&tlonia and the United States of
America joined the sponsors.

215At the same meeting, the representative of Hungaajly revised the draft decision by
modifying the fifth preambular paragraph.

216 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&i@ af the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council d&svn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft sieoi

217 At the same meeting, the draft decision, as oralysed, was adopted without a vote (for
the text as adopted, see part one, chapter lisideci8/118).

Annual cycle of the Advisory Committee

218 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theid@esof the Council introduced the
procedural decision on the annual cycle of the sadmi Committee.

219 At the same meeting, the decision was adopted wufithosote (for the text as adopted, see
part one, chapter Il, decision 18/121).

Universal periodic review

220Pursuant to General Assembly resolution 60/251,n€ibuesolution 5/1 and President’s
statements PRST/8/1 and PRST/9/2 on modalitiepaactices for the universal periodic
review process, the Council considered the outcofrtbe reviews conducted during the
eleventh session of the Working Group on the UisigePeriodic Review held from 2 to
13 May 2011.

Consideration of universal periodic review outcomes

221In accordance with paragraph 4.3 of President'sestant 8/1, the following section
contains a summary of the views expressed on tlieome by States under review,
Member and Observer States of the Council, as ageieneral comments made by other
relevant stakeholders before the adoption of theasne by the plenary.
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Belgium

222The review of Belgium was held on 2 May 2011 in foomity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Belgium in@dance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRG.6/11/BEL/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawité paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/BEL/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/11/BEL/3).

223 At its 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Belgium (see section @@l

224 The outcome of the review of Belgium comprisesré@ort of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/3), the viewd B8elgium concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévaatlialogue in the Working Group.

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

225His Excellency Ambassador Roux of Belgium expredsisdgratitude to the delegates of
the Troika and the UPR Secretariat for their commaitt, support and cooperation during
the review of Belgium. He referred to the preseotéhe Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Belgium, Steven Vanackere during the UPR Workingugr that showed Belgium's
commitment to human rights and the importancettciied to the UPR.

226 Ambassador Roux referred to the commitments mad&dbyium during its election to the
Human Rights Council to engage to promote and ptdteman rights, convinced that
civil, political, economic, social and cultural hig are universal, indivisible,
interdependent and intrinsically linked.

227Belgium’s aim during the UPR was to accept as maepmmendations as possible and,
as reflected in the Working Group report, Belgiummediately accepted the vast
majority, 85 out of 121. Moreover, Belgium notedatth26 of the accepted
recommendations had been implemented already @ being implemented.

228These recommendations include, inter alia: théication of international instruments, the
fight against racism, asylum and migration policid®e penitentiary system, violence
against women, the fight against sexual exploitataf children, LGBT rights, and
disability rights.

229Belgium has accepted to establish a national hungdits institution in accordance with
the Paris Principles, the strengthening of its@syand migration policies, the revision of
its penitentiary conditions, and the ratificatioh four of its international instruments,
notably the Convention on Forced DisappearancesOIRCAT, the Optional Protocol to
ICESR, and the Third Protocol to the Geneva Corneerdf 12 August 1949.

230Since May 2011, the Belgian authorities have turtiedr attention to the follow up on
these recommendations.

231Hence on 2 June 2011, Belgium ratified the Coneentin Forced Disappearances. The
process of the ratification of the Optional Proiawol CESR and the OPCAT is on-going,
and a working group has been created for the ésitalént of a national human rights
institution under the direction of the Federal ibesService. Meanwhile, other federal and
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federated institutions have taken the lead on thgldmentation of the other
recommendations.

232.With regard to pending recommendations, Belgiuns warrently not in a position to
accept recommendations 102.1, 2 and 3 regardindiftimg of its reservations on the
ICCPR. A more thorough analysis on lifting partstled reservations to ICPPR and other
human rights Conventions was underway. At the siame, Belgium agreed to reconsider
the interpretative declaration made under Artictef LCERD.

233lt was also not possible for Belgium to withdrave ttheclaration made under article 2 of
the CRC (recommendation 102.7), regarding non-uiseation. It considered this
declaration to be in conformity with the interpteda of article 2 given by its
Constitutional Court, the European Court for HunRights, and the Committee on the
Rights of the Child.

234Belgium did not accept to elaborate a National dwtiPlan for human rights
(recommendations102.5 and 6) as it has developttarial approach to the promotion
and protection of human rights by having drawn eyesgal action plans on priority areas.
The establishment of a national human rights um$tib, as accepted during the UPR
Working Group, will not be done via a national pldte institution will be established
bearing in mind the division of competencies anel itistitutional reality of the federal
structure.

235Belgium rejected recommendation 102.9 to modify Gisminal Code, explaining that
sexual violence was already defined as a crime rufille VIl of the Criminal Code and
had no incidence over the priority given to theseution and investigation of that crime.
The requested modification would therefore havey anlsymbolic effect and would be
difficult to implement in the legislative proce€®elgium did, however, accept to extend
its national action plan against domestic violeand all forms of violence against women
and girls (recommendations 102.10 and 12). It émpththat certain forms of violence,
committed in other contexts, were already addregseatie national action plan against
human trafficking.

236Belgium also accepted to circulate and implemeatBangkok rules in the framework of
its reform of the judicial system (recommendati®2 1.3).

237With regard to the renewal of its Action Plan agaihe sexual exploitation of children for

commercial purposes (recommendation 102.8), Belgieiterated that this issue was
linked to trafficking of human beings as well asws# tourism. An Action Plan against

trafficking of human beings that focuses partidylan minor victims had been adopted in
2008. A working group on “minors travelling alonead also been established in the
Asylum and Migration Department. The Belgian auities therefore consider that the

adoption of a specific action plan on that subjealy present a risk of overlapping with

the latter mechanisms and therefore did not sugh@rrecommendation.

2380n issues related to minorities (recommendatiord4l@nd 11), Belgium had made a
reservation to the concept of “national minorityam signing the “Convention-cadre” for
the protection of minorities. Meanwhile, a workiggoup has been convened but until
today no agreement had been reached on a definition

239.Finally, Ambassador Roux, stressed that Belgiura haluntarily committed itself to
submit a mid-term report to the Human Rights Colunc2013, to provide an overview on
the progress achieved.

240He also referred to the closing remarks made byvtiméster of Foreign Affairs Vanackere
on 2 June 2011, regarding the continuous effortthefauthorities to work closely with
civil society on the implementation of the UPR newoendations, as testified by the
meeting held with NGOs on 21June 2011.
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2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

241 Algeria noted with satisfaction that Belgium aca&sptmany recommendations. Algeria
also highly valued the fact that Belgium acceptae tof its recommendations.
Considering that the International Convention oa frotection of the Rights of All
Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families settlie most extensive international
framework for the protection of this group, Algerecommended that Belgium adhere to
it. Algeria hoped that Belgium would reconsider tiegection of this recommendation,
taking into account Recommendation 1737 of 17 Ma?@®6 of the Parliamentary
Assembly of the Council of Europe.

242 Belarus hoped that Belgium would successfully impat all accepted recommendations
and improve its measures aimed at combating tkéfificin persons. Belarus regretted that
some recommendations were not accepted, such as tketating to the elimination of
discrimination against migrant workers, the exoessise of force by the police during
mass events or the deportation of foreigners. Bsldurther regretted that Belgium
rejected a recommendation to prevent acts of xestmiphand racial intolerance. It called
upon Belgium to take measures to prevent discritiinaagainst ethnic and racial
minorities and to introduce a legislative prohititiof organisations and political parties
propagating hatred and racial discrimination.

243Morocco noted with satisfaction the existence ahechanism to follow up on forced
deportation and assistance to asylum seekers andidtions taken to combat racism
notably by the Centre for Equal Opportunities. Mm® considered as best practices the
National Commission on the Rights of the Child #imel measures taken to promote equal
opportunity and combating domestic violence. Momoappreciated the measures taken by
Belgium to protect migrants, freedom of religionptaised the efforts made by Belgium
to improve human rights education. Morocco hopedt tBelgium would consider
implementing the recommendations it had made onamurights education and training
for public officials.

244]ran (Islamic Republic of) regretted that most ¢ recommendations it made had been
rejected although they aimed at protecting humghtsi of ethnic, linguistic and religious
minorities. Iran referred to the 2011 anti-Hijalw]avhich violated the right of women to
practice their religion and aggravated the Islanadgatatmosphere prevailing in Belgium.
Iran called upon Belgium to abolish that law. Iingned concerned regarding racism and
racial discrimination and the rights of migrantgl asther minorities in Belgium. It urged
Belgium to reconsider its position towards unacedwecommendations on these issues.

245Romania welcomed the fact that Belgium preparednétional report with a broad
participation of civil society. It stated that Belm had the legal and institutional
mechanisms to meet its current human rights chgdienRomania noted the institutional
and legal framework aimed at combating discrimpratiand human trafficking and
protecting the rights of the child. Romania welcanielgium’s acceptance to create a
national human rights institution in accordancewtfite Paris Principles.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

246The Islamic Human Rights Commission (IHRC) exprdssencern at the discrimination
experienced by women wearing face-veil or headsé¢tgtated that banning girls from
wearing headscarf at schools might lead to incrba&skicational exclusion and social
deprivation. IHRC further stated that sanctioningnven for wearing face-veil in public
spaces by fines or imprisonment was in violationtted Belgian Constitution. While
recalling the consistent jurisprudence of the EasopCourt of Human on the right to
freedom of religion, IHRC added that Belgium shocdanply with human rights standards
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that they were party to. IHRC urged Belgium tovpde their citizens the right of practice
their religion without government interference ppeoval and to abolish all unreasonable
laws against women.

247The European Region of the International Lesbiath &ay Federation (ILGA-Europe)
encouraged Belgium to eliminate discrimination lolaea gender identity by developing
awareness raising programmes and addressing #u® i;n school curricula. It also
recommended Belgium to explicitly include sexualeotation and gender identity as
grounds for discrimination in its Constitution. 1A&&Europe also recommended that
Belgium abolish the requirement of surgery leadmgterilisation for transsexual people.
It encouraged Belgium to share best practices enfitiht of discrimination based on
gender identity or sexual orientation and to cargito use the Yogyakarta Principles.

248 The International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) webed the fact that Belgium accepted
many recommendations on the rights of asylum seek&CJ stated that their
implementation warranted urgent attention and tedahat the European Court of Human
Rights had ruled that Belgium had violated the ggle of non-refoulement in
automatically transferring an asylum-seeker to GaeeWhile Belgium froze this
procedure in October 2010, ICJ stated that Belgihwuld take steps to formally abolish
mechanisms of automatic expulsion that failed tketanto consideration the non-
refoulement principle. ICJ also urged Belgium toomsider its position on the ratification
of International Convention on the Protection ¢ fRights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families.

249 Amnesty International (Al) welcomed Belgium’s contmént to involve civil society in
its UPR follow-up. Al also welcomed the acceptanoé the majority of the
recommendations and the commitment to presentgrgss report in 2013. Al applauded
Belgium for accepting the establishment of a naiohuman rights institution and
welcomed its support for the ratification of OP-CAhd OP-ICESR. Al noted that
Belgium accepted the recommendation to providetasheind assistance to asylum-
seekers, while over 1,400 of them were homele291id. It expressed concern at the fact
that asylum-seekers, who apply for asylum at theddr were still routinely detained
contrary to what Belgium ascertained. Al urged Befgto use detention as a measure of
last resort and to reflect such a provision in law.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

2501n his concluding remarks, Ambassador Roux thartkedTroika, the secretariat and the
intervening delegations. He addressed two poirds$ were discussed during the session
and were contained in the Working Group reportstFinith regard to the issue of migrant
workers, he referred to paragraph 36 of the UPRKiNgrGroup report that explained
Belgium’s position. This was a matter of concerh ey to Belgium but to the European
Union as a whole. Second, in reply to the delegatif the Islamic Republic of Iran and
the Islamic Human Rights Commission on the questibthe veil, Ambassador Roux
mentioned paragraph 42 of the Working Group repde. highlighted the openness of
Belgian society and the challenges it faced dutstmulticulturalism.

251 Ambassador Roux stressed the existence of strscaumeé mechanisms to ensure that civil
society exercised its rights and that federal autfated authorities take into account its
views. Bearing in mind the evolving situation inl§iem, he committed to come back to
the Human Rights Council 2013 for a mid-term review
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Denmark

252The review of Denmark was held on 2 May 2011 infoonity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following

documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Denmamlkaccordance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRG.6/11/DNK/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawité paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/DNK/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/DNK/3).

253At its 18" meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Council corsidand adopted the
outcome of the review of Denma(kee section C below).

254 The outcome of the review of Denmackmprises the report of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/4), the viewd Denmark concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/4/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

255The delegation was honored to address the plenagfing devoted to the adoption of the
outcome of Denmark’s first Universal Periodic Revi@JPR). It has been their privilege
to be given this opportunity to engage in an opah @nstructive dialogue with members
of the Human Rights Council and observer statesthen human rights situation in

Denmark.

256.The delegation emphasized its strong support ofUR& mechanism and having taken
part in the process, they now have an even betigerstanding of the important role the
UPR plays in promoting human rights domesticallgl ariernationally.

257 The delegation discussed the UPR as a mechanidgmaviitie potential to improve human
rights on the ground for the benefit of all indivals around the world. They believed it
provided each involved state with a clear target aool box for the development of the
domestic human rights agenda, and it representeshique opportunity to states to
undertake an open and candid debate on human aghtsg peer states and with civil
society. For particularly those reasons, Denmadagly supports the UPR mechanism.

258The delegation emphasized the fact that the UPRegro had received considerable
attention and without doubt raised the general angss of human rights in Denmark. The
attention was important and constituted a key efgnrethe continuous improvement of
the human rights situation in Denmark as well agtirer states.

259The delegation took the opportunity to thank allnmbers and observers of the Human
Rights Council for their active contribution to aamingful and credible dialogue on the
Danish domestic human rights situation and theforef to meet their international
obligations in this respect. The recommendationd @wnstructive input received from
other peer states and civil society organizatioegsfze result of hard work and knowledge.
In this regard, the delegation highlighted the ipatar role of civil society. From the
outset of the process, and in line with the guidsdiof the Human Rights Council, it has
been their ambition to present a national repat thas reflective of society as a whole
and not merely a product of various governmentceffi Looking back at the entire
process, the inclusion of civil society has prot@ibe one of its strongest features and has
added significant value to the Danish process.
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260Denmark received 133 recommendations of which 82 leeen agreed to while 51 have
not been accepted. In many cases, the reason fagneeing to a recommendation does
not pertain to substance. The recommendations facu® over-all thematic issues:
International obligations, the rights to equalitydanon-discrimination, human rights of
migrants, legal rights and detention, freedom gfregsion, women'’s rights, children’s
rights, development policy, and Greenland and #re¢& Islands. The delegation informed
that all recommendations have been subject to wlasefutiny and all relevant authorities
have been involved.

261The delegation draw the attention of the Human Rigtouncil to the fact that last week
general elections were held in Denmark and thaew government had not yet taken
office.

262 The delegation acknowledged that human rights ehgéls existed in Denmark — as they
do elsewhere — and that the UPR process contirtukd &in important factor in addressing
those challenges.

263.The delegation highlighted the role of civil sogi@tvolvement, including public hearings
in the largest cities in Denmark and in Greenland the Faroe Islands, as this had been a
vital part of the Danish Government’s initial sénytof the recommendations received.

264 The delegation expressed its gratitude to all eaitivolved for their invaluable support
during the UPR process and thanked the Troika la&®éecretariat for the constructive and
effective cooperation.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

265 Algeria noted the acceptance of 82 of 133 recomieméoms, in different areas of human
rights protection. Algeria was pleased to see tlkngness of the government to employ
supplementary efforts to the fight against racisacjal discrimination, xenophobia and
intolerances associated to it. It was pleased thighacceptance of its recommendations
concerning the taking of appropriate measures soirenthat search and arrest zones were
not established based on racial, ethnic or relgi@onsiderations, which could be
assimilated to racial, ethnic, or religious praofii Algeria appreciated Denmark’s decision
not to abrogate article 266b of the criminal codargnteeing that racial hate, hate speech,
did not remain unpunished. It took note of the sieci not to accept the recommendation
to adhere to the International Convention on thatdRtion of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families. If Denmdigreed itself with recommendation
no. 1737 of 17 March 2006 of the Parliamentaryefssly of the Council of Europe,
Algeria would encourage Denmark to ensure thatntigrants have their fundamental
rights adhered to.

266.The Islamic Republic of Iran thanked Denmark far fieport delivered to the Council.
Fortunately, a number of the recommendations pealidy different delegations during
the UPR Working Group, including Iran hoped thatuamber of recommendations that
had been examined by the Government would be imgiéed by Denmark. Iran remained
concerned over a number of human rights violatiarthe country, especially with regard
to the lack of respect for other religions, premake of hate speech as well as incitement to
hatred and defamation of Islamic religious symtsosl personalities and Islamophobia,
the forcible return of asylum-seekers to third does where they may face the danger of
persecution or serious harm and the lack of letiigla protecting women, who are victims
of domestic violence and sexual abuse. Iran callgoh the government to continue its
efforts to prevent and combat violence against woarel domestic violence, in particular
in the Faroe Islands and Greenland and to incotponaternational human rights
instruments, to which is a party into the legaltsgsas well as to ratify the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of algMnt Workers and Members of their
families.
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267 Romania acknowledged the high level of respechfonan rights upheld by Denmark and

3.

expressed its appreciation for the open and traeepaway in which the country
approached the UPR exercise as Denmark preparedRRein close cooperation with
civil society, as well as with the involvement dietauthorities in Greenland and Faroe
Islands. Romania commended the openness of thesiDal@legation in answering the
issues raised in the interactive dialogue, shovitigavailability of the Danish authorities
to tackle the outstanding issues and to implentenaitcepted recommendations. Romania
was looking forward to see progress in the impleaiton of recommendations related, in
particular, to combating discrimination of womerdgorotection of victims of domestic
violence.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

268.The Danish Institute for Human Rights acknowled@ahmark’s dedication to the UPR

process but regretted that it accepted only 82hef133 recommendations it received,
focusing on matters Denmark considered alreadyesddd. It encouraged Denmark to
reconsider its position regarding the followingsystematic approach to promotion and
protection of human rights, including a nationalti@t plan; ratification of core
conventions, incorporating them into Danish law awtepting individual complaint
mechanisms under international law; setting up nstr@nd independent institutions
including an Ombudsperson for children; adequatediflg for national institutions,
including in Greenland and the Faroe Islands; armkcifying how accepted
recommendations would be implemented. It indicaited it would strive to ensure that the
guestions and recommendations from the Human RiGbtscil would be included in
further dialogues in Denmark.

269.The Islamic Human Rights Commission highlighted¢batinuous discrimination towards

Muslim citizens in Denmark. It noted that Muslimavie been removed from boarding
flights and held by police on the basis of readdogks on Islam. It noted the European
Convention prohibited discrimination in article 1#. highlighted Muslim women in
Denmark faced prejudice through employment becatfiseearing headscarf, noting this
was a violation to article 11 of CEDAW. It quotediele 1 of the Declaration on Social
Progress and Development on discrimination. It cigesjudice attitudes towards Muslims
citizens as common, such as the publication of @roweersial cartoon of the prophet
Muhammad. It urged Denmark to comply with humartsgaws that they were party to
and take measures providing their citizens a bettelerstanding of Islam by promoting
acceptance of its Muslim citizens and re-estabigiolerance towards them.

270The European Region of the International Lesbiad &ay Federation commended

Denmark for its constructive participation in th®® process and appreciated the positive
steps taken to ensure the full equality of lesbigy, bisexual and transgender people and
took note of stakeholders’ submissions indicatihgt tDenmark required hormonal or
surgical sex reassignment before legal recognaéfagender identity was possible. It noted
this practice breached the right to privacy andithedt noted that the Human Rights
Commissioner of the Council of Europe was of thewvithat these laws should be
abolished and recommended Denmark takes the negessgps in this regard. It
encouraged Denmark to include gender identity eipli in its anti-discrimination
legislation. It strongly urged Denmark to consideplying the Yogyakarta Principles on
the Application of International Human Rights Lamwrelation to Sexual Orientation and
Gender Identity as a guide to assist in policy ttguaent.

271Save the Children regretted that Denmark did naidoept the recommendations calling

for the establishment of an Ombudsman for Childtenalled on Denmark to implement
the CRC recommendation to conduct an evaluatiot@fcurrent monitoring system and
to apply the findings to establish an independemtybwvith the mandate, competence and
authority to monitor the realization of childrenfigghts. It reminded Denmark of the
Committee on CRC’s deep concerns on the issue efcdgriminal responsibility and
referred it to General Comment no. 10, concernivgdge of criminal responsibility. It
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urged Denmark to meet rehabilitation and restoeajisstice objectives in dealing with
children in conflict with the law. It noted Recomnuiation no. 106.119 that called the
Government to revise the amendments to the DaniBbn®\ Act with respect to

unaccompanied and separated children seeking asiiudaeply regretted that Denmark
chose not to revise the law and calls to ensure ttie best interest of the child was
enforced as the guiding principle in the Act indiimg a durable solution for separated
children or for children in asylum-seeking familids welcomed Denmark’s acceptance
that the detention of refugees, migrants and asgeekers is applied only as a last resort.

272 Amnesty International was disappointed that mostepted recommendations were of
very general in nature and that substantive recamdaténs were rejected. It urged the
new Government to keep those recommendations unsldew. It appreciated the
involvement of civil society in the preparationtbe national report while key input was
absent from the final version of the report andedrthe authorities to ensure that future
consultations are more substantive. It welcomedniz@k’'s commitment to observe the
principle of non-refoulement and to not resort figa@matic assurances to circumvent it. It
noted in this regard a recent decision by Danisirtsaegarding the case of the halting of
the extradition of a Danish national. It regrettedt Denmark rejected recommendations
to conduct an evidence-based review of anti-tesnorlegislation and noted its serious
concerns about unfair procedures for terror-suspétt deportation proceedings and
weakened legal safeguards for the protection ofapki. It urged Denmark to bring
legislation on rape in line with international leand was disappointed that Denmark
rejected the recommendation to create an Ombud&snahildren rights.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

273The delegation concluded by expressing their sendbanks for the comments made
during the plenary session, whether from membédysewer states or from civil society.
The head of delegation made a personal remarkre@gards to the general elections that
had taken place last week. Negotiations were atijoing for the formation of a new
government, but the process could be expecteddarea couple of a days. Whatever the
outcome of the negotiations, the head of delegatiam sure that he could say also on
behalf of a new government that it would take elammendations seriously, and follow-
up to them both according to HRC-procedures, a$ aglin other relevant fora. Once
again the delegation thanked the secretariat anttaika for their support in the process.

Palau

274The review of Palau was held on 3 May 2011 in confty with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Palau in agdaoce with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/\&I(E1/PLW/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawité paragraph 15
(b) (AM\HRC/WG.6/11/ PLW/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/ PLWI/3).

275At its 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Palau (see section C below

276 The outcome of the review of Palau comprises tiponteof the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/5), the viewsf ®alau concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
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were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Grousee
also A/HRC/18/5/Add.1)

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

277Mr. Jeffrey Antol, Director, Bureau of Foreign Afifg, Palau, thanked the President of the
Council, the many States that participated constrely in the Working Group for Palau’s
Universal Periodic Review (UPR), the Troika, namdiguador, Republic of Moldova,
Senegal, the Secretariat and in particular, Pslawn civil society, for their hard work
and many contributions to Palau’s review.

278Palau had found the UPR to be a useful tool inss&sg how it could improve in
achieving its human rights goals and had founddR& process to be a uniting agent for
government and civil society. The UPR process Hémlvad Palau to identify human
rights priorities and to take the necessary stegnsuring that fundamental human rights
are not only realized but also promoted and pretett the Republic of Palau.

279Palau referred to the recently conclude®#&cific Island Forum Leaders meeting held in
New Zealand, which had welcomed the successfuicgzation of all Forum members in
the first round of the Universal Periodic ReviewP®) at the Human Rights Council as a
major regional achievement. According to the Forueaders, the development of this
cooperation and the networks created by this agtreipresented an important source of
human rights expertise for the entire region.

280.The Forum Leaders welcomed the presence of theetUiNations Secretary-General, Ban
Ki-moon. They expressed deep appreciation for thmable contribution made by the
United Nations to the Pacific region and highlightee importance of the United Nations’
continuing support. In their discussions, Leaddss ae-affirmed the shared values and
principles of the Pacific Islands Forum and the tehi Nations, including important
commitments to human rights, the rule of law, ggodernance and democracy.

2810n 20 September 2014t the margins of the 86United Nations’ General Assembly in
New York, Palau’'s President, His Excellency Johnson Toribimgigned the remaining
core United Nations human rights treaties to whHiglau was not a party, namely the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Righ{tCCPR), International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), Gamtion on the Elimination of All
Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW), Cention against Torture and
Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or shmient (CAT), International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Rdci®iscrimination (ICERD),
International Convention on the Protection of thigh®s of All Migrant Workers and
Members of their Families (ICRMW), Convention onethRights of Persons with
Disabilities (CRPD) and the International Conventior the Protection of All Persons
from Enforced Disappearance (CEDThis was a monumental accomplishment for Palau
as it was a State party only to the ConventionhenRights of the Child.

282Palau proceeded to acknowledge the assistancee d?dhific Islands Forum Secretariat,
Secretariat of the Pacific Community Regional RigResource Team and the Office of
the High Commissioner for Human Rights Pacific Regl Office, for their support in the
UPR process for Palau.

283Palau recalled that during the Working Group it hadeived 106 recommendations and
already responded to 64 of them. Further consaitadind consideration was required to
respond to the other 42 recommendations madecorsultation was held recently with
relevant government agencies and civil societysgess the various recommendations.

284 Palau reported back to the Council on its officedponse to those recommendations. It
noted the recommendations made to accede to dy hatman rights treaties in general
and specific treaties. Palau was consulting andkiwgrtowards public awareness about
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these instruments and determining Palau’s capacitiresources to fulfill its obligations
under those treaties.

2850n the establishment of a national human rightitini®n (NHRI), Palau accepted this

recommendation. Palau continued to work with theifRalslands Forum Secretariat and
Asia Pacific Forum through consultations to devedomreness and determine the capacity
and resources of Palau to fulfill its obligationgder this institution. A consultation on this
matter was conducted in August 2011 with the emsist of the Pacific Islands Forum
Secretariat, Asia Pacific Forum and the Office lodé High Commissioner for Human
Rights. The consultation consisted of key goverrtroéficials particularly members of the
National Congress as well as relevant governmenidtties and Agencie§he outcome

of that consultation would determine the move taigaestablishing an NHRI.

286 .0n the status of children born of foreign pareRisau noted this recommendation. Palau

clarified that its legislative body may address sthissue. Palau accepted the
recommendation on the minimum age of criminal resfwlity. Palau took note of the
recommendation on the treatment of female prisoneadau explained that its prison
system had standards protecting women prisonelimeénwith the Bangkok Rules. The
recommendations relating to the sexual exploitattbrchildren and child labour were
accepted by Palau, which explained that it woulghajts obligations under the CRC.
Palau accepted the recommendations to modify omdnits current legislation, on the
criminalization of sexual relations of consentindults of the same sex, in line with
international standards. It accepted recommendationthe age of marriage and would
take appropriate measures to modify or amend kgsl in line with international
standards. Lastly, Palau accepted the recommendateadating to refugees and asylum
seekers and would take appropriate measures td appmpriate legislation in line with
international standards.

287Palau looked forward to sharing its progress onpitenotion and protection of human

2.

rights in four years’ time. Palau was fully commdtto its human rights obligations and
responsibilities and reiterated its appeal to titernational community to assist Palau,
both technically and financially, in its efforts ¢arry out its human rights responsibilities
in the implementation of human rights treaties, #re Universal Declaration on Human
Rights.

Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review

outcome

288Algeria expressed satisfaction with Palau’s enagingh human rights record. Algeria

acknowledged Palau’s challenge to implement allattbeepted recommendations. Algeria
highly appreciated Palau’s decision to sign corendu rights instruments during the
General Assembly, demonstrating its engagementmiglement the recommendations
received. Algeria appealed to the international momity to provide adequate assistance
to Palau to fulfill its human rights obligationslgkria recommended that Palau further
review the possible ratification of the human rigimstruments, to which it was not a
party, and establish a national human rights wistib. As such action would further
consolidate the progress made on the promotiorpastéction of human rights, including
food security, Millennium Development Goals, conmbgt human trafficking and
discrimination and improving the situation of migtavorkers.

289Morocco noted Palau’'s exemplary cooperation witk thniversal Periodic Review.

Morocco welcomed Palau’s acceptance of more tharre@émmendations during the
Working Group, three of which were made by Morocktmrocco had invited Palau: to
continue consultations for the establishment ofasional human rights institution; to
continue promoting and protecting vulnerable pessammd activities for the elaboration of
a national policy for persons with disabilities;dato study the possibility of adopting a
law addressing domestic violence and creating sires for sheltering and protecting
victims of violence. Morocco congratulated Palawsmmitment to achieve the
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Millennium Development Goals, despite the difficest faced, notably a lack of human
and financial resources. Morocco supported Palats iefforts to improve its human rights
situation.

290New Zealand was pleased that Palau accepted maognmeendations and that it pledged
to extend a standing invitation to special procedunandate holders. It commended Palau
for starting work on building awareness of and ssisg resources needed to fulfil its
obligations under the Convention of the Rights efddns with Disabilities. Palau was also
implementing New Zealand’s recommendation to efewst to protect married women
from rape; ensure that women were not discriminatgainst in family inheritance; and
protect women from domestic violence. The provisidrfacilities for temporary shelter
and protection for women who were victims of dorntegiblence was noted. New Zealand
indicated that work was underway to implement iscommendation to improve
enforcement of regulations to protect foreign weoskand extend coverage of minimum
wage requirements to include foreign workers. $balelcomed Palau’s commitment and
work in progress to establish a national humantsighstitution.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

291 Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network commended Palagsmitment to equality and non-
discrimination, particularly its acceptance of teeommendation to decriminalize sexual
relations between consenting adults of the sameardxto amend current legislation to
bring it into line with international standardsakked about the timetable proposed for this
reform. Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network welcomed |d®és acceptance of the
recommendation to combat discrimination againdvites gay, bisexual and transgender
people through political, legislative and admirasitre measures and encouraged Palau to
work together with civil society on this matter.dalled on Palau to provide sensitivity
training to police, judicial and other authoritiasorder to promote respect for all persons,
including on the grounds of sexual orientation gshder identity; and to ensure that
lesbian, gay and transgender citizens are treagjedlly by State authorities. Canadian
HIV/Aids Legal Network urged Palau to consider gl the Yogyakarta Principles to
assist in policy development.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

292 Palau thanked the previous speakers for theirniatgions, comments and support, which
were noted and would be considered. The PresideRalau’s signing all the remaining
core human rights treaties in New York yesterdag wiawed as monumental progress for
the country. The Human Rights Council and membexteSt were thanked for their
support.

Somalia

293The review of Somalia was held on 3 May 2011 infeonity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Somalia inoagance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRG.6/11/SOM/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJHRC/WG.6/11/SOM/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SOM/3).

294 At its 20" meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Council corsidand adopted the
outcome of the review of Somalia (see section Gvagel

295The outcome of the review of Somalia comprisesréport of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/6), the viewd &omalia concerning the

113



recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévaatlialogue in the Working Group

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

296.The delegation of Somalia, headed by H. E. Ambassédsuf M. I. Bari Bari, stated that
the on-going famine, caused by the worst droughsixty years, was aggravating the
already dire situation of the Somali people, esghciin the south-central regions of
Somalia. Apart from the failure of the rain segsibrwas important to mention other
factors contributing to the famine, including ti#mhal agro-pastoralists abandoning their
fields due to the insecurity or being recruitedight for Al-Shabab, severe deforestation
for charcoal production, and harsh living condifonnder Al-Shabab. Access to
renewable sources of energy, together with a ndtureuof planting trees and protecting
biodiversity, will be critical in addressing thissue. Somalia repeatedly warned the
international community about the risk of a poteintirisis and humanitarian disaster, but
no one paid attention to the information Somaliavjated.

297 The prolonged internal armed conflicts of over exades has weakened Somalia’s legal,
political and social infrastructure. However, Soimahas recently made important
achievements. On 6 September, following consutiatiwith all relevant stakeholders, the
Transitional Federal Government (TFG), the regiofdministrations of Puntland and
Galmudug, and the Ahlu Sunna Wal Jama’a movemeoyttad a Roadmap for ending the
Transition. The Kampala Accord of 9 June 2011 pigech a one-year extension to the
transitional federal institutions, and the Roadnsaps out the steps to implement the
Accord. The Roadmap contains four priority tasks énding the transition before 20
August 2012, namely: security; constitution; redbaiion; and good governance. The
TFG and other stakeholders also agreed that thelrRaa will be implemented in line
with the principles of: Somali ownership; inclusivand participation; and monitoring and
compliance with the benchmarks and timelines iretance with the Kampala Accord.

298.The Government of Somalia is committed to contiguihis pattern of consultation and
inclusivity. The second consultative meeting untle® Roadmap will take place in
Puntland in October, and will focus on the drafb&titution. The Government has also
invited Al-Shabaab to lay down their arms and jihia table for peaceful negotiations and
dialogue without preconditions.

299The Government of Somalia praised the civil societyking in Somalia for their valuable
contributions. For example, the newly-constitutational Disaster Management Agency
is made up entirely of individuals from Somali tisociety. The Government of Somalia
reiterated its commitment to engaging proactivelthwivil society and encouraged civil
society to continue to work with the Governmentsigpport the national agenda for
change.

300Despite all the constraints and challenges, Sontadis engaged pro-actively with the
United Nations Human Rights Council for the pase¢hand half years resulting in the
adoption of five important resolutions and the oute of the stand-alone interactive
dialogue on technical assistance to Somalia. Amdthg achievement of Somalia in the
year 2011, in terms of its engagements with thermattional human rights mechanisms,
has been the submission and presentation of Sdsmblidversal Periodic Review national
report in Geneva on 3 May 2011. That was the fime that Somalia has been able to
develop a national report and engage with a hurgdnsr mechanism, productively and
cooperatively, since 1984.

301However, the lack of engagement for the past 25syshould not be read as a lack of
interest or a lack of respect for human rights. T@mali culture is imbued with
humanitarianism and respect for human rights. rive$ of hostilities, the Biri-Ma-Geydo
(Spared from the Spear), i.e. Somalia’s own “Gen@waventions”, which existed long
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before the adoption of The Hague and Geneva Coiovert- mitigated and regulated the
conduct of clan hostilities and the treatment afimme groups.

302 Somalia is committed to making human rights thenftation of the transition for a new

Somalia based on democratic values. Nonethelegdenentation of human rights cannot
be achieved by Somalia alone and cooperation athigal assistance to Somalia in the
field of human rights is essential to make progreitds critical that the key tasks in the
Roadmap be accomplished on time, with the strongiqad will in Somalia and the
support of the international community.

303The Government called on states to continue toigeourgent assistance to enable the

Government to extend the territory under its cdrérod to deliver services, and prevent
warlords from re-emerging to fill the vacuum left Bl-Shabab’s withdrawal. Sustained
bilateral cooperation and deployment of militargimeering corps will be crucial to better
deliver the much-needed basic social services, antiqular: the drilling of water
boreholes; the opening of humanitarian corridorgpaading and maintaining
humanitarian spaces; and training and equippinghéve Somali civil and environmental
protection units, at the national and sub-natideas!.

304 The Government appealed to friendly countries fgp®rt and assistance, at national and

sub-national level, to better coordinate the sigaift bilateral humanitarian aid and
assistance currently underway in Somalia. Betberdination of aid efforts will ensure
that the assistance reaches the most vulnerablenastlin-need throughout Somalia, and
will also help to protect humanitarian and aid wesek The recently-agreed Roadmap
indeed provides a unique framework and benchmaxks doordinating bilateral
cooperation on aid, rehabilitation and developmeat national and sub-national level — to
assist with Somalia’s emergence from transition.

305The Government of Somalia paid the utmost attentiod respect to each and every

recommendation, and it was pleased to accept, oepacin-part, all of the 155

recommendations received. In document A/HRC/1816/4, Somalia had also identified
and explained the areas where it urgently requbitderal assistance and capacity
building in order to progress to implement thesmnemendations.

306 Somalia took its participation in the UPR exerdsean important opportunity to reflect

2.

and take stock of its situation of human rights antcipate the progress that hopefully it
will be able to show in four years’ time. Both tNational Report presented in May and
A/HRC/18/6/Add.1 were entirely Somali-developed aodned. The adoption of
Somalia’s UPR report marked the end of one cyctetha beginning of a new one.

Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review

outcome

307 Algeria commended Somalia for having acceptedhallrecommendations it had received.

In consultation with Somalia, the international coomity should try to find lasting
solutions to the humanitarian crisis. The limitesdiatance to combat famine would not be
sufficient unless donors help the country to insesits institutional capacity to managing
crisis.

308 Cuba referred to a number of challenges that Sanfeadied, including the internal conflict,

the lack of food and recent droughts, the lack ddécuate health infrastructures etc. It
noted that all those problems would have a negatigact in the implementation of the
recommendations put forward during the universalriogéic review. Therefore,
international cooperation is necessary to help $iama address challenges and to meet
Somalia’s call for international assistance.

309.The United States of America welcomed Somalia’septance of all recommendations

made and urged the delegation to provide additiomdbrmation relating to
recommendations partially accepted. Long-term peackstability in Somalia laid in the
establishment of effective governance based ormoeegs of inclusive political dialogue
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and reconciliation. USA welcomed recommendatiomsiolations of human rights in the
conduct of war and TFG’s commitments to them. #oalinderlined recommendations
focused on the use of children in armed conflictd éoked forward to receiving any
update that Somalia could provide during the seaycte.

310Saudi Arabia commended Somalia for its commitmenptotect and promote human
rights, which was demonstrated by, inter alia, ¢heperation of Somalia with all human
rights mechanisms. It noted that despite the exgstihallenges, Somalia put efforts to
guarantee fundamental rights, including the righfdod. Saudi Arabia appreciated the
positive cooperation of Somalia with internatioaaldd regional institutions to address the
crisis of the past few months.

311 Mauritania commended Somalia for the way it pregdoe its UPR, particularly since the
country was going through extremely difficult cimstances. It called on international
organizations to urgently intervene and assistiondl of children, women and elderly
people who are daily threatened with death, ancefbto leave the country because of the
economic and social situation.

312Qatar commended Somalia for its efforts to stremgtthe human rights protection by,
inter alia, cooperating with the UN human rightscimenisms. It highlighted the need for
the international community to grant technical dimhncial assistance to Somalia to
address the serious crisis the country is facisarengthen its capacity to implement the
recommendations put forward during the working grdQatar also called on all parties in
Somalia to take the responsibility to end the donfind ensure peace and security.

313Morocco stated that Somalia needs assistance dnieh airder to reconstruct the country
and its institutions, and complete the process emonciliation, stability and peace.
Morocco appealed to countries, international orgations and the private sector to help
the Somali people to protect its right to life whis the basis of all other rights.

314Bahrain commended Somalia for its efforts made inumber of areas, including the
access to health, education and water. While nafiragnges in the situation in the country,
Bahrain stated that many challenges still remaisedl that constructive dialogue among
all parties was necessary to address those che#lerig called on the Government to
respect its commitments under the international dumights and humanitarian law.
Bahrain also urged the civil society organisatitmsnake serious efforts in cooperation
with the Government to help those in need.

315lsrael appreciated the submission of the natioepbrt to the 11 session of the UPR,
especially in light of the difficulties and challgs Somalia is facing. The OHCHR should
ensure all efforts were undertaken to provide tmsi® to Somalia. In this regard, Israel
looked forward to the OHCHR High Level technical seion. Israel reiterated its
willingness to assist in efforts to restore peawd prosperity in Somalia and urged the
members of the international community to provideport to the TFG in the areas of
technical assistance and capacity building.

316.The United Arab Emirates noted the political witidadetermination demonstrated by the
Government to strengthen human rights protectibaldo appreciated the efforts of the
Government to involve the civil society in the implentation of the recommendations.
The United Arab Emirates highlighted the necesgityprovide assistance to Somalia to
address its challenges, and implement its humahtsrigpbligations and fulfil the
Millennium Development Goals.

317 ltaly stated it was heartened by the fact that Sianhad accepted, fully or partially, all the
155 recommendations received. This acceptance gedva strong political signal about
the resolve of the Somali authorities to upholddaase of human rights. Italy encouraged
the TFG to continue along this path. It remainetivaly involved in international efforts
aimed at achieving reconciliation and stabilization Somalia as well as social and
economic development of its people.
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3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

318The Rencontre Africaine pour la Défense des Diétd’'Homme (RADDHO) underlined
that Somalia found itself in a terrible situatiacihg several huge challenges. RADDHO
suggested that very urgent humanitarian assistamgezovided to those people affected by
the conflict and the holding of an internationalnfavence for the reconstruction of
Somalia. It finally declared that AMISON should leanore means.

319The Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies welednthe acceptance by Somalia of the
recommendations regarding the establishment of ehamsm to investigate war crimes
and crimes against humanity and called on the atif®to ensure that those responsible
for atrocities were brought to justice in fair tsialt also urged Somali authorities to carry
out effective and impartial investigations intdikiys of and attacks against journalists and
civil society actors in the areas under their aapias well as to ensure that human rights
defenders and journalists carry out their actigifreely.

320Human Rights Watch (HRW) stated that it continueddbcument cases of children
associated with the TFG armed forces and TFG-alignditias and urged the TFG to
urgently establish effective and systematic agéngiprocedures, and develop with the
assistance of the United Nations a concrete plarddicate the use of child soldiers. The
request made by the TFG seeking the assistandeed®HCHR and concerned countries
to improve accountability mechanisms should proynp# acted upon. HRW called on the
TFG to impose a moratorium on death penalty immebia

321Amnesty International, while welcoming the acceptanby Somalia of the
recommendations to guarantee freedom of expresserred to two cases of killings of
and attacks against journalists. It stated thapitkethe expressed commitment to establish
a moratorium on the use of death penalty, two iiddizls had been executed and
seventeen were sentenced to death by the militart.c

322International Educational Development stated thet Somali Government should be
honoured for its commitment to promote and protechan rights in Somalia even in the
midst of war. Because Somalia was at a breakingtpdtie international community
should act outside its purview. It is difficult thefor Somalia to apply UPR
recommendations, and the first responsibility oé tinternational community was to
provide immediate and adequate humanitarian aidt@nohdertake all possible measures
to deliver it to those in need.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

3231n response to the intervention of some stakehs]dbe delegation of Somalia stated that
the Government was in the process of ratifyingGoavention on the Rights of the Child,
which was signed in 2002, and its Protocol on tinelvement of Children in Armed
Conflict.

Seychelles

324The review of Seychelles was held on 4 May 201tdnformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Seychellesagtordance with the
annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15A8RC/WG.6/11/SYC/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJHRC/WG.6/11/SYC/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SYC/3).
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325At its 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Seychelles (see sectitelGw).

326.The outcome of the review of Seychelles comprisesréport of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/7), the wse of Seychelles concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévaatlialogue in the Working Group.

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

327 Seychelles indicated that, reflecting on the wagaahof the nation, President James
Michel stated,”Our destination is clear; we should work hardergvshould be more
productive in order to live a happier life in thedwtiful little country that it is ours. A
reinvigorated economy will bring more benefits amportunities to our young people so
that they can go further.”He then added,Measures and strategies divorced from the
human element have no real sense.”

3281In Seychelles, the concept of a great nation waslafined by its budget surplus or bank
reserves, but by the happiness index of each otits oftizens, which is called “people-
centred development.” It meant a developmentttiwi into consideration the individuals
that made up the workforce and that also took speere of other people.

329 Concomitant with the development in tourism, fiségr financial services and others,
Seychelles, since the beginning and without fajlprevided the required elements for the
development of the most valuable resource a cowatnid have: the human resource.

330Seychelles stated that its legislative frameworsoempassed the necessary mechanisms to
secure economic growth and the implementation cisprograms while the fundamental
rights and freedoms of the people were safeguarded.

331ln this endeavour, Seychelles welcomed the assistahnumerous partners, from friend
States to regional and international organizatisush as the African Commission on
Human and Peoples’ Rights and the European UniSaychelles conveyed its special
gratitude to the Human Rights Council for being of¢hese partners. The Human Rights
Council provided guidance throughout the whole pchre of the Universal Periodic
Review and even assisted with funds for the padiidbn of its delegates in the sessions.

332The delegation stated that Seychelles acceptedett@mmendations on ratification or
accession to international human rights treatiés.general, the Government found no
impediments to accede to or ratify these intermationstruments, however, noted that it
would maintain its policy, which entailed that tiea would be submitted for approval in
accordance with the “Seychelles Procedure for Bimtuof Treaties”, whereby, by
implementing the appropriate provision of the Citngbn, all relevant ministries,
departments and national stakeholders would beutteds the concerned treaty would be
submitted to the scrutiny of the executive andidiggslative, and the recommendations for
approval would be based on national socio-econannditions, plans, priorities, etc.

333Seychelles accepted recommendations in relatidheiaational human rights institution.
The delegation indicated that its National Humagh® Commission already abide by
some of the Paris Principles, which are contaime&ésolution 48/134 of 20 December
1993 of the United Nations General Assembly. Angeon the scope of its functions,
powers and membership would require an amendmetitetdProtection of the Human
Rights Act, 2009". It might also entail other adiirative measures such as budget
allocation, or its increase. The Government waaldew the proposal in due time.

334 Seychelles accepted the recommendations in relatothe elections. More specific
comments on them would be published in the statemdsich will be posted on the
Extranet of the Human Rights Council. As to teeammendation for the National
Human Rights Commission to monitor the electiohs, delegation stated that they could
be invited to do so.
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335Seychelles also accepted the recommendations ommed

336.The delegation stated that the recommendationseconimg reporting commitments under
international human rights treaties were acceptedrther steps to ameliorate the
implementation of the strategy to address the petjpa and submission of outstanding
reports to Treaty Monitoring Bodies were being takg the Government and works in the
preparation of some outstanding reports had betat@d. Work had already started for
the preparation of the national reports under thterhational Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights and the International Covenantmonomic, Social and Cultural Rights.

337Seychelles accepted the recommendation which walldev Special Rapporteurs to visit
Seychelles to monitor and report on human right¢sids in the country. The standing
invitation to the United Nations Special Procedwesild be extended.

338.The recommendations on gender were accepted, anel Would be further clarifications
in the more comprehensive statement which wouldpbsted on the Extranet of the
Human Rights Council.

339.The recommendations on domestic violence and gioteof women and children were
also accepted. Statutory laws against domestiende and for the protection of women
and children were already in place. Also in plaezerthe mechanisms for review of these
laws so as to make them more adapted to the ndepi®tecting women and children.
Moreover, the Government approved the recommenuatfothe Department of Social
Affairs to give full and due support and commitmeatensure the realization of the
National Gender-Based Violence Strategy and of ftireled plan of action that was
especially linked to training of stakeholders, swh judiciary and the police, and to
responding to the holistic needs of victims ancptators, etc.

340.The delegation stated that it would not acceptréft®@mmendations concerning the age of
criminal responsibility, however, indicated thatwiis open to review them again in the
future. The delegation added that Section 15 @fRbnal Code expressly provided that a
person below the age of seven was not criminadlyléi, while those in between the age of
seven and twelve would be liable if they knew timy should not do the acts giving rise
to the offences. The delegation also stated thsipttinciple of limited liability depending
on one’s mental capacity is universal, and at tames time, there is no universally
accepted age of criminal responsibility. Seychetiessidered that the relevant provisions
in the Penal Code should remain as they were. Tdrerefor the time being, Seychelles
would not raise the minimum age of criminal resploitity.

341Seychelles accepted the recommendations on youfhe standards set out in the
Convention on the Rights of the Child referredhe‘tUnited Nations Standard Minimum
Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justic&Tle Beijing Rules") approved on 29
November 1985. The Government of Seychelles recamdied, as an immediate measure,
that there be dissemination of these rules, iniqdar to the institutions and agencies
directly involved in juvenile justice. In due timéhe content of théUnited Nations
Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration ofehile Justice”would be separately
submitted to the Executive so as to obtain theimfd approval and guarantee their
introduction and implementation.

342The recommendations on the judiciary were accepté&dirther comments would be
available in the more comprehensive statement wivichid be posted on the Extranet of
the Human Rights Council.

343.The recommendations in relation to sexual orientativere accepted. The delegation
stated that the Constitution of Seychelles madeigiom for all persons to be free from
discrimination on all grounds. Article 27 of the ii&titution stated that “Every person has
a right to equal protection of the law including tenjoyment of the rights and freedoms
set out in this Charter without discrimination amyaground except as is necessary in a
democratic society.” The one provision in the Pedatle for “sodomy” did not directly
discriminate homosexuals as it was intended foaliEng the offence of sodomy as such.
This provision had never been applied to anyongcl8sles stated that its Government
would decide as to when and to what extent theslatipn could be amended to better
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guarantee the Constitutional precept that leshgary, bisexual and transsexual persons
were not to be discriminated in Seychelles.

344 Seychelles accepted the recommendations on healtlditional explanations would be
found in the more comprehensive statement whichidvbe posted on the Extranet of the
Human Rights Council.

345The recommendations on water were accepted. Pooeisstatistics from the 2010 Census
indicated that most households received treatednviiadm the Public Utilities Company’s
mains supply. However, during periods of prolongledv rainfall, the Company
implemented its emergency plans, which entailedriotions at different intervals and
areas to ensure a reasonable stock of water. Bhep&ny was also expected to set up
seven desalination plants which would increasectipacity supply to 17 million litres of
water per day. One was already being connected;hwiiould yield one million litres of
water and the rest were expected to be connectébeready to produce water within the
next two months. Parallel to this, the Company alae implementing its Drought Action
Plan which was aimed at completing projects whiobuld maximise the use of the
country’s water resources.

346.0n other various miscellaneous recommendationsd#fegation indicated the positions
of Seychelles:

347 Seychelles accepted the recommendations to implketinemecommendations of the 2008
Constitutional Review.

348 Seychelles also accepted to bring, in the contExther Constitutional Review, the Public
Order Act governing public assemblies in line vtk principles of the Constitution.

349Seychelles accepted the recommendation to conthuadoption and implementation of
public policies aimed at protecting the personshvdisabilities and ensure their equal
access to dignified housing, employment and health.

350Seychelles accepted the recommendation to contfigepossibilities of adopting non-
custodial sentences where feasible as well as mesagureintegrate the prison population
into society. Works to reintegrate offenders intezisty were undertaken by specialized
staff at the prison. Also, the Rehabilitation offéifders Act of 1996 afforded an offender
the opportunity to start afresh after a period latantion from crime as it prohibited the
unauthorised disclosure of the convictions in respéthese offences.

351Seychelles did not accept the recommendation toipyilace an independent Police
Complaints Commission. The Government was of fbev\that, presently, there was no
necessity to establish a dedicated Police Comgl&onmmission, as complains against the
Police were largely on the grounds of poor serdekvery, rather than abuse of powers
by the Police.

352 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to putte@ppropriate mechanisms to ensure
that individuals and members of the political oppos would be able to take part freely
in public rallies and peaceful demonstrations, tm@éxpress their views without fear of
reprisals, including via all forms of media.

353 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to corg@esing and implementing a national
strategy for Human Rights Education which would eroboth the formal educational
sector and a wider public for enhancing human sigltareness.

354 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to reqeesissary technical assistance and
cooperation for implementation of the recommendeticaccepted in the Universal
Periodic Review.

355Seychelles’ first Universal Periodic had been a Varitful and enriching experience from
various aspects, including the wide national cdasioh undertaken during the
preparation of the National Report and the detadlerditiny of the National Report made
by the participants in the Working Group, which mithed 77 recommendations. These
recommendations, together with an Information Nmteviding the steps in the process,
were presented to the Cabinet of Ministers, inelgdhe Vice-President and the President
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of Seychelles. The delegation indicated that Seleh had made full use of this
important process and learned more about good ipeactn the implementation and
enforcement of human rights.

356.The objective of increasing human rights’ awarerasall levels had been achieved and

the Government had been once more convinced ofnterl to keep in place the
mechanisms that would allow continuity in humanhtgy dissemination. Neither the
adoption of the outcome of the Seychelles in thero plenary nor the publication of
the report on Seychelles’ Universal Periodic Revigould be the end of the process.
Seychelles would be attentive to the views and memendations of its national and
international partners.

357.The delegation thanked the Human Rights Counalrépresentatives of the participating

member states, observer states and the United rdatigencies for accompanying
Seychelles in the construction of the small greatfon that it was. Seychelles looked
forward to working together in order to make itx@ed Universal Periodic Review
another rewarding and fruitful experience.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States tffie Council on the review
outcome

358 Algeria took note of the responses provided by 8eles to the recommendations which

it had received during the UPR Working Group, inidhg to the three recommendations
made by Algeria in relation to the accreditatiom atrengthening of the national human
rights institution, the submission of reports te theaty bodies, and the strengthening of
efforts to fight social ills such as the consumptiof drugs. Algeria reiterated its
satisfaction with the progress accomplished in tlealization of the Millennium
Development Goals, which had a positive effectt@dnjoyment of human rights. This
was of particular importance for an island devaigpination, also in light of its
vulnerability to climate change. Algeria furthepressed its solidarity with Seychelles in
its fight against piracy.

359Cuba noted that Seychelles was a small countryhadtsuffered from colonialism and

had been faced with a number of limitations andlehges, including those in connection
with globalisation, climate change and piracy. véhtheless, by pursuing a development
approach focused on the human being, it had madsiderable progress in the area of
human rights. For example, Seychelles had achienedt of the Millennium
Development Goals and reached a 100 per cent emnblmte in primary education, as
well as very high rates of literacy and immunizataf children. Its social indicators were
among the highest in the region. Cuba noted thaad made a modest contribution to
these efforts through long-standing cooperatiory @&nencouraged the Seychelles to
further pursue its socio-economic development plans

360Morocco indicated that the realization of the Milltum Development Goals and the level

of human development in Seychelles should encouthgespecialized international
institutions to provide Seychelles with technicabkiatance that it deemed necessary to
accompany its national efforts in meeting the @majes leading to the vulnerability of its
economy. International cooperation was particuldedsirable in the fight against piracy
and with regard to the scourges of climate chabgty of which had a negative impact on
human rights. Morocco highlighted certain initi@$ such as the creation of the Media
Commission, the Strategic Plan of the Judiciary] &me Code of Judicial Conduct.
Morocco welcomed the fact that Seychelles had dedepa large number of
recommendations, including those made by Moroccah wiespect to gender
mainstreaming in public policies, reintegrationpoison population in the society, and the
right of universal access to drinking water andtsgion.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeldsrs

361Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droits ‘'demime (RADDHO) noted with

satisfaction the progress made by Seychelles t@vadhieving the Millennium
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Development Goals. RADDHO also welcomed the @aatf the Gender Secretariat and
the National Commission for Child Protection. RBBO observed, however, that rape
and domestic violence remained important problem3 #nat the number of persons
affected by HIV/AIDS was on the rise. Improvemeotsild still be made with regard to
freedom of expression in the media so as to lepaeesfor diverging views. External
factors such as climate change and acts of piradyahnegative impact on the enjoyment
of human rights. Noting that the economy was targd extent dependent on fisheries and
tourism, RADDHO invited the international communityprovide constructive assistance
to mitigate the consequences of climate changalljint welcomed advances made in
health care and the reduction of child and matemmattality as well as the high level of
other social indicators.

362 Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network welcomed the comfition provided by Seychelles
that article 27 of the Constitution prohibits distination on any grounds, including
sexual orientation. It remained concerned, howelye the fact that Section 151 of the
Criminal Code penalises sexual activity betweenseoting adults. It reiterated its
recommendation that the relevant provision be repean order to bring current
legislation in line with international standardsdaasked Seychelles to indicate a
timeframe for this action. The Network welcomed firovision of the Employment Act
which protects individuals from discrimination bdsen sexual orientation and enquired
what others steps were being taken or planned t@rme& non-discrimination on the
grounds of sexual orientation and gender identiBmally, it encouraged Seychelles to
consider adopting the Yogyakarta Principles on dbelication of international human
rights law in relation to sexual orientation anchder identity.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

363 Answering the questions from the Canadian HIV/AID&gal Network, the delegation
indicated that Section 151 of the Criminal Codeldde repealed within a short period of
time. Seychelles was aware that this provision elzolete.

364 Concerning the other question on the steps bekentar planned in order to advance non-
discrimination on the grounds of both sexual oa#&iph and gender identify, the
delegation stated that, the first step could beefreal the referred Section in the Penal
Code. Then, the Government’s position on LGBTH(les, gay, bisexual and transgender)
people could be disseminated.

365The fact that the outcome of the Universal PeriodReview, including the
recommendations from other States and the positafnthe government, would be
published in a report would be a very importantpsfer the disseminating efforts
Seychelles could undertake in order to ensurettieae would be better guarantees that
these people would not be discriminated.

Solomon Islands

366.The review of Solomon Islands was held on 4 May12@i conformity with all the

relevant provisions contained in Council resolutiwtt, and was based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Solomon Istaimdaccordance with the
annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 154A8)RC/WG.6/11/SLB/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanil paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/SLB/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SLB/3 and A/HRC/WG.6/11/SLB/3/Cory.1

367At its 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Solomon Islands (see secli below).
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368.The outcome of the review of Solomon Islands cosgxithe report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/8), twgews of Solomon Islands
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusessell as its voluntary commitments
and replies presented before the adoption of theome by the plenary to questions or
issues that were not sufficiently addressed duttieginteractive dialogue in the Working
Group.

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmen&nd on the outcome

369.The Minister of Foreign Affairs and External TraofeSolomon Islands, Hon. Peter Shanel
Agovaka, acknowledged the contribution of all staMders to the review, including
Pacific regional agencies such as the Pacific RegidRights Resource Team of the
Secretariat of the Pacific Community and the Paddiands Forum Secretariat.

370.The delegation recalled that it needed time to elbngith relevant stakeholders, both from
within and outside of government, on some recommagoads. It further stated that a
consultation did take place with relevant governiragencies and civil society to assess
these recommendations, the results of which webe toresented to the Council.

371.Solomon Islands received, in total, 115 recommeaondst 57 were accepted, 49 of which
were considered to be already implemented or inpiteeess of implementation. The
Government’s position on 58 recommendations wagppogd.

372Regarding deferred recommendations that enjoyedupport of the Solomon Islands, the
delegation stated that the Government was deepiyritied to international human rights
standards and principles set out in UN Conventicarsd Treaties. Therefore,
recommendations 81.1 — 81.17, related to ratificatir accession of international treaties
and conventions, enjoyed the support of the Govermm

373 The delegation recognized that for internationahhn rights standards and principles to
become a reality for Solomon Islands, it was neargs® incorporate them into domestic
laws. It also recognized that the process of tregpprting provided further guidelines for
the implementation of human rights. Solomon Islasuigported Recommendations 81.18,
81.33-81.35 and 81.38 on reporting to Conventiord Breaties, and the implementation
of human rights.

374The Solomon Islands’ Law Reform Commission had tewhreferences to review the
Penal Code and the Criminal Procedure Code whicluildvaddress many of the
recommendations on areas of violence against worseryal offences and sexual
violence, rape, corporal punishment and criminagpoasibility. The Commission also
had a reference to review the Islander’'s Marriage. As such Solomon Islands was
already progressing towards strengthening its l&égahework to promote and protect the
rights of women and advance gender equality. Thusupported recommendations to
promote and protect the rights of women (recommgmas81.19, 81.23-81.29, 81.47 and
81.52).

375The Solomon Islands had ratified the ConventiothenRights of the Child, and had, with
the support of civil society and international arzations, progressed to consider means
by which the standards and principles in the Cotiearcould be implemented. Therefore
it supported recommendations 81.39 — 81.41, 8B#48 and 81.56-81.58.

376.The Solomon Islands recognized the rights of perseith disabilities. However, the
Government was conscious of resource constrairgs tlould cause difficulties in
implementing certain economic, social and cultuights. It would, however, seriously
consider the recommendations to promote and prateet rights of persons with
disabilities (recommendations 81.30-81.32).
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377 As an island state that had experienced some afdbative effects of climate change, the
Solomon Islands supported recommendations 81.38&r86 which called for measures
to respond to climate change.

378The Government committed to further facilitate thpeace process set out in
recommendations 81.42 and 81.43; as well as siggpboecommendations to consider the
promotion and protection of civil, political, ecan&, social and cultural rights
(recommendations 81.20, 81.22 and 81.37, 81.53%B1ldnd recommendations on
legislative and judicial reform (recommendations48land 81.46).

379 Concerning recommendations that were only partatlyepted, the delegation stated that
Solomon Islands could not fully accept at this tirmseommendation 81.21 that called for
change the property and inheritance legal framesvofkie Government would consider
amending the legal framework in regards to custafdshildren, but it was not yet ready to
change the property and inheritance laws. Mosthef perceived inconsistencies with
internationally accepted standards of property oghip and inheritance were due largely
to long defined customary laws, which viewed langnership and inheritance very
differently. To seek to change or amend the cangiit to do away with such customary
practices would require thorough nationwide coradiat.

3800n recommendations that were not supported, thegdgbn said that, while the
Government acknowledged and recognized interndttmmaan rights standards, it would
be too early, within the context of the Solomorahgls, to discuss decriminalizing sexual
relations between consenting adults of the sameSech an issue would require thorough

national consultations to address Christian doesrind cultural perspectives on the issue.

Consequently it was not possible to support reconaatons 41.49-81.51 on sexual
relations between consenting adults of the same sex

381In closing, the delegation recognized that the UtRsultation had given a unique
opportunity to enhance and promote active dialobeénveen government and civil
society. It valued the views from civil society gps and wished to acknowledge their
invaluable input. The Government would continue work hard to enhance this
relationship. The UPR represented an importantcgoaf human rights expertise for the
entire region; this was considered one of the hig pf the UPR process.

382The Foreign Minister also reported that at the opgi level there was already strong
support towards the UPR which would help in the langentation of the various
recommendations. The recent Forum Leaders’ summmituckland recognized the UPR
mechanism and supported governments in this iviéatacknowledging the wide
partnerships formed in the process.

383 Furthermore, Pacific Leaders had put in the forgfrine issue of Sexual and Gender
Based Violence with the recent establishment obeu Reference Group to Address
Sexual and Gender Based Violence (SGBV) based 808 commitment to eradicate
SGBV and ensure all individuals have equal probectinder the law and equal access to
justice.

384 At the national level the Solomon Islands had ayebegun discussions with regional
agencies to look at carrying out a scoping studyhenestablishment of a Human Rights
Institution, a first step to the eventual estabtigiht of such an important institution.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

385Algeria noted that, during the interactive dialognethe Working Group, the Solomon
Islands had received 115 recommendations, eigiwhafh had been immediately accepted
and 49 of which were considered as implementecherint process of implementation.
During the dialogue, Algeria had expressed itsstattion for the country’s efforts in the
fields of health and education and for its role gromoting regional human rights
initiatives. Algeria noted that it had made a reomendation in favour of intensifying
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efforts to ensure economic social and cultural tegHt thanked the delegation for
providing a response to the remaining 58 recomntéra and noted that, as a small
island developing State, the country is facing leimgles in the context of climate change
and the world economic crisis. Algeria reiteratisdciall to the International community to
support the country in the implementation of acedpecommendations.

386 Cuba noted that during the review at the Workinguprthe enormous challenges faced

by the population of the Solomon Islands becauséhefglobal economic crisis and
serious environmental problems and the unjust evan@rder, had been highlighted.
Cuba indicated that the Government has made gféatseto minimize the negative
impact of such circumstances and dedicated ressui@edeveloping human capital,
placing an emphasis on basic education. Additignéllhas invested in the improvement
of services to the population including in the aoéa@assistance and through the provision
of free medical services. Cuba noted that theeeGsiban medical brigade supporting such
efforts in the country and that students from tlmdo®ion Islands had gone to Cuba to
support these aims. Cuba congratulated the Soldsiands for accepting many of the
recommendations made during the Working Groupuitiog those it had formulated.

387Morocco congratulated the Solomon Islands for i®peration with the UPR and

observed that, during the review, it had takentp@shote of progress made in the area of
human rights and measures taken in the area ofidizal reform, the independence of
the judiciary and reinforcing the role of civil $ety. It stated that by accepting 11 of the
115 recommendations received the Government ravedtl its commitment to human
rights. Morocco indicated that it was aware of diiculties that the country might face
in the implementation of recommendations, in paféic because of high unemployment,
poverty and climate change in the region. Morocoos@ered that that the effective
realisation of the objectives of the UPR could bsuged with the provision of technical
and/or financial assistance for developing coustri@s determined by Human Rights
Council Resolution 5/1.

388New Zealand warmly welcomed the Solomon Islandfi¢oadoption of the UPR. It noted

3.

that it had made a recommendation that the cowadopt specific legislation to address
violence against women and children. It indicateat tNew Zealand was encouraged by
the Government’s commitment to put in place legachanisms to protect women and
welcomed progress in proposing legislation to asklteafficking, domestic violence and
child abuse. It also welcomed steps toward incngasivomen’s participation in
Parliament. New Zealand added that the country'dlingghess to consider the
establishment of a national human rights mecharigsra positive step. New Zealand
continued to encourage the Solomon Islands to bequanty to the Convention Against
Torture. It recognized that burden that can existsmall states not resident in Geneva and
commended the Solomon Island for their positiveigigation in the process.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

389Save the Children welcomed the Government’'s comanitrto realising the rights of the

child. It called on the Solomon Islands to priagticommitments of resources with clear
responsibilities and deadlines and appropriate &udlpcations for 2012. Additionally, it
called on the Government to ratify the OptionaltBcol on the Sale of Children, Child
Prostitution and Child Pornography and to enadslation to protect boys and girls from
all forms of sexual exploitation and abuse and ratgrt children from violence in the
home. It expressed disappointment at the Goverrismapparent unwillingness to
consider the human rights of same-sex attracteglpeand stated that it is important to
challenge stigmatisation and discrimination. It adgthe Government to consider the
decriminalisation of sexual acts between conserghgts.

390Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network expressed its diasiptment that the Solomon

Islands was not ready to accept recommendatiorrgegeal provisions that criminalize
sexual activity between consenting adults of thmesaex. It noted that the Human Rights
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Committee has confirmed that laws criminalizing sasex activity violate the rights to
privacy and to equality before the law without distnation and inhibit measures to
address HIV/AIDS, a position also confirmed by UNA. Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal
Network took note that the recommendation by Nori@yepeal laws that criminalize
sexual relations between consenting adults in @ecme with international law had been
accepted. It asked how the acceptance of this newmordation was reconciled with the
rejection of other similarly worded recommendatiodsiditionally, noting that the
delegation had indicated that reform in this areauldl require national consultations, it
asked the delegation to outline its plan for sumtsaltations.

391 Marist International Solidarity and Franciscanseinttional were encouraged by the

Government’s open invitation to all mandate holdexs well as its commitment to
implement accepted recommendations. They urgedGthernment to continue on the
path to provide free and compulsory Primary andaiudecondary education and to make
this a priority in its National Planning. They alsalled on the Government to ensure that
corporal punishment in schools and in the homera$ipited and punished. It was noted
that many teachers are currently under-qualified #mat many schools lack basic
resources and the Government was urged to address teficiencies. The Government
was also encouraged to include Human Rights edurcatithe school curriculum.

392 Amnesty International welcomed the focus in théeevon violence against women and

4,

called on the Government to implement fully its @en Equality and Women’s
Development Policy, and the National Policy on Htating Violence Against Women.
Amnesty International expressed concern at regbes the police may be reluctant to
intervene in cases of domestic violence and thateslawyers have refused to represent
victims unless they had visible injuries. Refereneas made to the dire situation in
informal settlements in Honiara, where few souroésclean water exist nearby and
women and girls must walk long distances to coleater. The Government was urged to
promptly implement the recommendation it had ae#péegarding this issue. It was also
noted that women and girls in the settlements pbksical and sexual violence when
collecting water, bathing or using toilets at night

Concluding remarks of the State under review

393The delegation was grateful for all statements aitber reiterated or elaborated the

position of the Solomon Islands on the issues daise

Latvia

394The review of Latvia was held on 5 May 2011 in awniity with all the relevant

provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Latvia in ademce with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/N\&IG1/LVA/L);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/LVA/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/11/LVA [3).

395At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the

outcome of the review of Latvia (see section C &lo

396.The outcome of the review of Latvia comprises thport of the Working Group on the

Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/9), the viewsf datvia concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
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were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/9/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

397The Delegation of Latvia stated that the UPR hadnban excellent occasion for the
country to review its human rights record through @gpen and frank dialogue. The
preparation process was done with relevant Govemhmiastitutions and the
Ombudsman’s Office and with the participation ohrgpvernmental organizations.

398Latvia received 122 recommendations, of which 7jbyed its immediate support, 7 were
rejected and 44 were left for further examinatibfany of those recommendations that
Latvia accepted have already been implementedeoinathe process of implementation.
While other countries welcomed several steps tékelmatvia to further the promotion and
protection of human rights, Latvia appreciated thatpeer review indicated areas, where
improvement needs to take place.

399The views on outstanding recommendations as webhasexplanation of position on
already rejected recommendations can be foundeérattdendum to the Working Group
Report. Latvia is a committed member of the intdamal community and has become a
party to the core human rights instruments. Lawvished to inform that the possibility of
ratifying of the Optional Protocols to the Interipatl Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights; to the Convention on the Elimioatiof all Forms of Discrimination
Against Women; to the Convention against Torturel ather Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment and; the Intemnalt Convention for the Protection
of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance, wilcbasidered gradually in due course.

400With regard to the ratification of the Internatibr@@onvention on the Protection of the
Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Thé&iamilies, Latvia referred to its
domestic legislation, which is based on adherendeimplementation of the requirements
of universal human rights instruments as well apeetive European Union regulations.
Therefore, in the foreseeable future Latvia does intend to sign and ratify this
Convention.

401Latvia accepted the recommendation towards thdication of the Second Optional

Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil &dlitical Rights, in order to abolish the
death penalty in times of war. To this effect, Idsly, the Government approved a
legislative package on the accession to the Prbiaol3 to the European Convention on
Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms concerningltblition of the death penalty in
all circumstances. Following the adoption of theolghpackage of draft laws by the
Parliament and their entry into force, Latvia wabsess the possibility of ratifying the
Second Optional Protocol to the ICCPR in due caurse

402 Latvia mentioned that numerous questions had based by delegations regarding the
Ombudsman’s Office and several recommendations wede in this regard. Latvia did
not envisage enlarging the mandate of the Ombudsmdhe established mandate is very
broad and fully complies with the Paris Principléghile describing the mandate of this
institution, Latvia stated that the Ombudsman’segy for 2011-2013 sets amongst the
institution’s priorities launching the procedurer fits accreditation to the international
coordination body of national human rights instdos.

403Latvia stated that it will continue measures aimed eliminiatimg discrimination,
including discrimination against vulnerable groug$e Constitution guarantees that
human rights shall be implemented without discrimtiion of any kind and that all human
beings in Latvia are equal before the law and thets. The prohibition of discrimination
and differential treatment has also been includeddctoral laws. National legislation
provides for administrative and criminal respongipi for violation of the non-
discrimination principle. Latvia will continue effis to protect the rights of women,
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children and those of persons with disabilitiestvizarecognized, however, that further
action is still needed to achieve de facto equalitgtvia cannot agree with the
recommendation to adopt a comprehensive gender litggdaw, since the anti-
discriminatory provisions are incorporated intotsesl laws as an integral part of the
overall legislative framework, a situation, whicheinsuring expected results.

404 Latvian anti-discrimination norms apply also tonghate discrimination on the basis of
sexual orientation and gender identity. Domestigslayuarantee freedom of expression
and peaceful assembly to everyone without discatiom, and no violence has been
reported against LGBT persons as such.

405Regarding the recommendations to amend the Crirhnalconcerning hate crime, Latvia
believed that the Criminal Law and other laws pdevifor adequate regulation. They
criminalise actions of intentionally inciting natial, ethnic or racial hatred or disharmony
and the Criminal Law also defines racist motive &% aggravating circumstance.
Moreover, racial discrimination is also effectivgdsohibited in other laws and the victims
of such crimes are provided with accessible anecéffe mechanisms for protecting their
rights. In recent years, Latvia has succeeded timguback on the number of instances of
national, ethnic and racial hatred.

406 Latvia could not provide a definitive answer to tkeommendations to sanction under the
Criminal Law homophobic and transphobic crime otehspeech against LGBT persons.
Currently no amendments to legislation have beanr@d and discussions on this issue
have not yet taken place. However, the law enfoezgrnagencies, within their mandate,
will continue efforts in combating discrimination.

407 Latvia stated that a number of international orgations have recognized the important
progress Latvia has achieved in the area of sogsdgration. Latvia guarantees cultural
autonomy for all its national minorities and praegdsignificant support for strengthening
their identities. State financed education is adé in eight national minority languages.
Thorough efforts are being undertaken to prepaeentw National Identity and Society
Integration Policy Guidelines by involving diversekeholders.

408 The State Language Law provides the integratiomational minorities into Latvian
society, securing their rights to use their nativeany other languages while preserving,
protecting and developing Latvian language. Lahda always aimed to keep this balance.
According to the Constitution, the Latvian languagehe only official language whose
use is defined in the Official Language Law. At theeme time, the Latvian legislation
provides for exceptions when information shouldpoevided to a person in a language
other than the official language.

409Regarding the recommendations on granting certéghts to non-citizens, Latvia

emphasised that non-citizens are granted econ@miial and cultural rights, as well as a
number of political. Latvia’s position remains uaciged as to granting non-citizens the
right to participate in municipal elections; th@li to vote is seen as an inalienable
attribute of citizenship. This position complieglwinternational law and the existing state
practice. At the same time, non-citizens are emkpractical and effective access to the
naturalisation process, which so far has been bgethore than 140,000 non-citizens.
Latvia accentuated that non-citizen’s status isempborary status and thus obtaining
citizenship is the most effective way of expanding scope of an individual’s rights.

410With regard to the recommendations aimed at grgrdimomatic citizenship to Latvia's
non-citizen children, there had been positive dgwelents since May. The Government
Regulations on facilitation of registration of noitizen children as citizens of Latvia at
the time of registration of their birth had beeprgved on 5 July 2011.

411The Latvian Government has made significant effomtacilitating the naturalisation
process by assessing on a regular basis the notivat remaining non-citizens. Further
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measures will be undertaken for the facilitatiord aptimization of the naturalization
process, as well as for society integration.

412l atvia is strongly committed to prevent and to cambuman trafficking, including its
various new forms, such as marriage of conveniericatvia has accepted all
recommendations on this subject and intends cdntinactive efforts in this field.
Effective work of law-enforcement institutions alegjislative regulation has already led to
a decrease in the number of cases of human traf§jcduring the past few years.

413Regarding the recommendations on living conditionplaces of detention and prisons,
Latvia has already made substantial efforts in iotdémprove these conditions to comply
with international standards and will continue histway. Over the past few years
increased attention has been paid to planning dlieypof execution of sentences, as well
as to the implementation of the policy of resoeatiion of inmates. Training for the prison
staff is also provided.

4141 atvia also emphasized the importance of increagiagpopulation’s knowledge on their
rights. Therefore general information on human tdglanti-discrimination and tolerance
related issues has already been included in theoscturricula for several years.
Awareness-raising campaigns on specific humangightdiscrimination issues are being
carried out in co-operation with the State insiilns, Ombudsman, NGOs and mass
media. Latvia noted that the role of NGOs in pramgphuman rights is essential.

415The delegation concluded that, over twenty-one gyeafter the restoration of its
independence, Latvia has developed modern compsiteciegislation and an institutional
system for the protection of human rights. Latvimod ready to facilitate further
improvements and will report on progress in thetrexcle of UPR. Latvia attaches the
greatest importance to its human rights commitmants believes that the Human Rights
Council's members must lead by example. Therefatei& has put forward its candidacy
for the Human Rights Council elections in 2014.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

416 Algeria praised the frankness of the Latvian deiegain describing the problems and
shortcomings it faced. It appreciated the acceptaraf a high number of
recommendations, including two made by Algeriacatise the status of the Ombudsman to
that of a National Human Rights Institution andptarsue its efforts to combat human
trafficking, particularly for women and children. Igkria referred to a third
recommendation that was rejected regarding théicatton of the ICMW, hoping that
Latvia will further review its position given thenportance of this legal instrument for this
vulnerable category of people and in accordancé wie recommendation No 1737
adopted by the Council of Europe Parliament Asdgimib 17 march 2006.

417The Russian Federation was surprised that Latjectel the recommendations to
(rapidly) eliminate the system of non-citizenshigldo simplify naturalization procedures
for children and retired persons. It also referred the partial rejection to grant
immediately the right to the non-citizens to fupharticipate in the political life. Russia
noted that codifying the prohibition against xenolpic and racist propaganda and
instituting criminal liabilities for such activitie as well as ensuring the rights of minorities
to get information in their native language werd being implemented as stated by
Latvia. It called on Latvia to review its positioon recommendations made by the
international community and take all the necessaggsures to fully observe the rights of
national minorities and eliminate the system of -otizenship, the structural
discrimination and racial hatred and intolerance.

418 Estonia thanked the Republic of Latvia for its ope constructive cooperation with the
UPR process. Estonia was pleased to note thatd_bts already implemented or intended
to implement a high number of recommendations dioly those on the continuation of
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measures for the protection of rights of childred disabled persons and the promotion of
gender equality. It also noted a continued imprometrof conditions in prison, and in
combating racism, hate crimes and human traffickiBfparing a similar historical
experience with Latvia, Estonia wished to emphadizg the creation of a modern
institutional system for human rights protectiord gsromotion in a short period of 20
years since its independence was a substantiad\arhent. It commended Latvia for its
continuous successful on promoting the issuancestahding invitations to Special
Procedures.

419 Moldova applauded the constructive engagement ofidavith the UPR. It welcomed

3.

Latvia's pledge to issue among the first statetandéng invitation to the United Nations

Special Procedures and to actively promote standimgations. Moldova appreciated

Latvia’s acceptance of its recommendations and ameérl the commitment to ensure the
compliance of the Ombudsman institution with thei$®&rinciples. It praised Latvia's

commitment to earmark sufficient funds for all chprotection programs. Moldova also
noted with satisfaction Latvia’s commitment to ateppropriate measures in order to
prosecute and punish perpetrators of traffickinguman beings and to develop effective
systems for the timely prevention of the sexual@igtion and trafficking of children.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

420European Region of the International Lesbian ang Gaderation (ILGA —Europe)

commended Latvia for accepting recommendations rtiensify efforts to combat
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientatioid gender identity; to provide general
information about anti-discrimination and reforne tburriculum in schools as to provide
information about gender equality, lesbian, gaysekiial and transgender and ethnic
minorities; thus engaging in awareness raising/iiets. ILGA-Europe recommended that
Latvia establish a concrete plan of implementatibthe measures mentioned in close co-
operation and consultation with civil society orgations. It raised concern about the
rejection of a recommendation to recognize the rdiye of family forms and
recommended that Latvia reconsiders its positioth @msures that equal rights between
same sex and opposite sex couples in its legislatial policies. It also recommended that
Latvia reconsiders its position to include sexudtmation and gender identity in its hate
crime legislation. Finally ILGA recommended thatetiyogyakarta Principles on the
Application of International Human Rights Law inlaton to Sexual Orientation and
Gender Identity be applied as a guide to assigblicy-making.

421Rencontre africaine pour la Défense des Droits 'Hemime (RADDHO) appreciated
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Latvia's cooperation with the Special Procedurésaised its concerns with regard to the
discrimination against migrants, Roma young womRussian citizen workers and
refugees. It referred to the legislation to combatan trafficking adopted in 2000 and
requested the legislation to be more vigorous imlzating violence and abuse against
women. It mentioned that throughout the years,oprisuthorities have opened five
investigation cases of the violent deaths of prisomates. RADDHO stressed that the lack
of access to attorneys for detainees should beidsmesl. Finally it invited Latvia to
continue to create mechanisms for human rights atthrc of police and security forces
and to ratify the CEDAW.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

422 In conclusion, Latvia underlined the enriching exgece of the UPR leading to new steps

to improve the human rights record. The delegatiamked all delegations and NGOs and
looked forward to the second cycle of this exercise

Sierra Leone

423The review of Sierra Leone was held on 5 May 201 tdnformity with all the relevant

provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:
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(a) The national report submitted by Sierra Leameaécordance with the
annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15A8RC/WG.6/11/SLE/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/SLE/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SLE/3).

424 At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €ibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Sierra Leone (see secidrelow).

425The outcome of the review of Sierra Leone compriBeseport of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/10), thews of Sierra Leone concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactiialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/10/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

426.The delegation, on behalf of President Koroma fimaéd the Government’s commitment
to promote and safeguard human rights in Sierranéethat it would shortly be seeking
technical assistance to help it fast track the duicegtion of all international human rights
and humanitarian instruments to which it is a paatyd its commitment to the abolition of
the death penalty.

427 Sierra Leone welcomed the opportunity of being eexd in May and most especially,
appreciated all recommendations made by Statestret2®nmendations were put forward.
The delegation addressed 101 of those recommendatidequately and promised to
submit the outstanding 28 recommendations to thkebblders and the people of Sierra
Leone for the proper determination of its response.

428.0n returning to Sierra Leone, the delegation prieskits report to the President in Cabinet
together with the recommendation for a nationwidmsultation and presentation to
stakeholders and citizenry. This was readily appdoand with technical assistance from
UNIPSIL (which is also the field office of OHCHR)hose consultations were conducted
in August.

429 The consultations were planned and carried ouhbyMinistry of Justice and the Human
Rights Secretariat in the Ministry of Foreign Affaiand International Cooperation.
Participants were drawn from a variety of groupibal heads, trades unions, prison
officers, police, military, general citizenry, divisociety organizations and non-
governmental organizations. The consultations vld in major cities, starting in the
east and culminating in Freetown.

430At the consultations the report of the review wasspnted, reasons were given for the
position already taken on recommendations and ataeation provided on the need to
hold interactive consultations throughout the copnto discuss carefully the 28
outstanding recommendations and determine Sier@nd’s position on them. This
approach was very successful as the turn out irthallconsultations was higher than
anticipated and the feedback carefully tallied sdaashare the outcome with the Human
Rights Council.

431 There were plans to hold the proposed high levabaiation with cabinet Ministers and
the higher echelons of the civil service almost idmtely following the delegation’s
return to Freetown.
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432 Sierra Leone’s provided its position on the recomdadions. It accepted recommendation
82.1 with the clarification that Parliament wouldve to consider the second optional
protocol to the International Covenant on Civil &alitical Rights, at the earliest.

433 Sierra Leone accepted recommendations 82.2, 82.8, 82.14-82.25 in principle, subject
to constitutional review. Sierra Leone remindedtipgants that the Constitutional
Review process had been suspended and that itdedeto continue with the review
process after the elections.

434 Sierra Leone accepted recommendations 82.5, 82.60882.27 and 82.28. It accepted
recommendations 82.11 with a clear call for techin&ssistance in the implementation of
the National Gender plan and the National ActioanPbn United Nations Security
Council Resolution 1325 (2000) and 1820 (2008) a# as in formulating a strategy to
combat violence against women. It also accepteahnetendations 82.12 and 82.13 with a
call for technical assistance. Recommendation 826 accepted with the explanation
that an existing Board could do with technical stssice and training for carrying out its
mandate and informing the public. Sierra Leonectef recommendations 82.7, 82.8 and
82.9.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

435 Algeria commended the constructive commitment @@ Leone in the framework of
UPR and its rather spectacular acceptance of 126nmmendations out of 129. It
expressed its confidence that, thanks to the ifieatiibn of Sierra Leone’s needs in terms
of technical assistance and its requests to OHCOHR, Government would have the
capacity to make up for the lag of time it had awuolated in the presentation of periodical
reports to treaty body. Algeria underlined that tise of technical assistance would also
help Sierra Leone to make possible the operatipet#din of the plans for the promotion of
human rights. Algeria welcomed the acceptance aformemendations relating to
combatting the violence against women and to impigpthe conditions of detention.
Algeria called on the international community tgpart Sierra Leone in providing it with
the technical assistance it had requested in daleneet its commitments in terms of
human rights.

436 Morocco stated that the acceptance of the majofitgcommendations, including the two
made by Morocco on the protection of the rightscbfldren and the promotion of
women'’s role in the society, was an act of good shbwing the commitment of Sierra
Leone in the UPR process. It added that the legdliastitutional measures, the good
governance and the achievements in several hurghts'riareas showed the commitment
of the authorities for the questions of human ggioreover, the Moroccan Delegation
highlighted that national will and efforts of a edty with a fragile economy that was
emerging of a conflict, could not reach the reshtiped for in terms of development and
promotion of human rights. Therefore, Morocco aalfer solidarity in favour of Sierra
Leone.

437 Mauritania congratulated Sierra Leone for its humights accomplishments in a difficult
socio-economic context. Sierra Leone’s acceptaridhen majority of recommendations
made during the UPR, reflected its willingness afedermination to be open to the
promotion and protection of human rights, and chiter the international community to
provide the necessary assistance to enable Sieranel to implement its
recommendations.

438Nigeria commended Sierra Leone for its efforts tmnmte transparency and the
reintegration of the various war victims. Nigergcognized the Government’s efforts to
consolidate peace and stability and to harmonizeedtic legislation with international
human rights instruments. Nigeria commended Sikeane for its institutional reform
including the establishment of the NHRC, Anti-Caqtion Commission and the
Parliamentary Human Rights Committee. Nigeria ndtesl promised steps to eliminate
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3.

child labour and forced labour, and to mobilize oreses for the successful
implementation of national programmes that suppodnomic, social and cultural rights.
Nigeria encouraged the Government to continue \&itd reinforce its programme of
reconciliation and to improve living standards.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

439.The Human Rights Commission of Sierra Leone, whiati just been accredited with “A”

status, held the view that positive steps would hewaken to use the Universal Periodic
Review process to remedy Sierra Leone’s poor reabrdporting on international human
rights instruments. The Commission remained conachito providing technical support
and monitoring the Government’s implementationt®fécommendations, particularly on
accession and ratification of international insteunts, the signature and ratification of the
Second Optional Protocol to ICCPR, as well as #msing of the Freedom of Information
Bill, which were critical for human rights and tlaevancement of women and children.
The Commission looked forward to: establishing tey partnerships in order for
progress in implementation to be reported on atntiad review; and follow-up visits of
special procedures. The Commission hoped thatekelopment of action plan on human
rights and the rights of children would include s@es to implement the new UN Human
Rights Council Guiding Principles on Business andhtdn Rights. With regard to the
2012 elections, the Commission called on the Gawent to prioritise the implementation
of those recommendations facilitating the conddigieaceful, free and fair elections. The
Commission hoped that its new status would bectftkin increased Government support
and response to its recommendations and activities.

440World Vision Sierra Leone welcomed the Governmensisceptance of several

recommendations concerning maternal and child he¥forld Vision, while recognizing
the authorities’ implementation of the free heg#tkage, remained concerned that many
pregnant women and children living in rural and oéemareas continued to be denied
access to care and medicines because of theilitpabipay for the services and limited
outreach of trained community-based health perdotealth in rural communities was
stated to be especially affected by insufficientevaand sanitation facilities, continued
lack of access to mosquito nets, insufficient nundfdnealth workers and inadequate birth
registration facilities. World Vision called on treuthorities to increase their annual
expenditure for health to 15 per cent of the naidiudget, as committed to under the
Abuja Declaration, and expressed its commitmerassist them in the implementation of
health-related obligations.

441 Save the Children presented its statement on behé#fie Child Rights Coalition — Sierra

442 Amnesty International highlighted that thirteentstaraised the issue of the death penalty

Leone. The Child Rights Coalition commended thevé&oment for immediately
accepting 101 recommendations made by the workimmugisand the open attitude for
collaboration with the Human Rights Commission acidil society towards the
implementation of the recommendations. While conuiren the acceptance of
recommendation 81.36, they called on the Governneeptt in place effective measures
to address the inadequate implementation of the& Zild Rights Act (CRA), as key
Child Protection structures such as Child Welfarem@iittees and Departments at
Councils, were yet to be established. They stronglged the Government to pass
legislation to establish an independent and resoliational Commission for Children in
line with its commitments. On recommendations 808819 and 80.20, they commended
the Government for passing the legislation on banGM for children below 18 years,
but remained concerned that the issue still predaparticularly in rural communities.
Children as young as five, were still initiated aticcumcised, therefore, they urged the
government to quickly sensitize the public aboet tlew legislation and enforce laws for
defaulters.

during the review of, calling for a moratorium omeeutions, abolition of the death
penalty, and ratification of the Second OptionabdtBeol to the ICCPR. It congratulated
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Sierra Leone on accepting those recommendationsueget] it to take immediately all
necessary steps to abolish the death penalty ion@tiaw and to commute existing death
sentences to terms of imprisonment. Amnesty Intemal welcomed Sierra Leone’s
commitment to address causes of maternal mortatityits review of maternity healthcare
policies and improving access to confidential fgmilanning and sexual health and
reproductive services. Amnesty International reférto reports by women and girls that
drugs and medical supplies were not available altinéacilities or they were charged for
medicines and care that were supposed to be frealléd on the Government to reinforce
transparency and accountability by monitoring andestigating shortcomings in the
national health systems, and to respond robustlyaltegations of corruption and
systematic malpractice. It urged Sierra Leone takena grievance mechanism available
within the health system and inform patients alibatr right to redress; and to promptly
implement the many recommendations on the elimonatiprohibition and the
criminalization of FGM.

443 Rencontre Africaine pour la Defense des Droits ‘torhme (RADHO) recalled the
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atrocities committed during the war in Sierra Le@ueh as the countless amputations,
mass rapes and forced recruitment of thousandsesfagers and children. It underlined
that the indictment of Charles Taylor by the ICG/ggdnope to numerous victims of the
conflict and stated that Colonel Khadafi must digoheld accountable for his support to
the Revolutionary United Front (RUF). Furthermof®ADHO highlighted that the
authorities should make more efforts to meet thleviong challenges: combatting poverty
and corruption, improving access to justice andnmmting national reconciliation,
reviewing all the questions relating to the prepiaraof the 2012 elections and combatting
genital mutilations as well as discrimination agaiwomen and albino children, who were
allegedly killed as part of occult practices.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

444 The delegation expressed appreciation to spea&ethdir contributions. All issues raised

had been noted.

445 Sierra Leone reiterated its commitment to the adearent of human rights in all spheres

of life in the country. The delegation briefly coranted on the question of the death
penalty. Sierra Leone in principle accepts theitibolof the death penalty. In April 2011,
all death sentences were commuted to life imprisamnSince May 2011, there had been
two more convictions. While there were moves to cwte the sentences to life
imprisonment, appeals on these cases were pemdthg Court of Appeals.

446 Responding to questions raised, Sierra Leone ceresidthe provision of free health care

as “work in progress”, appreciated the suggestinade on this matter and would consider
them. Recently, a special body had been establisipecifically for monitoring the
implementation of the free health care system. dswomposed not only government
functionaries but also civil society organizati@ml some development partners. Its work
continued.

447 Sierra Leone was taking steps to ensure that enilénjoyed their rights, particularly by

ensuring that no child shared detention facilitiéth adult prisoners; and by establishing
and strengthening the juvenile court system. Then@ssion for children was being
restructured to make it more robust and active.

448 Access to justice was receiving active attentioSierra Leone. It was recognized that 70

per cent of persons going through the justice syst&l so through the local courts which
were not part of the formal justice system. Siérane had now brought the local courts
into the formal system under the auspices of theefClustice, as the recruitment and
staffing of those courts was to be undertaken tjinahat office.

449The Government was committed and continued to implg the recommendations of the

Truth and Reconciliation Commission.
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450Sierra Leone made reference to recommendation 8hle question of female genital
mutilation and the Government’s continued senditiraof persons connected with this
practice. The Government accepted in principle tivatractice ought to be abolished, but
recalled that some traditions were deeply rooted pleaded for implementation on a
progressive basis.

451 The delegation totally rejected the idea of childng for occult purposes and stated that
this did not happen in Sierra Leone.

Singapore

452The review of Singapore was held on 6 May 2011 anfarmity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Singaporectoadance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HR@G.6/11/SGP/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by the Office of thaitdd Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in accordamneéh paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SGP/2); and

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SGP/3 and A/IHRC/WG.6/SGP/3/Corr.1).

453 At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the HuRmhts Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review on Singaporegsetion C below).

454 The outcome of the review of Singapore comprisegéport of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/11), togetheithwthe views of Singapore
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusessell as its voluntary commitments
and its replies presented before the adoptionebtitcome by the plenary to questions or
issues that were not sufficiently addressed duttieginteractive dialogue in the Working
Group (see also A/HRC/18/11/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmen&nd on the outcome

455The Singapore delegation reaffirmed that the UP&tgss had been a very instructive
experience, in which all relevant government mitésthad met regularly for more than a
year to evaluate the effectiveness of its domegxilicies and debate whether more could
be done. The civil society had been regularly atied. It emphasized that Singapore had
entered the process with an open mind.

456.The delegation noted that, at the time of its mayieSingapore had received 112
recommendations of which it had accepted 52, refjecl and deferred 39
recommendations. After careful consideration, 8paye had now decided to accept 23 of
the pending recommendations in part, and 9 in flilhis means that Singapore supported,
either fully or partially, 84 out of the 112 (i.&5 per cent) of the recommendations
received. Overall, most recommendations that Siogag/as not ready to support related
to crime and security issues, including with regéosdthe death penalty and corporal
punishment for reasons already explained previously Another cluster of
recommendations that Singapore could not suppdateck to the establishment of an
NHRI, as Singapore preferred a decentralized buuatly reinforcing system of human
rights protection. Similarly, it believed that thmest way to protect child rights was
through an integrated system of legislation, peficiand services. Concerning the
treatment of women prisoners, Singapore acknowkkdgeprinciple the merits of the
Bangkok rules but did not accept the recommendatioimplement them as it believed
that each country needed to determine its own dggstoach, taking into consideration its
specific domestic situation and other relevantdiesct The delegation also underlined that
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in the Report of the UPR Working Group on Singapdréad explained why Singapore
did not see the need to establish an independenticis body as recommended. The
delegation added that there were also a few recomat®ns that it was not able to
support as they were based on incorrect assumptiomemises.

457 Singapore noted that it had also accepted in parihiany recommendations to consider
ratification of various international human rightstruments, in line with its policy to
constantly review and consider accession to thosguments to which it is not yet a
party. It informed that in June 2011, it had iatfthe ILO Maritime Labour Convention,
thus strengthening its commitment to bringing abdetent work conditions for seafarers
working on Singapore-flagged ships. In the sameatmoconsistent with its policy of
constantly reviewing the declarations and resesaatiwhich it had filed upon ratification
of HR instruments, and following significant deveoents in the practice of sharia law in
Singapore, Singapore partially withdrew its 1995ergation to CEDAW. Furthermore,
Singapore intended to accede to the ConventiomemiRights of Persons with Disabilities
by the end of 2012.

458 Singapore further assured that it was committethéofight against trafficking in persons
and to protecting the rights of victims. The Gawraent worked closely with a network of
NGOs, hospitals and schools to ensure approprisistance, and it was engaging several
foreign embassies to strengthen partnership anddic@tion to counter TIP. Singapore
also looked forward to working closely with the iamafficking units of other ASEAN
countries. It was in the process of developingaéidsial Action Plan to step up efforts to
fight trafficking.

459 With regard to children and women'’s rights, Singapoonfirmed that it was committed to
implementing the recommendations made by the CED@Mnhmittee and the Committee
on the Rights of the Child, consistent with theatyeobligations applicable to it, noting
that several recommendations received at the URRaiy affirmed Singapore’s efforts in
this area. In particular, Singapore informed ihaad made further progress in enhancing
the legal protection of children with recent amerdits made to the Children and Young
Persons Act relating to the licensing of childreamd ayoung persons’ homes. Similar
progress had been made in enhancing the legalctimteof women, with amendments to
the Women Charter made in January 2011 with the @finmitigating the impact of
divorces on women.

460 Concerning recommendations related to racism amihlraliscrimination, Singapore
reaffirmed that racial and religious harmony wagafamount importance to Singapore
and that the Government would continue to supgeit end community initiatives in this
area. It also referred to its response, which bate been circulated as an HRC
document, to the recommendations by the UN Sp&aaborteur on contemporary forms
of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia andaterl intolerance and xenophobia
following his visit to Singapore in April 2010. r&japore similarly affirmed that it took
the well-being of migrant workers seriously and wastinually reviewing regulations to
refine employers’ responsibilities. For examplecruitment regulations were recently
tightened to reduce migrant worker debt in Singapor

461 Finally, the delegation acknowledged the role ofl §ociety organizations in Singapore’s
follow-up to the UPR, noting that the Governmenpragiated their tireless efforts.

2. Views expressed by member and observer States tife Council on the review
outcome

462Viet Nam commended Singapore’s positive reactiomany of the recommendations
received, including three of its own recommendatjaand welcomed Singapore’s efforts
to implement them. In particular, it highlightedfaefs to continue strengthening the
harmony between different ethnic and religious gsyuto take steps to accede to
international human rights instruments; and to ldisfa a process for the follow-up of
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recommendations. Viet Nam encouraged Singapore dtine implementing the
recommendations in close cooperation with the UNhaaisms.

463Brunei Darussalam congratulated Singapore on itsstcactive engagement with the
United Nations human rights system and its continc@mmitment to the promotion and
protection of human rights. It commended Singagore¢he efforts made in this area, and
for sharing its best practices in the fight agatrafficking of persons. Brunei Darussalam
stated that it would continue to work closely wimgapore as a regional partner through
the ASEAN mechanism.

464 Algeria noted Singapore’s achievements in econ@nitsocial development, which had a
positive impact on the enjoyment of human rightfidped that Singapore would continue
efforts to promote harmony between the differentnponents of its diverse society.
Algeria recalled its recommendations on the proam®f racial and religious tolerance
and the advancement of women and it thanked Simgafor accepting its
recommendations to ratify ICERD and ICRPD. At faene time, it requested a response
concerning its recommendation for the ratificattddCMW.

465Thailand welcomed Singapore’s acceptance of a nundfeits recommendations,

particularly concerning migrant workers and tradfig. It commended Singapore’s efforts
in protecting the rights of vulnerable groups, ngtin particular increased budgetary
allocations for the education of children with spémeeds. While some of Thailand’s
recommendations on national human rights instiistiand the Bangkok Rules did not
enjoy the support of Singapore, Thailand hoped tBatgapore would continue to
strengthen its independent mechanisms and givealsderation to the needs of women
prisoners.

466Indonesia noted Singapore’s commitment to humahtsigand fundamental freedoms,
which had contributed to prosperity, peace andilgialn the region. It appreciated the
acceptance of Indonesian recommendations concethmgatification of human rights
instruments; the preservation of family institusomand religious tolerance; and the
elimination of discrimination against women andficking in persons. It highlighted the
enactment of laws against trafficking in persond aelcomed Singapore’s commitment
to the well-being of migrant workers.

4670Lao PDR noted that Singapore had accepted largdb@unecommendations and taken
steps to implement these recommendations. It ntited Singapore’s multi-ethnic and
multi-cultural society lived together peacefullydamappreciated Singapore’s efforts to
further advance the lives and well-being of its deoLao PDR noted with appreciation
the five fundamental principles governing Singafsrpolicy on human rights and
commended Singapore’s cooperation with UN humahmsighechanisms.

468 Myanmar appreciated Singapore’s constructive engagéwith the UPR and was pleased
that it had accepted numerous recommendationsjdimg Myanmar’s recommendations
to provide foreign workers with appropriate legdlannels to work in the country.
Myanmar commended Singapore’s commitment to stheming interaction with the
human rights mechanisms, including through an a@twih extended to the Special
Procedures mandate holders.

469 Malaysia welcomed Singapore’s intention to accedéhe Convention on the Rights of
Persons with Disabilities and was pleased that &ioge had accepted all its
recommendations. Malaysia was aware of the needSiogapore to be afforded the
necessary time and space to continue improvemantisei promotion and protection of
human rights and thanked Singapore for its conseiparticipation in the UPR process.
It wished Singapore well as it embarked on the @mpmntation of accepted
recommendations.

470Cambodia noted Singapore’s commitment to humarnigjgts achievements in the areas of
socio-economic development; health services, etcand housing; as well as the
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promotion of the rights of women, children, persarvigh disabilities and the elderly.
Cambodia welcomed Singapore’s cooperation with itiernational community in

promoting and protecting human rights. Furthermdréjghlighted Singapore’s policies
aimed at maintaining political stability and promngt good governance. It looked forward
to working with Singapore through the regional feamork.

471India thanked Singapore for its detailed respomsdaie recommendations set out in the
Addendum to the Working Group report. It took piosi note of the receptive, candid,
cooperative and constructive manner in which Siogapvas participating in in the UPR
process. It felt encouraged by Singapore’s acoeptaof a large number of
recommendations and was confident that Singaporddwioirther intensify its efforts to
implement the accepted recommendations.

472The United States of America welcomed the acceptabg Singapore of many
recommendations and its intention to ratify CRPBERD and OP-CRC-SC. While
applauding the holding of presidential electiond ahe consideration given to the
establishment of an independent elections bodgniiained concerned about the ability of
the people to change the government and encourtigedeform of electoral laws. It
further encouraged efforts to fight human trafficdkiand assist victims, as well as
ratification of the Protocol to Prevent, Suppressl &unish Trafficking in Persons. It
remained concerned about freedom of expressiontlaadight of peaceful assembly,
urging Singapore to repeal the 2009 public assentdly and regretted Singapore’s
rejection of a moratorium on corporal punishment.

473 Saudi Arabia stated that Singapore’s commitmehiutman rights was demonstrated by its
cooperation with human rights mechanisms and igglinress to engage in a genuine
dialogue on human rights. Singapore was a partynémy international human rights
instruments and had shown its eagerness to reakséuman rights enshrined in these
instruments. Saudi Arabia commended Singaporet$acdoperative spirit and the efforts
made in the protection and promotion of human sght

3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

474 Article 19 and MARUAH referred to significant chagyin Singapore since the review in
May, noting that the outcome of the general electi@s indicative of the people’s desire
for increased space and freedom to express theesseiind a stronger say in policy-
making discussions. However, the government hadanoepted the recommendations
concerning civil and political liberty, includingith regard to ratification of ICCPR and
ICESCR, the withdrawal of reservations to CEDAW &RC, the establishment of a
national human rights commission, a review of defaom laws, the Newspaper Printing
and Publishing Act and laws for preventative detentand concerning the death penalty.

475Human Rights Watch regretted Singapore’s refusa¢peal the Internal Security Act and
other laws permitting detention without charge wiek&iming threats to national security
and public order, and urged it to rescind preventietention laws. HRW further urged
Singapore to reject the use of the death penalfyt@aendorse a moratorium on the death
penalty. HRW demanded that the rights to freeddnexpression, association and
peaceful assembly be ensured. It noted Singapgiais to ratify ICERD but urged
ratification of all core human rights treaties andommitment to ending the use of torture.
Furthermore, HRW urged Singapore to ratify ILO Cemtion N° 189 and the ICRMW.

476 Conscience and Peace Tax International (CPTI)ngdtiat its submission had not been
reflected in the summary of stakeholder informaiiotime for the review, stated that the
issues raised in its submission included the neoogeition of the right of conscious
objection to military service and the repeated -gpll of conscientious objectors. It
expressed the hope that these issues would featBirgapore’s review during the second
cycle and encouraged Singapore to address themmational report for that cycle.
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477 Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development ur@agapore to engage with a

broader civil society selection in the follow-upopess. It urged Singapore to revisit its
position on capital punishment and preventive daianreiterating the recommendation
for a moratorium on the death penalty. It called ®ingapore to repeal the Internal
Security Act, which impairs the right to due proeesd judicial protection. It further

asserted that no efforts had been made to bringaore’s migrant labour regulation in
line with international standards. In this regardhighlighted recommendations to ratify
ICRMW and to amend some migrant labour acts. ledrthe adoption of a rights-based
approach in considering the minimum wage legistatio

478International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH)peessed disappointment at

Singapore’s rejection of 27 key recommendationgeeiglly those relating to the
protection of civil and political rights. It recomended the decriminalization of
defamation and the reformation of laws such asN@espaper and Printing Presses Act,
the Public Order Act and the Undesirable PublicetioAct, so as to ensure their
compliance with international standards. FIDH alsoommended increased respect for
fundamental freedoms in practice, and greater date for criticism and opposition. It
expressed regret that Singapore had rejected reeadations for the abolition of the
death penalty and corporal punishment. It calledmgapore to repeal all provisions that
provide for mandatory death sentencing and to implg an immediate moratorium on
the use of capital punishment.

479 Amnesty International (Al) regretted Singapore’ection of recommendations to end the
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use of mandatory death sentences; to impose a onioraton the death penalty; and to
end judicial caning. Al was disappointed that Spme& had not accepted
recommendations regarding preventive detentiomrdéd Singapore to repeal the Internal
Security Act and to ensure that criminal proceeslimgeet international fair trial standards.
Al welcomed Singapore’s intention to consider fedifion of ICERD and urged the
ratification of other human rights instruments, tgatarly ICCPR. Al welcomed
Singapore’s support for recommendations to prategtant workers’ rights. While noting
that recent measures provided better protectionpl#derved that migrant workers still
faced difficulties and that labour laws continuedexclude migrant domestic workers
from basic protection.

Concluding remarks of the State under Résw

480.The Singapore delegation expressed its appreciaical participants in the dialogue.

The dialogue had generated valuable inputs thatidvbalp Singapore in its domestic
efforts to constantly review and adjust its pokcighere necessary. Singapore hoped that,
at the next UPR in 2016, it would be able to sheegpess in some of the areas in which
further improvement was desirable.

Suriname

481 The review of Suriname was held on 6 May 2011 infaonity with all the relevant

provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Suriname icoadance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRG.6/11/SUR/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawnié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/SUR/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SUR/3).

482 At its 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the

outcome of the review of Suriname (see sectionl@we
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483 The outcome of the review of Suriname comprisesépert of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/12), the viewd Suriname concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/12/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

484 Suriname thanked the members of the Human Rights¢lofor the recommendations
made in response to its national report and stdtetl these recommendations had
prompted an additional in-depth evaluation of itgional human rights situation by the
Government.

485Suriname indicated that a significant number of fommendations had been accepted
after careful deliberations. It felt that theseamenendations provided a sound foundation
for the implementation of policy aimed at providimgmore effective protection and
enjoyment of human rights. Furthermore, they ceutstil a solid framework for the
nation’s human rights agenda. This framework ergassed socio-economic, political
and cultural rights, as well as an outline of thecessary conditions for adequate
enjoyment of said rights.

486 Even though the diversity of the recommendationiklwhad been accepted, presented an
additional challenge to Suriname, they would bdtdeith by the State in a most positive
manner.

487 The delegation stated that the recommendationspteteby the Government of the
Republic of Suriname, were grouped under paragr8paisd 4 of the Addendum to the
working group report.

488.The recommendations that could not be acceptetecela issues which were currently
being analyzed by the Government, in view of thEwspective impact on society as a
whole. Broad national discussion and consensus mesded.

4890ne such issue was the claim to land rights. Sulesgcgovernments had, each in their
own way, tried to deal with the issue of land righh dealing with this issue, two things
must be taken into account. On one hand, theretheaslaim made by the Maroon and
Indigenous people on the land which they had liwed cultivated and utilized for
centuries. This claim was aimed at the State’s geition that they, the Maroon and
Indigenous people, had a right to this land.

4900n the other hand, the Government deemed the etgtirgdory of the Republic of
Suriname to belong to the State, with the exceptibthose instances in which a third
party could prove otherwise. Furthermore, the Sdatereed that each Surinamese citizen,
including those of Maroon and Indigenous descens ®ntitled to request land within the
State’s domain.

491 The delegation stated that, in the past decadesssiie had developed in such a way that
it had assumed the nature of a conflict betweenobtarand Indigenous people on one
side, and the Surinamese State on the other $ids;at conflict between the government
and a group of its citizens.

492Due in part to different definitions of the issuerious interpretations of both the
historical context as well as the result of theaedlepment process after its decolonization
and the ambitions of the State, this matter cooldbe dealt with adequately and as yet no
solution had been arrived at. The need for a satisfy solution was more pressing than
ever.

493The delegation indicated that the government wouded to identify an instrument
through which the entire nation would come to mslhat the issue of land rights was a
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national issue. Against this backdrop, the langitrigpnferences, which had been planned
by the Government, strove to provide a platform ffepresentatives from all areas of
society, to arrive at a redefinition of the issukus laying the groundwork for an

environment in which the rights of all citizenscluding those of the Maroon and

Indigenous people, might be respected and realizigdin the scope of the State’s

ambitions.

494 The delegation stated that another highly sensisisee was that of specific recognition of
the rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgen(LGBT) individuals. The
Government felt that the constitution of the Repuldf Suriname provided adequate
protection from discrimination to all. The constitun stated that no individual might be
discriminated against because of birth, sex, risgguage, ancestry, education, political
persuasion, economic status, social circumstaneaybther status.

495 Notwithstanding the above, any attempt to embedifipeights for LGBT individuals in
its legislation, was doomed to failure without ggport of Parliament. Since Parliament
was but a reflection of the people, any legislatingiative regarding such a highly
controversial issue, must be preceded by a broéohaddiscussion, in which the views of
both the LGBT individuals, as well as those of otheevant groups in society, should
have to be taken into account and respected.

496 Finally, the delegation stated that a number ofqmols and conventions could not at this
time be ratified since such decisions would requaebroad national discussion, as should
be the case for issues relating to the ILO Conwaritio. 169.

497 The recommendations which could not be accepte& wevuped under Chapter IV of
Suriname’s addendum to the Report of the Workingupron the Universal Periodic
Review.

4981In conclusion, , although a number of recommendatitad not at this time been accepted
by the Republic of Suriname, the government wayg weuch aware of the fact that they
provided a challenge to improving the overall humights situation in Suriname. These
recommendations would thus enjoy the continuedntitte of the government of the
Republic of Suriname.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

499 Algeria congratulated Suriname for its acceptarfdhi@ majority of the recommendations
received during the Universal Periodic Review, mptthat more than 71% of these had
been accepted. It expressed particular satisfactiah Suriname had accepted the four
recommendations made by Algeria on: strengthertiegparticipation of women in the
political sphere; the fight against the traffickiagd exploitation of children; the fight
against poverty by paying specific attention to édeenomic, social and cultural rights of
the most disadvantaged; and the establishmentraftianal human rights institution in
accordance with international standards. Algexjaressed the hope that the broad process
carried out for the preparation of the Universati®tic Review would be maintained in
the implementation phase. It stated that the iatégwnal community should show
understanding of the difficulties faced by the doyirand provide constructive assistance
to help Suriname attain the Millennium Developm@noals.

500Cuba stated that Suriname had made great efforteingmize the negative impact on
human rights of the economic crisis and the unjogtrnational economic order. It
recognized the work of the Government in dealinthwhe complex issues stemming from
a multi-ethnic and multi-religious society. It ndtefforts to combat gender inequalities in
the home and in society. Regarding health, Cublligigted the significant progress made
in the prevention of mother to child transmissidrHdV/AIDS. It also underscored that
Suriname heads the fight against malaria in the iqae continent and that the country is
about to attain the second Millennium DevelopmemalGby guaranteeing universal
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primary education. Cuba congratulated Suriname #mcepting many of the

recommendations made during the Working Grouputiag those it had formulated in
relation to continuing efforts to promote and povtthe rights of women, children and
juveniles and overcome their vulnerability, and tamre implementing programmes and
measures to enhance the enjoyment of the rigtduoagion and the right to health.

501 The United States of America expressed apprecidtiorthe serious commitment with
which Suriname had approached the Universal PeriBaiview. It also appreciated the
support given by Suriname to its recommendatiortivene a conference on indigenous
peoples and to continue working with the SpecighgRateur on the rights of indigenous
peoples. The United States was also grateful fdorimation provided on the
recommendations related to the protection of lesbigay, bisexual and transgender
(LGBT) persons from discrimination. It welcomed @nstructive dialogue on this issue
and noted that, in its addendum, Suriname placeskthecommendations in a distinctive
category, apart from those it had supported orcteje It urged the Government to
continue to consider recommendations that leg@siatiprotecting LGBT persons from
discrimination be adopted.

502Uruguay thanked Suriname for the detailed inforaragprovided and noted that it had
been part of the Troika which facilitated the coyistreview. Uruguay welcomed that fact
that a considerable number of recommendations bad hccepted. It noted, in particular,
Suriname’s commitment to concluding the ratificatiprocesses of the two Optional
Protocols to the Convention on the Rights of thddZCls well as the Optional Protocol to
the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Digads. Uruguay also welcomed the
Government's pledge to establish a national hungints institution in accordance with
the Paris Principles. It urged Suriname to expicfprohibit corporal punishment in
schools and in the home and other establishmeetgidnted by children. It also urged
Suriname to definitively abolish the death penalty ratify the Second Optional Protocol
to the International Covenant on Civil and PolitiRéghts.

503 UNICEF welcomed the endorsement by Suriname oféghemmendations to conclude the
ratification process of the two Optional Protoctishe Convention on the Rights of the
Child and to improve the quality and access to atioec, especially in the interior of the
country. In line with the accepted recommendatii$|CEF called on Suriname to focus
on the rights of the most vulnerable children liyim the interior areas and those
belonging to indigenous and minority groups. lpatslled on Suriname to prioritise the
approval of key draft legislation such as the Wgiv@hginstellingen, the early child
development standards, the draft law to creatdld ocmbudsbureau in line with the 2006
Concluding Observations of the Committee on thehRigf the Child. UNICEF urged
Suriname to submit its overdue combined 3rd andpétiodic report to the Committee on
the Rights of the Child. UNICEF offered its techalicupport and looked forward to
continued collaboration with Suriname.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

504 Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network welcomed the fab@tt the Government would
undertake steps to address concerns with regarsisxteal orientation and identity. While
agreeing that national legislation offered protacttto all Surinamese citizens, Canadian
HIV/AIDS Legal Network urged Suriname to explicitipclude sexual orientation in
article 8.2 of the constitution as a ground for 4giistrimination and effectuate this article
by developing specific sanctions for violations. aiso urged Suriname to establish
cooperation with LGBT organizations in the courfoythe development of laws, policies
and programs to combat discrimination; and to presetimetable identifying the steps
that the Government would undertake. While agreéirag these issues may be sensitive
and require dialogue, Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Neatwexpressed the view that
granting equal rights to LGBT citizens was not atteraof granting special rights but
rather of applying existing human rights norms pridciples to all.
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4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

505.The delegation was grateful for the opportuniteesespond to recommendations made by

non-governmental organisations and States. WAitlew to clarifying the issues of LGBT
individuals in Suriname, the delegation reiteratbdt the constitution of Suriname
provided equal rights to all its citizens. The @&mment of Suriname had never received
any report from any organization that LGBT persase discriminated. The delegation
stated that, should written reports on specifictanses of discrimination of LGBT
individuals be received by the Government, theseldvbe investigated and dealt with.

506.The Government of Suriname was planning to updatéuman rights agenda primarily

guided by the accepted recommendations. When meiEng the agenda, the
Government would solicit necessary technical amstst from different non-governmental
organisations and countries. The delegation inditdhat the Government appreciated
respect for human rights for all its citizens aadagnised nevertheless that, due to limited
resources, it was not always able to enhance huiglts in the way it would like to. The
delegation once again thanked all the countriesdategations, who had commented on
its report.

Greece

507The review of Greece was held on 9 May 2011 in @onity with all the relevant

provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Greece in atamace with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/\HRC/\&IG1/GRC/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanil paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/GRC/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/GRC/3).

508At its 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the

outcome of the review of Greece (see section OMelo

509.The outcome of the review of Greece comprises ¢pent of the Working Group on the

1.

Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/13), the viewd Greece concerning the

recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/13/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or

conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmen&nd on the outcome

510.The delegation of Greece stated that the draftfrteonational report was coordinated by

the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, in cooperation Wwitall ministries involved in the
promotion and protection of human rights. The réfmeused on issues which have been
the subject of particular attention by human rightechanisms at the universal and
regional level, as well as NGOs. During the draftiperiod, a meeting was held with
NGOs representatives, following an open-endedatiwit to all civil society stakeholders,
including the National Commission for Human Rigatel journalists. Views expressed in
the consultation process were duly taken into aatcauthe finalization of the national
report.

511 Greece noted that, out of one hundred twenty-feaommendations formulated, Greece

was able to accept 97 recommendations immedidtely temonstrating the readiness of
the Greek Government to improve the level of humrahts protection. Greece
subsequently provided in writing its responseseiighteen recommendations which were
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left for further consideration: thirteen were adeel) three were rejected and two partially
accepted and partially rejected as they refer ¢osigning and/or ratification of different
human rights treaties.

512 With regard to ratification of core human rightstiuments, Greece stated that preparatory
work is underway on the Convention on the Right®efsons with Disabilities (CRPD)
and its Optional Protocol, and the Internationaln@mtion for the Protection of All
Persons from Enforced Disappearances. Moreovercah®etent authorities are actively
considering the issue of the designation of th@nat preventive mechanism, which will
allow the ratification of the Optional Protocol the Convention Against Torture and
Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or $himient. For the time being, Greece
is not ready to sign and ratify the Optional Profot the International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Greece alisely follow the practice that will be
developed by the Committee on Economic, Social @nttural Rights and review its
position at an appropriate stage.

513Likewise, Greece did not accept the recommenddtoithe signature and ratification of
the International Convention on the Protectionha& Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families (ICRMW) because somet®provisions are not in harmony
with existing European Union and national norms palicies. Greece was fully aware of
the importance that a number of delegations attadhe above convention and stressed
that the situation of foreign individuals legallgsidents in the country is continuously
improving, in a way that promotes their integratinrthe social, economic and public life
of the country.

514 Regarding the situation of irregular migrants asgllan seekers, Greece stated that this
problem needs to be tackled at the European Ueiegl.| Greece is already implementing
the National Action Plan on Migration Management am flexible and decentralized
mechanism has been established for a transitiomabgy with the participation of the
UNHCR, to clear the heavy backlog and to ensuareview of asylum requests. Five
asylum committees are already operative. A law satbn January 2011 provides for the
establishment of an asylum agency and of a Firsef@n Service for Immigrants. In the
reception centres to be created, a new screenowegs will allow, identification of, and
support and guidance to, persons entitled to iateynal protection. Furthermore, Greece
implements programs of assisted voluntary retucosfinanced by the European Return
Fund, in close cooperation with the IOM. In thaniework of the completion of the
Common European Asylum System by 2012, Greece stgppolicies and initiatives
based on the principle of fair sharing of respoitisés and solidarity, and strives to
enhance its cooperation on migration governance.

515Greece noted that the promotion of gender equaltitythe fight against domestic violence
were recurrent issues in the UPR WG. The Generaiefariat for Gender Equality has
launched a national action plan for the period 2RQ03 with the goal of preventing and
combating violence against women in their familg &m private life, in the workplace and
more broadly in the society. Among other best peast it is worth mentioning the
strengthening of supervision and monitoring of genelquality in all State’s policies, the
support to women’s organizations and NGOs for fabaration and the implementation
of action plans in favour of gender equality, tHaberation of a manual aiming at the
protection of women refugees.

516 Greece stated that the fight against traffickingniiman beings continues unabated, based
in particular on the prosecution of traffickers atié protection of victims. On the
situation of Roma, Greece noted that the Integraietébn Plan for the social integration
of Greek Roma (2002-2008) yielded positive resuftgarticular in the field of housing.
Educational programs are implemented with a twd-fgbal: to enhance the access of
Roma children to the educational structures sinvers early stage and to improve the
education provided to Roma children. Another imgotrtmeasure is the establishment of
Educational Priority Zones aiming at ensuring iné¢ign of students from areas with low
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educational and socio-economic indicators, inclgdioma pupils. The legislative
framework against hate speech and racism will dmopdated and strengthened through
the inclusion of a relevant European Union CouRcdmework Decision into the Greek
legal system. Procedure for the building of a mesiquAthens will be accelerated through
the transformation of an existing building in atstawned plot.

517With regard to accountability of law enforcementgmanel, a new law was adopted in

2011 establishing, within the Ministry for Citizér®rotection, an office responsible for
handling alleged instances of abuse by Police, {3&aard and Fire Brigade officers.

518Finally, the delegation of Greece stated that tbecame of the UPR will widely be

2.

disseminated to government authorities, relevaiestolders and the general public. Civil
society and national human rights institutions widisely be associated to the follow-up of
activities, which will be undertaken in the futuréen compliance with UPR
recommendations.

Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review

outcome

519 Algeria noted that during the inter-active dialogafethe Universal Periodic Review of

Greece, it formulated recommendations related éadlification of the CRPD, the efforts
made in the area of combating racism and xenophbbman trafficking and engagement
in the field of international cooperation. Algetieanked Greece for having accepted those
recommendations and expressed the hope that Greiiceeconsider its position on
Algeria’s recommendation on the ratification of tiRMW, in line with recommendation
1737 of 17 March 2006 of the Parliamentary Assenalblihe Council of Europe. Algeria
finally reiterated its appreciation for the contrilon of Greece through Official
Development Assistance despite its financial cairsis.

520Armenia stated that it appreciated Greece’s efftotsovercome the phenomenon of

irregular migration, inter alia, through the implemtation of the National Action Plan on
Migration Management. It was pleased to note itsatecommendation concerning the
ratification of the International Convention forethProtection of All Persons from
Enforced Disappearances, and the ratification ef@ptional Protocol to the Convention
on Torture enjoyed Greece’s support. Noting Greszaeteptance of recommendations on
trafficking in persons, Armenia stated that theyeveonfident that Greece will continue
its efforts to prevent human trafficking.

521The Republic of Moldova commended Greece’s coomratith civil society, private

sector and United Nations human rights mechanisinapplauded Greece for continuing
its fruitful dialogue with civil society and the t@nal human rights institution in UPR
follow-up. It welcomed Greece’'s commitment to genaeguality and acknowledged
progress in combating human trafficking. It als&kramwledged Greece’s acceptance of a
number of recommendations, including Moldova’s foscommendations. It noted with
satisfaction Greece’s efforts to eliminate pattatcattitudes and stereotypes regarding the
roles of women and men. It was pleased that Grieeceased efforts to combat trafficking
in women and girls and transnational child trafiiick and exploitation. It welcomed
efforts to increase women'’s participation in putifie, particularly in Parliament.

522lIrag commended Greece’s efforts to prepare itonatireport. It appreciated the efforts

3.

being made to protect and respect human rightsfamdamental freedoms and wished
Greece success in its efforts to improve the lidtapdards of all categories of inhabitants,
its citizens and their general prosperity. It naotieat more than 120 recommendations had
been presented within the framework of the UPR mottd Greece had accepted 97
recommendations, deferred 18 and refused othehsghtighted Greece’s efforts despite
the difficult economic situation it was undergoing.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

145



523The Greek National Human Rights Institution, acteztiwith A status, appreciated the
Government’'s engagement with the UPR. It remindeal dontext that determines the
enjoyment of human rights in Greece, noting segmefithe population were affected by
the consequences of the financial crisis and tivemonent’s extremely harsh measures. It
noted Greece responded positively to many recomatems and highlighted: the
acceptance of recommendations regarding NationsloAdPlan for the reform of the
asylum system and migration management; the plédgprogress on ratification of
OPCAT and ensure appropriate conditions of detantipapproved Greece’s support to
recommendations regarding the ratification of CRBBd its pledge to strengthen
prevention of discrimination and incitement to kdir and Greece’s commitment to
improve police accountability.

524The European Region for the International Lesbiad &ay Federation was pleased
Greece accepted a recommendation to include sexigaltation and gender identity as
grounds for protection in anti-discrimination. Inomuraged Greece to extend this
protection to fields of education, healthcare atckas to goods and services. It underlined
that sexual orientation and gender identity werpasse concepts and recommended
Greece include gender identity and expression @Hplin its legislation. It urged Greece
to consider using the Yogyakarta Principles on Alpplication of International Human
Rights Law in relation to Sexual Orientation andn@er Identity. It commended Greece
for considering the recognition of same-sex coupled asked about the time-frame to
effectuating this recommendation.

525The International Commission of Jurists highlighted crisis faced by the Greek asylum
system, though this could not justify delays anteddGreece’s commitments to address
these violations, including through its Nationaltido Plan for Asylum Reform and
Migration Management and notably with asylum pragedegislation adopted in 2011. It
urged Greece to take prompt action to: review diterconditions for asylum seekers,
ensure adherence to the principle of non-refouléraed that deportation is carried out
only after exhaustion of legal remedies; ensureditimms of detention comply with
international human rights standards; strengthesteption for the human rights of
unaccompanied minor asylum-seekers. It urged Gréeceositively respond to the
recommendation to accede to ICRMW.

526 Human Rights Watch shared the concern expresséugd@dreece’s UPR about its efforts
to reform asylum and migration management and sspce concern at detention
conditions and the situation of unaccompanied migcaildren. It welcomed that Greece
accepted all related recommendations and urgeal thke the necessary steps for their
implementation. It noted that Greece continued tgua that instances of police
misconduct were isolated cases and expressed copwer the limited mandate of the
Ministry of Citizen Protection. It urged Greece tcomply with the relevant
recommendations and create a complaints mechamisooriformity with international
standards. It noted that Greece’s acceptance ofimeendations to take steps to prevent
attacks against migrants should lead to concretasuores. It noted that racist and
xenophobic violence was a serious problem in Grekighlighting events in Athens in
2011.

527 Amnesty International welcomed Greece’s commitntematify OPCAT and called on the
Government to establish a mechanism to periodicaiyjew places of deprivation of
liberty in order to prevent torture and ill-treatmelt welcomed Greece’'s support of
recommendations to establish an asylum systeminténnational and regional standards
and urged Greece to ensure its early and effeeteblishment. It noted a rise in racially-
motivated crimes against third-country nationals Gmeece, including refugees and
asylum-seekers and called on it to act on accegfedmmendations to combat racism,
racial discrimination and xenophobia. It expresskxp concern at the treatment of
unaccompanied minors and welcomed UPR’s focus @istue. It highlighted the need to
abolish in legislation and practice, the detent@dnunaccompanied asylum-seeking or

146



migrant children. It expressed concern over Greetalure to ensure that police respect
and protect human rights. It encouraged Greecstabksh an independent and effective
police complaints mechanism. It welcomed Greeceigpsrt to a recommendation on
recognition of same-sex couples.

528 Conscience and Peace Tax International regrettedithGreece’s report there was no

4,

mention of conscientious objection to military deey despite three stakeholders’
submissions on the subject. It noted that in 19Bece was the last of the members of
the European Community to introduce legislation donscientious objectors to military
service. Several provisions still fall short of i@wpl and international norms and
highlighted, inter alia, that information about &ppg for recognition as a conscientious
objector was not readily available and the applicatprocedure was rigid and
complicated. It noted that the alternative civilgarvice available was of disproportionate
duration and some other conditions were punitivencouraged states, moving to UPR’s
second cycle, to ensure covering as full a rangpaoasible of the human rights issued
identified for a State.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

529The delegation of Greece stated that they took mtall comments and additional

recommendations.  With regard of comments made IUBA|l Greece stated that
complaints on sexual discrimination can be addoess¢he Ombudsman. On comments
made by Conscience and Peace Tax Internationagc@&meoted that the Government has
reduced the duration of the civil service for caestious objectors and that the majority
of the members of the Special Committee decidingamscientious objection matters are
not in the Army. Greece reiterated that, despiéesievere economic crisis, it will continue
working on the improvement of its human rights aiton and cooperating with the Human
Rights Council.

Samoa

530The review of Samoa was held on 9 May 2011 in conity with all the relevant

provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Samoa in ataare with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/\&I(E1/WSM/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/WSM/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/WSM/3).

531At its 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the

outcome of the review of Samoa (see section C Helow

532The outcome of the review of Samoa comprises therteof the Working Group on the

1.

Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/14), the viewd Samoa concerning the

recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactiialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/14/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or

conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

533Pursuant to Samoa’s request and on its behalRtésident of the Human Rights Council

stated that, as previously announced, Samoa wais @oposition to send a delegation to
Geneva on time for the session of the Human Ri@ltsncil. Samoa had submitted an
addendum to the Working Group report which wasutaied to the Council in accordance
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with the usual procedure. The addendum providedtiaddl information and, where
applicable, clarification of Samoa’s position taken all 43 recommendations which
required further consideration after the review%May 2011. It also conveyed the
commitment of the Government of Samoa to the pramatf human rights as well as its
efforts to overcome challenges inter alia throughoperation with international and
regional organizations active in the area of humigints.

534In addition Samoa, in response to a note verbala fhe secretariat, had submitted a table
indicating, for each and every recommendation, pssition. Out of these 43
recommendations, the Government of Samoa accegtad®noted 9.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

535 Algeria acknowledged the efforts made by Samoaakenprogress towards the realization
of human rights in spite of the objective constimithat it faced such as the fragile
ecosystem, the adverse effects of climate chandenatural disasters. Algeria had been
encouraged to note that a majority of recommendatiovere accepted by Samoa,
including those put forward by Algeria. Algeria’®commendations were related to
accession to international human rights instrumemtstecting human rights of persons
with disabilities, economic, social and culturaghis, fighting all forms of racial
discrimination, fighting social problems, in partiar domestic violence and juvenile
delinquency. Algeria hoped that with adequate tezthinand financial assistance, the
Government of Samoa would soon be in a positiocdimplete the establishment of a
national human rights institution. The contributiofi that institution would certainly
reinforce the Government actions to promote anteptduman rights.

536 Cuba recalled that Samoa’s review was an oppoyttaitinderstand the challenges faced
by this country, including financial constraintdinate change and climate phenomena
such as hurricanes. The review also showed thgrgms undertaken by the Government
to promote and protect human rights. For instaoemmunity plans, awareness programs
on health, water, sanitation, sexual and reprodectiealth, were mentioned. Cuba
commended the Government of Samoa for acceptingy nedinthe recommendations
received during the Working Group, including thpse forward by Cuba. These included
calls for the maintenance of strategies and pldrsocioeconomic development, and of
measures to guarantee universal health and edoc#iuices.

537Morocco congratulated the Samoan Government fosfiigt of openness that it showed
throughout its UPR. Morocco noted with satisfactitime significant number of
recommendations accepted by Samoa which reflet¢edommitment to the promotion
and protection of human rights. Morocco acknowletdtiet four of its recommendations
were accepted by Samoa, related to the Conventiorthe Rights of Persons with
Disabilities, the establishment of a national humights institution, the guarantee of free
and mandatory primary education and the signingheftwo Optional Protocols to the
Convention on the Rights of the Child. Morocco tauke with interest of the efforts by
the Government to improve the human rights sitmatinSamoa in spite of the difficulties
that the country had to face relating to climatarafe and natural disasters. Therefore,
Morocco called for the solidarity and cooperatidntlte international community with
Samoa to enable it to implement the recommendati@tsepted.

538New Zealand noted with satisfaction the acceptaricall recommendations but five by
Samoa. It was also pleased to learn that Samdadtie process of drafting legislation to
establish a national human rights institution amtdted the enhancement of family safety
and support to victims of domestic violence. Neegaldnd noted the implementation of
prison reforms which included the establishmena girison authority separate from the
Police. It also welcomed the policies to combat pheblems of access to education and

child street vendors and to ensure that schookhigren are fully engaged in compulsory
education.

148



3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

539 Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network welcomed the supgpof Samoa to the joint
statement on ending acts of violence, criminal sans and related human rights
violations based on sexual orientation and gerdiemtity delivered in March 2011 to the
Human Rights Council. However, it regretted than8a, in spite of such support, rejected
the recommendations to repeal laws that criminadeeual activity between consenting
adults. Therefore, Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Netwanged Samoa to reconsider its
position to those recommendations and bring itgslation into conformity with its
international commitments to equality and non-dimgration by repealing provisions
which might be applied to criminalize sexual adtiiietween consenting adults. It also
urged Samoa to take steps to protect all persam filiscrimination on all grounds,
including sexual orientation and gender identityl @apply the Yogyakarta Principles on
the Application of International Human Rights Lamwrelation to Sexual Orientation and
Gender Identity as a guide to assist in policy mgki

540Nuanua O Le Alofa welcomed the commitment of Sartmaeview the policies and
legislation to ensure their consistency with thght$ of persons with disabilities and the
acceptance by the Government of a number of recaomat®ns to improve the rights of
the persons with disabilities. It also noted wistisfaction the Government’s endorsement
to establish the National Disability Task Force @aittee and adopt the National
Disability Policy. However, Nuanua O Le Alofa refjesl that the Government rejected a
recommendation to combat discrimination againssqres with disabilities by introducing
legal reforms. Additionally, it urged Samoa to: q@ete its inclusive education policy and
strategy by 2012; train teachers to work with afgild with disabilities and request for
international assistance to be targeted to theamphtation of the rights of persons with
disability.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

541The President of the Human Rights Council expregsegbpreciation for the efforts of the
Samoan authorities to present their position oomenendations in writing and regretted
that they were unable to attend the session.

542 The summary of all statements delivered would ltudged in the Human Rights Council
report and be drawn to the attention of the Sanaogimorities.

St Vincent and the Grenadines

543 The review of St Vincent and the Grenadines wad bel10 May 2011 in conformity with
all the relevant provisions contained in Councialaetion 5/1, and was based on the
following documents:

(a) The national report submitted by St Vincent ahd Grenadines in
accordance with the annex to Council resolution , 5/daragraph 15 (a)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/11/VCT/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/VCT/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/VCT/3).

544 At its 258" meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Council censitland adopted the
outcome of the review of St Vincent and the Greneasli(see section C below).

545The outcome of the review of St Vincent and ther@dines comprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (RE&/18/3), the views of St Vincent
and the Grenadines concerning the recommendatiot®raconclusions, as well as its
voluntary commitments and replies presented befoeeadoption of the outcome by the
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plenary to questions or issues that were not seffity addressed during the interactive
dialogue in the Working Group€e also A/HRC/18/3/ Add.1)

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

546His Excellency Ambassador Lewis stressed that tistorly of St. Vincent and the
Grenadines was shaped by colonialism, slavery ambgde. However they had done
well since achieving Independence in 1979. Quotirgme Minister Gonsalves,
Ambassador Lewis stressed the quest further ennoble the Caribbean civilisation in
every sphere of human endeavour and build a Vireebmponent of that civilization”.

547 Saint Vincent and the Grenadines respect for hurggrs was not seen only through the
lens of legislators, but through the inclusionta tumulative components of the society —
including the churches, the families, the parethts,schools, the media, nongovernmental
organisations, and other communities.

5480ver the years, Saint Vincent and the Grenadinas, digned and ratified conventions
safeguarding fundamental rights and freedoms ofamubeings. The Constitution of St.
Vincent and the Grenadines explicitly protected tights to life, personal liberty and
freedom of conscience, among other rights. It mtedi protection from slavery, forced
labour, and discrimination on the grounds of seger colour or creed.

549 Ambassador Lewis referred to the 26 pending recomdagons from the UPR Working
Group Session. He stated that Saint Vincent and Ghenadines could not accept
recommendations which presupposed that discringinatias encountered by children of
minorities and disabled persons. The Governmentneaf a position to accept the claim
that discrimination existed in the criminal prowiss of the laws of Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines relating to lesbian, gays, bisexual teamsgender, and heterosexual people.
Moreover, the Government wished to acknowledgefdloe that it was currently giving
active consideration to the remaining 23 recommgos related to outstanding
international conventions and protocols; improvenadrfacilities and policies concerning
juvenile offenders and the continued implementattbrmeasures focused on children’s
development.

550Ambassador Lewis mentioned the sensitivity of Saifimcent and the Grenadines
economic problems that was often lost and the twards challenges it faced — one man-
made, the other by nature, referring to the Clin@tange and its devastating effects. The
time frame, had also a connection with other unyilegl factors. These underlying factors
include the mechanism to monitor the obligationsdditional Treaties and Conventions;
the role of the Parliament in the scrutiny of légfien on any additional human rights
obligations; the need to have a Committee to adWiéeisters as to whether or not
statements they make are compatible with certaitmdtu Rights Treaties and
Conventions; and the relationship between certaimdn rights and the Constitution.
Ambassador Lewis reiterated the doctrine of thergimof appreciation’ as applied in
decisions relating to the European Convention afblin Rights where member States are
given an element of discretion as to how they agjnvention standards in domestic law
. These were some of the underlying factors whimhfronted a small developing State
like Saint Vincent and the Grenadines as it comsidi¢he various recommendations.

551With regard to the pending recommendations, Saintcént and the Grenadines have
submitted a document containing its response (A/HRQA5/Add.1l). Regarding the
recommendations as set out in paragraph 78 of toeident, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines had accepted recommendations 78.8,781%, 78.17 and 78.19.

552 The recommendation in paragraph 78.16 was catedigriejected. The recommendations
which Saint Vincent and the Grenadines could natept at this time will receive
consideration.
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2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

553 Algeria welcomed the fact that Saint Vincent anel @renadines had accepted most of the
recommendations received during the UPR. Algeridcoveed the acceptance of its
recommendation on the possibilities provided by fthérnational cooperation to
strengthen its capacities, particularly to combavepty and to continue development
programs. Algeria encouraged Saint Vincent and3tenadines to consider the possibility
of establishing a National Human Rights Institutidigeria stated that on the basis of the
principle that no State was free from shortcomimdghe enjoyment of human rights, the
international community should go beyond the pregem of recommendations to
provide technical assistance as required for thgldmentation. Algeria mentioned that
this was particularly true for the States with lieai human and financial resources, such as
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines.

554 Cuba welcomed the delegation of Saint Vincent d&dGrenadines and thanked for the
additional information they provided on the pendiegommendations. During the review
of Saint Vincent and the Grenadines in the UPR WariGroup, it was clear that despite
the lack of financial and human resources, exatedbay the consequences of the world
crisis, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines was cotathib the promotion and protection of
human rights. Cuba also highlighted that the “Aduderacy Crusade”, carried out in the
entire country, had made possible to bring a sukistareduction in the illiteracy figures.
In the health sector, important steps had also tiem. Cuba highlighted some actions to
combat the scourge of HIV/AIDS, to which the Gowveent has attached particularly
importance and the building and remodeling of leattsistance centers. Cuba appreciated
that Saint Vincent and the Grenadines accepted nadinyie recommendations made
during the UPR Working Group, including those mdxje Cuba to continue applying
strategies and socio-economic development plansicplarly those towards combating
poverty; and to continue applying programs and megsaimed at guaranteeing universal
health and education services for their people.

555The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela deeply apmtad the presentation made by Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines. Venezuela welcomed gdtisfaction the replies provided
by the Government of Saint Vincent and the Grerexliduring the review, and in
particular regarding the promotion of educationa#lt levels, especially in the most
disadvantage sectors, highlighting the adult edogbrogram, which has significantly
reduced the illiteracy percentage in the countg/well as the construction of schools
particularly in rural areas. In conclusion, Vendaustated that despite the major
challenges currently faced by Saint Vincent andGnenadines, it had made great efforts
to fulfill its human rights commitments. Venezuelppreciated the will and effort shown
by the Government to achieve this objective aadt heen reflected during the review.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

556 Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network welcomed the statetchmitment of Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines to the principles of equality and-discrimination. Canadian HIV/Aids
Legal Network was disappointed that the Governmé&aint Vincent and the Grenadines
did not accept numerous recommendations to repes that criminalize sexual activity
between consenting adults. According to the CamaHid//Aids Legal Network, this run
counter to a specific recommendation of the UN HuiRgghts Committee, which in 2008
expressed regret that Saint Vincent and the Graeadinaintained laws criminalizing
consensual same-sex relations and urged the Goeetnta repeal section 146 of the
Criminal Code. While Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Netkomelcomed the measures
described in the national report to address andoeedates of HIV/AIDS, including the
establishment of the Caribbean HIV/AIDS AllianceSaint Vincent and the Grenadines,
the Human Rights Committee specifically emphasited laws criminalizing consensual
same-sex conduct impeded the fulfillment of HIV eation and prevention efforts. The
Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network requested Saint ¢éimt and the Grenadines to
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reconsider its rejection of recommendations 799317, 79.13, 79.14, 79.15, 79.16, 79.17,
78.18 and 78.26.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

557In his concluding remarks, Ambassador Lewis welodrniiee comments made by the
intervening states and thanked them for their stpf®aint Vincent and the Grenadines
will consider the recommendations made by stakefialdroughout consultation with its
society. Ambassador Lewis referred to the writtexrtesnent provided by the Government
on the recommendation 78.26 to repeal provisiomasnag lesbian and gays. He stated that
there were no discriminatory laws against gaydi#es bi-sexual and transgender people
in Saint Vincent and the Grenadines. The constitugprohibited discrimination in all
forms related to the enjoyment of people’s righitd &eedoms. In addition, prosecution of
public indecency was not limited to homosexual &ettsalso related to heterosexual acts
between consenting adults.

Sudan and South Sudan

558 The review of Sudan and South Sudan was held dvighy02011 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resoluti@tt, and was based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by the Sudan &udith Sudan in
accordance with the annex to Council resolution , 5/daragraph 15 (a)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SDN/1 and A/IHRC/WG.6/11/SDN/1/Caty;

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawnié paragraph 15
(b) (A\HRC/WG.6/11/SDN/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SDN/3 and A/HRC/WG.6/11/SDN/3/Coir.1

559At its 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of the Sudan and South S(slsmsection C below).

560.The outcome of the review of the Sudan and SoutthaSicomprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (RE/18/16), the views of the Sudan
and South Sudan concerning the recommendation®randhclusions, as well as their
voluntary commitments and replies presented befoeeadoption of the outcome by the
plenary to questions or issues that were not seffity addressed during the interactive
dialogue in the Working Group (see also A/HRC/18At8l.1 and
A/HRC/18/16/Add.1/Corr.1).

1. Views expressed by the Sudan on the recommendats and/or conclusions as well as
on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

561The delegation of the Sudan expressed its appi@tiab all States that provided
constructive recommendations during the interactiv@logue in an objective spirit,
reflecting their commitment to promote and protaatan rights in the Sudan.

562 The Sudan reminded that, at the moment of the wg\tlee Sudan was one State with two
systems in the North and South, which required tiwai reports to be submitted.
Moreover, there were three types of recommendatamithessed to the Government of
Sudan; to Sudan and South Sudan; and to the GoeetrohSouth Sudan.

563The delegation informed that by declaring the rtssol the self-determination referendum
on South Sudan on 9 July 2011, South Sudan becanimel@pendent state, and therefore it
was incumbent on the Government of Sudan to béeliably to those recommendations
addressed to the Government of Sudan, as well agxpyess its views on the
recommendations directed to Sudan and South Sudan.
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564.The Sudan had accepted 121 out of 160 recommendadiod partially accepted 12 other
recommendations. The delegation stated that #psesented almost 84 per cent of all
recommendations. Regarding the 29 recommendatioh$opwvard to Sudan and South
Sudan, the Government had accepted 25 of them arihlly accepted another one
(almost 93 per cent). The delegation not only egped its commitment for the full
implementation of these recommendations but poiotédhat many of them were already
being implemented or in the process of implemeoati

565As an example, it was mentioned that in the fidléanstitutional and legal reforms, the
legislation considered the human rights conventminahich the Sudan was a party as an
integral part of the Constitution. The Sudan haddemted a comprehensive review of a
large number of laws to bring them in consistendthwhe Constitution, human rights
conventions and international humanitarian law.takty a full chapter on war crimes and
crimes against humanity and genocide had been amd#e Criminal Act of 1991; the
detention period had been reduced in the Law ofioNatl Intelligence and Security
Services of 2009; a judicial oversight had beealdsthed; and a General Prosecutor had
been appointed to specially follow-up the guarasmitdehe human rights of detainees.

566.The delegation highlighted new laws that were esthcuch as the Child Act of 2010
raising the age of criminal responsibility to 1&tead of 7 years, preventing corporal
punishment on child offenders and preventing marietly the imposition of the death
penalty on persons under eighteen. The Sudanlkadgassed a new law for the Armed
Forces, in 2007, which included a number of prilegpcontained in international
humanitarian law providing special protection fosleans, including women and children
and establishing individual responsibility in warinees and crimes against humanity
cases. Consultations to approve a permanent agitstithad begun involving all the
political spectrum, academics and jurists reprasgrall segments of society.

567 The delegation referred to the signing of the D@lecument for peace in Darfur. It
mentioned that the implementation of this agreemmgun with a cease-fire and the
return of the signatories to Sudan and the formatid joint committees for its
enforcement. According to a statement of the J8Spcial Representative of UNAMID,
the security and humanitarian situation in Darfurthie past three years had led to the
return of more than one million displaced peoplehwir towns and villages. Efforts for
justice in Darfur did not stop at the negotiatiams the signing of agreements. An office
of the Special Prosecutor for Darfur had been éstedd in order to bring to justice those
accused of crimes since the outbreak of the canflibe Sudanese Government was
making strenuous efforts to push institute trileadanciliation, which had a significant role
in sustaining peace and stability in the region.

568 Sudan informed that it took a number of nationahsuges to protect women, particularly
in conflict zones, and approved a national planacfion to combat violence against
women and created a central Unit for Combating &fick against Women with sub-
committees at the states level including Darfur.

569.Sudan clarified that the recommendations that licbaen accepted related to topics that
did not fall under Sudan’'s human rights treaty gdions. Sudan accepted other
recommendations based on inaccurate assumptidosviio) some corrections, but it was
difficult to follow this approach in all cases.

570Sudan had already started to implement a numbercoimmendations in cooperation with
national and international partners, and urgedHtmman Rights Council to support Sudan
on this endeavour.

571The delegation concluded by reiterating the wiltiags of its Government to cooperate
fully with the Council.

2. Views expressed by South Sudan on the recommetidas and/or conclusions as well
as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome
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572 The delegation of South Sudan welcomed the worthefindependent expert, his report
and the call upon the parties to the comprehenBiwace Agreement to resolve their
differences over the remaining issues through riatims and dialogue.

573As a new country in the international system, takegation reiterated the commitment of
the Government of South Sudan to promote and grbtenan rights and its willingness to
cooperate with the Council. Moreover, the Admigigon was embarked on setting the
bases of the rule of law, by putting in place sy&s to transform the law enforcement
agencies to be more professional and respect htigias.

5741n this direction, the delegation called for tedabisupport and capacity building in the
field of human rights education, promotion andhia setting of mechanisms of protection
of human rights and fundamental freedoms.

575 After the signing of the Comprehensive Peace Agesgman autonomous Government
was formed in South Sudan. Since then, it hadestastilding up its administration and
institutions of governance. Among them, the Sowtle® Human Rights Commission was
empowered by a constitutional mandate to promotd protect human rights and
fundamental freedoms; systematically monitor thenam rights situation across the
country; and identify and investigate human righislations. The Commission was
actively making its presence felt and known to @evernment and the general public. It
had also started establishing itself across théder of South Sudan.

576 Concerning issues raised in the report on the twlaof human rights in South Sudan
including inter-communal violence; the fighting Wween the SPLA and the rebel groups;
and the abuses perpetrated by the security forc8swath Sudan, the delegation made the
following observations:

577 The government was not involved in any incidenhofan rights violations related to all
the cases mentioned in the report.

578 The main causes of the inter-communal violence dmes parts of the country were
poverty, cattle rustling and the spread of weapmhs result of the long civil war. To
address this problem, the Government had startdiséom the communities and organize
peace meetings among them. The Government was alsouraging citizens to
peacefully coexist.

579 The security forces, as an institution, did notat® human rights. The national army, the
SPLA and police services were well known for theispect of human rights because the
prisoners of war whom were captured during thdématif liberation struggle were handed
over to the opponents after the signing of the Qetmgnsive Peace Agreement, something
that was rare in civil wars.

580.The individuals of the security forces that had ogtred crimes violating human rights on
their own personal capacity were being investigated promptly brought to justice.

581.To bring an end to the wars being waged by thel gioeips against the SPLA -which was
fighting in self-defence- the Government had dexdageneral amnesty in the country, and
the President had called upon all the rebel leatteut down their arms and accept the
dialogue with the Government to find a solutionthe differences. Some of the rebel
groups had accepted the offer and negotiations wergoing to integrate them in the
Government.

582 The Government of the Republic of South Sudan lesisdd strategies to foster peace and
security in the country as a means to enhance a@vent and alleviate the poverty
affecting South Sudanese people. The Governmemtaiso devised ways to foster
culture, pluralism and tolerance. It had also nibtevards a more inclusive participatory,
democratic, transparent and accountable Governrtfett respects and protects the
fundamental rights of people.

154



583Despite not yet having acceded to the key inteonati human rights treaties and

conventions, South Sudan had articulated in itss@mtion provisions of the Convention
on the Elimination of all Forms of Discriminatiogainst Women, the Convention against
Torture and the entire Bill of Rights. These psims had been part of the commitment
of the leadership of South Sudan towards the primmoprotection and respect for human
rights and fundamental freedoms.

584 As the Republic of South Sudan was only two mormtas the justice system and legal

protection mechanism were still crawling and needdoke strengthened.

585.The Government was striving to enact domestic lasvpart of its constitutional efforts to

avail access to justice to the South Sudanese @eopl

586.The delegation concluded by bringing to the attentf the Council the abuse of human

rights committed by the lord’s Resistance Army (DRA South Sudan. The LRA had
killed, abducted, rearmed, raped and tortured duple of Western Equatoria and Western
Bahar Elghazel, states in South Sudan.

587 There were 200,000 people displaced in these tatessiand over 120,000 refugees had

crossed in South Sudan from neighbouring countfiée® Council and the international
community should consider taking up seriously thsués of the LRA to bring this
situation to an end.

3. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

588 Algeria underlined the intention of the Sudanesesgoment to constructive dialogue with

the international community, through its participatin the UPR and cooperation with
other human rights mechanisms. Algeria expressesupport for converting the mandate
of the independent expert into a technical coopmraprogram under item 10 of the
agenda. It recognized Sudan for accepting Algeriatommendations regarding children
education and school systems; human rights traiaimbprograms to advance the status of
women. Algeria welcomed the position of Sudan comiog the referendum for the South.
It encouraged Sudan to continue its efforts in radnd to extend the rule of law to the
entire country. Algeria requested the internatiaz@hmunity to provide for assistance to
Sudan.

589 Cuba recognized the challenges faced by Sudanaeagd by the world’s economic

crisis, international spoliation and conflicts. viedy, illiteracy and the limited capacity of
institutions were problems in which the Governmesas focused to solve. Sudan had
registered progress in education for all and hadbéshed a national strategy towards
2031. On health issues, Sudan was fighting enddis&ases and improving reproductive
health and family planning. It welcomed the accepta of many recommendations
including those put forward by Cuba.

590.The United States of America was troubled by omgaeports of human rights abuses, as

well as restrictions on humanitarian access anistasse in Southern Kordofan and the
Blue Nile and urged Sudan to fully cooperate with thdependent Expert. It commended
Sudan’s 2010 passage of the National Child Act mepliested the Government to take
greater measures to prevent and prosecute actseafals violence and unlawful
recruitment of children for use in the armed canfllt also urged Sudan to decriminalize
the so-called “indecent and immoral” acts. It asli&alth Sudan to hold accountable
perpetrators of ethnic and communal violence, amcerishrine human rights in the
country’s new constitution.

591 Egypt appreciated the information on the stepsrtdigeSudan to implement the results of

its UPR. In the context of the political developngeaf the past years witnessed by Sudan,
particularly last year's referendum, Egypt welcontieel signing of the Doha document for
Peace and commended Sudan’s keenness for suppstéibijity and justice in Darfur.
Egypt acknowledged the acceptance of the majorityecommendations received by

155



Sudan and reiterated its confidence that its Gawent was able to implement them.
Egypt recognized the immense difficulties in thégard and called for concerted efforts to
step up technical assistance and support to batarSand South Sudan.

592 Mauritania welcomed the delegations of Sudan andttS&udan and appreciated the
professional way in which the national report waspared. It highlighted the positive
engagement of Sudan with the UPR mechanism comsidéne difficult circumstances
through which Sudan had been going through. Suush been able to overcome
difficulties cooperating with the Independent Expter put an end to tribal conflicts in
certain areas. This reflected the commitment afa®uo improve its human rights record.
Among recent developments, it mentioned the rethranfor the self-determination of
South Sudan and the recognition by Sudan of thepeddence of the South. It reiterated
a call for the Council to deal with Sudan’s huméghts situation in an objective and
positive manner since Sudan had always cooperathdtve Council and its mechanisms.

593Sri Lanka welcomed Sudan’s positive consideratibra cumber of recommendations,
notably in the area of the education and cultafal It also welcomed Sudan’s acceptance
of recommendations in relation to social securitg 0 adequate standards of living. Sri
Lanka expressed the hope that Sudan’s commitmetitetdJPR process and it positive
approach to its recommendations will help the cguah its way to further development
and stability.

594 Saudi Arabia highlighted Sudan’s positive intemactiwith the UPR and the fact that it
accepted most of the recommendations includingSdnedi Arabian. It stated that Sudan
cooperated with all UN human rights mechanismspeeted its commitments and
declared its readiness to cooperate with the iatemnal community. This clearly showed
that Sudan considered human rights important arsdomacerned with implementing them

through legislative and institutional initiativd$.called upon the Sudanese government to

work further to better ensure security and develpinmn all provinces of the country.

595 Nigeria recognized the willingness of Sudan to @afe with the Council. It urged Sudan
to continue to take measures that would enhanceepesecurity and democracy,
particularly in relation to Abyei, Southern Korodaf Blue Nile and Darfur. It called for
the urgent establishment of a national human rigiswmission, for which enabling
legislation already existed. Nigeria recognised toenmitment of South Sudan to the
promotion and protection of human rights and conufeenthe government for creating a
Human Rights Commission. It encouraged South Swolamork out agreeable terms for
peace and security.

596 The United Arab Emirates appreciated the progresBieaed by Sudan in the
implementation of the UPR recommendations and ‘alyrcommitments. It commended
the constructive attitude adopted by Sudan dutiegréview. It was confident that Sudan
was advancing resolutely on the path of good gamra and laying the foundation of rule
of law. Hence it deserved every encouragementagudeciation in this regard. UAE
hoped that the HRC and OHCHR would take into caersidon and provide all the
necessary assistance for the protection of hungirsrias well as technical assistance
programs in order to enable Sudan to implementeglbmmendations and commitments
undertaken, despite difficulties.

597 Qatar noted the spirit of cooperation and openséssvn by Sudan and its engagement
with the Council and its mechanism. On Septembeh,18udan further reiterated its
commitment to cooperate with the Council and appdovthe majority of the
recommendations it received during the review,udtig those put forward by Qatar. The
Government showed great interest in these recomatiend as they have been
incorporated in a comprehensive national humartgiglan. Qatar had great interest in the
security and stability of Sudan; therefore it hadrsored the negotiations of Sudan and
the armed movements of Darfur, which lead to th@isg of Darfur peace agreement, on
July 2011. Qatar called on the Council and thermdtional community to support
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Sudan'’s efforts, building on the steps that hachtseeady taken and in accordance with
the vision and national priorities of the Sudanaseple.

4. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

598 The Comité international pour le Respect et I'Apation de la Charte africaine des Droits
de 'Homme et des Peuples (CIRAC) recalled thataBuslas committed to promote peace
and reconciliation through notably the signatureAdiuja and Doha Agreements. The
holding of free elections in 2010 and of the salfedmination referendum confirmed this
commitment. However, challenges in the area of hurights remained, notably in South-
Kordofan, Abyei and Darfur. CIRAC stated that thernational community should
support the various on-going human rights relagddrms. It added that the independence
of South Soudan was a major improvement but shoatdfurther jeopardy peace in the
Great Lakes region. It called upon the internaficrz@mmunity and the Human Rights
Council to provide assistance to Sudan and Soutlarsu

599 Eastern Sudan Women Development Organization (ESY\éded that it worked in all
parts of Sudan and that they would work towards rthaification of Sudan based on
justice and equality, despite the referendum lgadin the secession of South Sudan.
ESWDO did not want to see new secessions and vaéhgeBboha Agreement, which they
considered as a right step to bring peace andligtahi Darfur. ESWDO called upon the
international community to bring pressure on arnggdups to abide by the Doha
Agreement and to provide financial and technicaisdance to Darfur towards peace and
stability.

600Child Development Foundation along with InternatibnPeace and Development
Organization (CCD/IPDO) stated that women leadeesewpresent at all political and
economic levels, such as the Parliament and thizidog On the initiative of the civil
society, legislation was enacted in Sudan providuognen with all rights included in the
international instruments ratified by Sudan. Csakiety participated in the drafting of the
2010 Child Act. CCD/IPDO said that the work of tisociety in the fields of children and
women rights needed technical and financial support

601Sudan Council of Voluntary Agencies (SCOVA) commeth@Gudan for the improvement
of the freedom of the press as reflected in thebrmof political parties and independent
newspapers. The National Council of the Press lwdeter wide powers and SCOVA
called for ordinary trials for journalists. Whilsupporting the Child Act and the
establishment of child courts and of the Nationaugxil for Children, SCOVA called on
Sudan to raise awareness on children’s rights amdsupport non-governmental
organisations dealing with such rights. SCOVA comdes efforts undertaken within the
UPR process but underlined the need to enforcéntpeementation of recommendations
and to support NGOs.

602 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS3tatl that the humanitarian crisis in
Sudan continued and escalated. Barely a week #fetJPR, on May 21st, the
Government led a military campaign on Abyei. Then&d Forces bombed four villages,
indiscriminately shooting at civilians, displacirthe entire population of the town,
estimated at 60,000 people. CIHRS noted that inaBsdpresentation to the review it
declared the completion of consultations in Soutind¢fan and Blue Nile, claiming that
these provinces now enjoyed security, stability dadelopment. Yet, a report issued by
the OHCHR and UNMIS covering the period 5-30 Juf&1? stated that the violations
committed in South Kordofan in June alone could anhdo crimes against humanity or
war crimes. CIHRS stated that the Government fléd again to respect ceasefire
agreements, and there were allegations of tortme rape in prisons and detention
facilities. Freedom of expression was severelyrictstl. The independence of the
judiciary was deeply compromised. The Governmend Hergely ignored its UPR
recommendations.
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603Society Studies Centre (SSC) stated that while cenalable achievements had been made
in the human rights situation in Sudan, violatiopstinued to occur from time to time. It
called for the review of laws such as the PressRutdications Law, and the passing of
new law that could permit access to informationCS&ppealed to the international
community to assist Sudan and civil society orgatioes to improve the human rights
situation.

604 CIVICUS, the Arab NGO Network for Development, thadanese National Civic Forum,
the Human Rights and Legal Aids Network in Suddre Sudanese Gender Research
Centre, the Child’s Centre in Sudan, and the Sustarigevelopment Initiative were
pleased that some recommendations had been accmpdedalled on Sudan and South
Sudan to implement them. The tension between SaddrSouth Sudan had been a major
factor in the deterioration of political as well asonomic and social conditions, which
even after separation, continued to expose majdioss of the population to insecurity
and violation of their rights. These organisationged Sudan and South Sudan to adopt a
number of identified measures in pursuance of ewinand social rights for its citizens.

605The International Federation for Human Rights (F)D&hd its partner organisation in
Sudan, the African Centre for Justice and PeacdiXustated that violations of human
rights by state actors were a daily reality. Althbuthe Southern separation proceeded
peacefully, the process had unleashed volatilitg siolence in the three border areas
traditionally contested by the north and the sobtghting had broken out in Abyei, South
Kordofan and Blue Nile, resulting in massive humights killings. Agreements on Abyei
and South Kordofan had been signed but they had desounced by President Al.Bashir.
Also, violence and insecurity persisted in Darfur.

606 Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development st#tadl in 2007 there was a scandal
which gave rise to broad condemnation from orgdioisa which realised that a French
NGO abducted children from Darfur for adoption neiich families. The suspects were
given a sham trial and were sent back to France.chiidren had not been able to recover
their rights of which they were deprived. The UPBswvthe last opportunity to remedy the
wrongs inflicted on these children.

5. Concluding remarks by the Sudan

607 The delegation indicated that Sudan would contiouglace human rights in the center of
all policies and legislation to be adopted. It vaasare that the path would be arduous but
the Government did not lack will or determinatiando what was best for the country.
Sudan would continue to cooperate with the Cowamail with the international community
in order to implement the recommendations it hatkpted during the first cycle. Sudan
would do its best to submit a periodic report ore timplementation of the
recommendations, with achievements and constraiiitee delegation hoped that Sudan
would receive the assistance that would enabl&theernment to achieve these goals.

6. Concluding remarks by South Sudan

608.The delegation of South Sudan stated that it wagieement with all recommendations it
received and looked forward to work with the Colinci

Hungary

609.The review of Hungary was held on 11 May 2011 imfoomity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Hungary incedance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRG.6/11/HUN/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanil paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/HUN/2);
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/HUN/3).

610At its 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Hungary (see section @l

611.The outcome of the review of Hungary comprisesréport of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/17), the viewed Hungary concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalsntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome bypleary to questions or issues that
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/17/Add.1).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theaemmendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmentnd on the outcome

612 The delegation of Hungary reiterated the Governimex@mmitment to the promotion and
protection of human rights in its domestic and ifgmepolicies and in particular, to the
universal periodic review as a mechanism with septdl to make a difference on the
ground, if recommendations were implemented. Funtbee, while referring to a number
of meetings held with NGOs on several pertinenigss the delegation acknowledged the
contribution of the review process in the improveinef the Government’'s cooperation
with civil society.

613The delegation recapped that Hungary received &d8mmendations put forward during
the working group. As a result of intensive corstitns on the 29 pending
recommendations which were left for further consatien after the working group held in
May, Hungary accepted 122 out of the 148 recomménta The delegation underlined
that several recommendations did not receive tippat of Hungary exclusively due to
the fact that the suggested course of actionsdeetiecommendations had already been
completed and thus, there was no need for furthiesideration or actions.

614 The delegation provided explanation regarding $ pbsition to 29 recommendations
pending for its decision since the working groumadl as referred to the addendum to the
report of the working group for further information

615The delegation informed that the Parliamentary Cdsgmioner for Civil Rights
(Ombudsman) was accredited by the International rloation Committee of the
National Human Rights Institutions in 2011. It iceted that the ratification of the
Optional Protocol to the CAT and the Internatio@ainvention for the Protection of all
Persons from Enforced Disappearance was in theepso@dditionally, the government
deemed it possible the harmonisation of the défimiof torture with the CAT in the
process of drafting of a new Criminal Code whicld b&ready kicked off.

616.The delegation indicated the readiness of the Guwent to examine the accession to the
Optional Protocol to the International Covenanttmonomic, Social and Cultural Rights.
However, as the process would take up a longeogethe Government was not in a
position to guarantee that the accession procestvbe completed by the next universal
periodic review of Hungary. Regarding to the rattion of the International Convention
on the Rights of Migrant Workers and Members of iTHeamilies, the delegation
explained that the EU member states, including Hunglid not join the convention since
its several provisions were governed by the EU legijins. According to the delegation,
the Hungarian legislative framework and practicgarding migration and refugees was
fully in line with its international and regionabligations.

617Hungary supported the efforts of Hungarians livialgroad to preserve their cultural
identity in line with international human rightsastiards and acted in line with the
Bolzano Recommendations when supporting the Huagamiinorities living under the
jurisdiction of another state. Regarding the Slaaerminority, Hungary expressed its
commitment to implement the recommendations ofSlewenian-Hungarian Commission
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to the maximum extent possible with the view tlnet tull implementation would depend
on the budgetary allocations.

618With the view of the existing national human rigltsategies in a number of areas, the
adoption of a general human rights plan or prograas considered having no added
value.

619.The delegation stated that in view of the Goverrim#re new laws on media were in
conformity with its international human rights ajdiions. At the same time, Hungary
remained ready for dialogue if there were spegjiiestions and observations related to the
provisions of those laws, as well as their impletagon. Furthermore, the delegation
informed that the annual public report of the Me@i@uncil would contain, among others,
information on its regulatory activities.

620.The Hungarian legislation fully covered and proseduall acts falling under the scope of
domestic violence. Additionally, spousal rape haérbpunishable since 1997. With the
view of this legal basis, the Government plannedntioduce new measures to address
further the cases of domestic violence and mandja¢. The delegation also explained that
as the Act on Equal Treatment and the Promotidagefal Opportunities provided women
with protection against discrimination and guarastér equal treatment, the adoption of
a comprehensive law on gender equality and of araép law on combating gender
violence was not deemed essential.

621 The delegation stated that the recommendation evatbn of the status of the national
machinery for the advancement of women had alrbaay implemented as the status and
the staff of the Equal Treatment Authority had bakeady strengthened.

622 Although the incompatibility of capital punishmenith the Hungarian legal system was
not explicitly enshrined at the constitutional leveeveral legal norms were in place to
ensure that the practice of death penalty was piteldi.

623 The statutory regulation ensured freedom of chisiderms of abortion. At the same time,
the Government was committed to provide women wlith opportunity of offering the
newborns for adoption as an alternative to abortion

624The Constitution prohibited discrimination based warious grounds, which was not
meant to be exhaustive listing and thus, some o&gsythat were not explicitly listed
were also covered, including discrimination basadsexual orientation as stipulated by
the consistent jurisprudence of the Constitutidbaurt and the Act on Equal Treatment
and Promotion of Equal Opportunities.

625The delegation mentioned that the Government censitl other measures besides the
financial support to fight poverty such as progrdorsthe amelioration of the situation of
children and families with children, scholarshipogmams to support students with
multiple disadvantages, the development of theddhdalthcare system, or reducing
unemployment.

626 Hungary had been making every effort to gradualbyréase its ODA contribution despite
austerity measures adopted since 2006. The govetriméhe close cooperation with the
UN Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Aiif& planned to organise the European
Humanitarian Partnership Forum in October 2011didress the current challenges facing
the humanitarian and development actors.

6271n its statement, the delegation also provided tgglaegarding recent developments in
human rights since the working group held in May POIt informed that the Budapest
Human Rights Forum which was welcomed by many deiegs was planned to take
place in October 2011. The Foundation for the hdtional Prevention of Genocide and
Mass Atrocities, the establishment of which was e@nded by many delegations, was
registered in 2011 and declared as one of its mbjactives to narrow the gap between
early warning and early action and facilitate theopmeration among the stakeholders
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committed to the prevention of genocide and masgidies. The Foundation had decided
to give priority to the Great Lakes Region in itsities.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

628 Algeria thanked Hungary for the clear responsesviged on the 29 pending
recommendations. It noted the acceptance by Huregaast number of recommendations
that demonstrated the commitment of Hungary toh&mpromote human rights. Algeria
was encouraged by the acceptance of two recomniendategarding the existing
mechanisms for the promotion and protection of humghts and the establishment of a
national human rights institution. Algeria expreksiis hope that Hungary would
reconsider its position regarding the recommendatio ratify the International
Convention on the Rights of Migrant Workers and Ndens of Their Families to adhere to
the Convention.

629The United States of America appreciated Hungasyipport for the recommendation
regarding hate groups and looked forward to thesldgwnent and implementation of the
Roma Program. It welcomed the establishment ofRbendation for the International
Prevention of Genocide and Mass Atrocities and tdpat Hungary would combat anti-
Semitism. The United States of America commendedgddry’s establishment of a
national coordination mechanism to combat traffigkiand its cooperation with
Switzerland, Italy and Romania on that issue. dbalommended Hungary’'s commitment
to strengthen measures for the rehabilitation ofimis of trafficking. United States of
America remained concerned about amendments to afyisgConstitution as well as the
passage of laws on the media and religion and tregsrding judicial independence.

630Slovakia welcomed Hungary’s expressed commitmemtdidressing human rights issues.
However, Slovakia remained concerned about thentesteps taken by Hungary in
granting citizenship to persons living in neighbogrcountries without a genuine link
between the person concerned. Slovakia was obpit@on that such action was not in
line with the principles of international law antiet Bolzano Recommendations. It
expressed its belief that the Slovak minority inngary and the Hungarian minority in
Slovakia represented a bridge between the two desnt

631 Republic of Moldova commended Hungary for maintagnigood cooperation in the
promotion and protection of human rights with cisdciety, private sector and the UN
human rights mechanisms as well as for its comnmitrteecontinue the dialogue with civil
society and the national human rights institutionghe follow-up to the review. It also
commended Hungary for the standing invitation tecég procedures, the adoption of the
National Strategy for the Promotion of Gender Epahnd the progress made in
combating trafficking in human beings. Republic bfoldova acknowledged the
acceptance of a significant number of recommendsitand it appreciated the acceptance
of all its recommendations. Republic of Moldovaleseened the measures taken by
Hungary to promote gender equality and preventitkahg in women and girls for sexual
exploitation.

632Morocco noted with satisfaction the acceptance byndary the majority of the
recommendations put forward in the working gromgluding its two recommendations to
remedy a low participation of women in politicafeliand to promote the rights of
minorities and vulnerable groups. It welcomed tfflores of Hungary to fight against
discrimination, xenophobia, racism, and intoleramse well as the initiatives that the
Government had taken to integrate migrants intéespcto protect their identity and to
allow them to maintain links with their country ofigin. Morocco reiterated its support to
various efforts of the Government and wished thst e the implementation of the
recommendations.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs
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633European Region of the International Lesbian and/ Gaderation appreciated the
acceptance of various recommendations by Hungéagerkto the protection of the rights
of lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender (LGBTpte and asked about the timeframe
envisaged for the implementation of those recommatons. It stated that discriminatory
laws especially in the field of family law were Ikstin place and that prejudice;
discrimination and even violence on the basis aiugkorientation and gender identity
were widespread. Hungary had no specific programonggromoting equal opportunities
for LGBT people and there was a lack of dialogughwion-governmental organizations
working on LGBT issues. It called on Hungary todapecific actions to address these
issues and to consider using the Yogyakarta Piexigs a tool in policy development.

634 Amnesty International welcomed Hungary's support fa number of important
recommendations. Regarding the issue of hate crikmsesty International emphasized
that cases documented by non-governmental org#omizatllustrated that officials often
failed to recognize racist, anti-Semitic or homoplkkomotivation in crimes and failed to
apply the relevant legislation. Amnesty Internasibmeferred to reports that Roma
residents in the village of Gyongyospata had beemlly abused by far right vigilante
groups in military outfits. Amnesty Internationalelwsomed Hungary's support of
recommendations to strengthen hate crime legisiatind its implementation and to
undertake public awareness campaigns involving énforcement officials. It urged
Hungary to ensure that such crimes were fully afidctvely investigated and those
responsible prosecuted under laws providing foctans which reflect the gravity of the
human rights violations.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

6351n its concluding remarks, the delegation providatswers to several questions. The
adoption of the new Constitution in April 2011 wpseceded by a broad national
consultation process with civil society and opgositparties. The recently adopted
legislation on freedom of religion and consciencasvin line with international human
rights law and the religious communities that weot registered as a church by the new
law were entitled to the right to manifest theiligien, including conducting religious
ceremonies and other services and to receive stdusidies for their functioning. After
events of March 2011, the Civil Code was improvedprohibit demonstrations by
paramilitary organisations that threaten publicesaf Participation of elections of the
Hungarian citizens living abroad was in line withtarnational standards and the
guidelines of the Venice Commission of the CountiEurope.

636 As to the follow-up to the review, the delegatioformed that the Government held the
meeting with the representatives of the civil stcieon the modalities of the
implementations of the recommendations put forwrdng the review. It also informed
about Hungary's intention to submit mid- term rdporrecap the implementation of the
accepted recommendations.

Papua New Guinea

637.The review of Papua New Guinea was held on 11 May12n conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resolutiwtt, and was based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Papua New &auim accordance with
the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraphad 3A/HRC/WG.6/11/PNG/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/PNG/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/PNG/3).
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638 At its 38th, on 30 September 2011, the Council wered and adopted the outcome of the
review of Papua New Guinea (see section C below).

639.The outcome of the review of Papua New Guinea cizaprthe report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18MA1d A/HRC/18/18/Corr.1), the
views of Papua New Guinea concerning the recomntemgaand/or conclusions, as well
as its voluntary commitments and replies preseb&fdre the adoption of the outcome by
the plenary to questions or issues that were ndficemtly addressed during the
interactive dialogue in the Working Gro(gee also A/HRC/18/18/Add.1)

1. Views expressed by the State under review on thecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmen&nd on the outcome

640Pursuant to Papua New Guinea’s request and oreftalty the President of the Human
Rights Council presented Papua New Guinea’s viewshe recommendations as Papa
New Guinea could not be present in the meetingu&fgw Guinea submitted its position
and views on the recommendations in writing whiolld be found in the addendum to
the report of the UPR working group.

641The Government of Papua New Guinea indicated thaa$ pleased with the preparation
of the first UPR Report and its subsequent prefientao the Human Rights Council. It
added that, following the presentation of the Ref@apua New Guinea’'s Delegation had
been overwhelmed with the positive comments andmecendations of the Council
Members.

642t was noted that the Human Rights Council madere46mmendations, 75 of which had
been accepted and 2 rejected in Geneva in May bydilegation. The other 69
recommendations were deferred for further constaeran Port Moresby.

643Papua New Guinea explained that the Governmertietelied on the 69 recommendations
and accepted another 39 and rejected 30. This won&hn that of the 146
recommendations made by the Council, 114 have heegpted and 32 rejected.

644Papua New Guinea is a young democratic countrynded on the principles of
democracy, good governance, and the rule of lawak also recalled that the country’s
National Constitution accords all persons livingtlie country their basic rights and the
fundamental freedoms that are commonly shared astdngnanity, irrespective of race,
creed, religion or nationality.

645 Additionally, specific laws have been enacted tdreds the various human rights issues in
the country. Papua New Guinea stated that it has plt in place institutional and
administrative mechanisms for the promotion andtgmtion of human rights in the
country. It was highlighted that the establishmehtthe Papua New Guinea National
Human Rights Commission, which should come intorafen in 2012, is a milestone
achievement.

646 Papua New Guinea also indicated that internatibnatan rights treaties and conventions
including the UN Declaration of Human Rights augtsemvell with the National
Constitution and relevant human rights laws ofdbantry. Papua New Guinea added that
it is committed to fulfilling its commitments andbl@mations under the various
international legal instruments, such as the i@tional conventions pertaining to racial
discrimination, rights of the child, discriminaticagainst women; and the international
covenants on civil and political rights, and ecomgreocial and cultural rights.

6471t was also noted that, as a young country, Papew Kuinea is faced with many
complexities that hinder its capacity to protectl gmomote human rights issues in the
country. Issues of capacity and resource constraast well as difficult geographical
terrains, cultural diversity and lack of infrastwe seriously undermine the country’s
efforts to implement the human rights commitmemis abligations.
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648 Papua New Guinea explained that these factorsglisawissues of capacity and resource
constraints, were the major considerations whiclvehéed it to reject 32 of the
recommendations received. A few of those recomm@ntapertain to the country’s laws
on death penalty, which cannot be easily repeajeBadsliament. It was underscored that
despite the existence of this law, since its enantrit has never enforced by Papua New
Guinea.

649 The core of our work pertains to the rights of wonaad children. In this regard, Papua
New Guinea was pleased to inform the Council thatGovernment passed the first vote
on a parliamentary bill that will provide for 22sexved seats for women to contest in the
General Elections.

650Finally, Papua New Guinea stated that the sucdessimpletion of the process and
eventually making it into law would pave the way the increased representation of
women in the highest political decision-making badythe country. It would be a great
achievement for the country in terms of women'sitsg gender empowerment, and equal
participation of women in the development of therdoy.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer Statestbe Council on the review
outcome

651Algeria welcomed the fact that Papua New Guineaepted 114 out of 146
recommendations it received, including the recomadaion made by Algeria relating to
efforts aimed at combating HI/AIDS. It recalled ttitamade two other recommendations
relating to the adhesion to a number of internaiégmstruments (namely the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of Allgkant Workers | and Members of
Their Families; Convention on the Rights of Persavith Disabilities and the two
Optional Protocols to the Convection of the riglufs the Child) and on free and
compulsory primary education. Algeria welcomed thet that Papua New Guinea had
accepted both. Algeria underscored that it hadefetred to the International Convention
for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced &jipearance, as appeared in the French
and English versions of document A/HRC/18/18, mothe International Convention on
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discriminati as it appeared in the Arabic version
of the same document.

652 Cuba recalled that Papua New Guinea faced majdleclyas such as improving education
and health services or achieving the Millennium &epment Goals. However, Papua
New Guinea had made progress in the protectioruofam rights, as demonstrated in its
universal primary education policy towards free awothpulsory primary education, its
National Health Plan or its National Strategic Ptan HIV/AIDS. Cuba welcomed that
Papua New Guinea had accepted many of the reconatiensl received, including those
made by Cuba on socio-economic development anctalthhand education. Cuba restated
its solidarity with the people of Papua New Guinea.

653.The United States of America welcomed the accepthyd®apua New Guinea of many of
the recommendations received, in particular thasbuwmnan trafficking and to undertake a
national awareness campaign on gender-based viglascit remained concerned about
these issues. Additionally, it welcomed that acaepé of recommendations on the
involvement of women and ethnic minorities in mitef the State. In this regard, USA
welcomed information on the passing of legislationincrease the representation of
women in Parliament. While welcoming the acceptasfoecommendations related to the
professionalism of police forces, USA was disapfealrthat Papua New Guinea had not
supported its recommendation on impunity as welltteest relating to investment of
adequate manpower and resources to improve prauditions.

654 Indonesia stated that it shared some of the clgdlefaced by Papua New Guinea and lent
its full support to the country with regard to trasing of the population’s standard of
living. Indonesia appreciated that Papua New Guineaepted its recommendation
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relating to the ratification of international instnents and looked forward to the
acceptance of its recommendation on compulsoryfiaeel primary education. Indonesia
welcomed the establishment of a national humantgigstitution, which should take
place in 2012, and offered its assistance. Indanalsio welcomed Papua New Guinea’s
robust anti-corruption strategy.

655Morocco recalled that Papua New Guinea was faciagyntonstraints due, notably, to its
lack of capacity and infrastructure. Morocco notieat this had not prevented Papua New
Guinea from engaging towards development, as detnaded through, particularly, its
efforts to enhance women'’s participation in theitfall life, it fight against domestic and
sexual violence, the protection of children and tiioand prison administration and
rehabilitation. Morocco welcomed that Papua Newn®ai accepted a high number of
recommendation, including the one made by Moroatdhe establishment of a national
human rights institution. Morocco recalled its sofipo Papua New Guinea’s efforts to
enhance the human rights situation.

656New Zealand welcomed that Papua New Guinea accepfed recommendations,
including those made by New Zealand relating torttiction of maternal mortality; the
creation of safe places for women victims of gendelence, the greater representation of
women in the Parliament and human rights trainiog $enior police officers. New
Zealand noted that it had recommended the ratificadf the Convention against Torture
and its optional Protocol and noted that this rec@mdation had been accepted. It urged
Papua New Guinea to take early action regarding.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

657 Rencontre africaine pour la Défense des Droits'tderhme (RADDHO) welcomed the
establishment of a national human rights institutisvhich will notably contribute to
ending police brutality. RADDHO called for more @&ffis to reduce infant and maternal
mortality rates and remained alarmed by the inereafs murders of old women and
children accused of witchcraft. RADDHO encourageabi New Guinea to establish
effective programmed to train and sensitize itsiggcforces in order to stop impunity in
this regard. RADDHO encouraged technical and/arfaial assistance to help Papua New
Guinea in meeting its to human rights related dgwslent goals.

658 Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network welcomed Papua N&winea's commitment to
equality and non-discrimination and endorsementafeeview by the Constitutional and
Law Reform Commission of existing laws governingus# offences. It was disappointed
that Papua New Guinea did not accept recommendatmmepeal laws that criminalise
sexual activity between consenting adults and Buenprotection from discrimination on
grounds on sexual orientation and gender idenGgnadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network
recalled the positions of the Human Rights Commitiad of the High Commissioner for
Human Rights on these issues and welcomed the iog-g@ational consultations carried
out in Papua New Guinea in this regard.

659 Amnesty International stated that it shared theceoms raised by 18 States on
discrimination and violence against women and waked Papua New Guinea’s support of
recommendations to eliminate this violence andxterel the legal framework to prevent
it. Al referred to the killing of persons accusefdsorcery and presented a case which
occurred in 2009. Al urged Papua New Guinea toemgvihe law on sorcery and to
investigate all sorcery-relating killings. Al stdtghat, in 2009, it had investigated
circumstances surrounding the forced evictionsdrgBra, where the police violated both
domestic and international human rights. Al calledPapua New Guinea to implement
the recommendation to increase scrutiny over etie@nd logging industries and to
investigate forced evictions in Porgera. Al alsgretted the rejected the recommendation
towards the total abolition of the death penalty.
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B. General debate on agenda item 6

660ALt its 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Cibineld a general debate on agenda
item 6, during which the following made statements:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Cbukigstria, China, Cuba,
Poland (on behalf of the European Union, Albaniam@énia, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Croatia, Georgia, Iceland, Montenegro, the RepubficMoldova, Serbia, The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey and Ukrajrieg¢public of Moldova, Romania

and Spain;
(b) Representative of an observer State: Repobkorea;
(c) Observer for one national human rights infbtu Human Rights

Commission of Malaysia;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentaganizations: Amnesty
International and Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru .

C. Consideration and action on draft proposals

Belgium

661 At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/101
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Denmark

662 At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011 the dbadopted draft decision 18/102
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Palau

663 At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/103
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).

Somalia

664 At the 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €lbadopted draft decision 18/104
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).

Seychelles

665At the 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/105
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Solomon Islands

666 At the 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/106
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).

Latvia

667 At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the @badopted draft decision 18/107
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Sierra Leone

668 At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/108
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).
Singapore
669 At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the @badopted draft decision 18/109
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).
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VII.

Suriname

670At the 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/110
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Greece

671At the 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/111
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Samoa

672At the 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/112
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

673At the 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/113
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).

Sudan and South Sudan

674 At the 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €lbadopted draft decision 18/114
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter ).

Hungary

675At the 25th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/115
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Papua New Guinea

676 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/116
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Human rights situation in Palestine and otheroccupied Arab
territories

General debate on agenda item 7

677 At the 28th meetings, on 26 September 2011, thedr of Human Rights Council and
Special Procedures Division of the Office of theggliCommissioner for Human Rights,
Bacre Ndiaye, presented reports of the Secretanefaéand the High Commissioner on
the implementation of the recommendations of thet-Fanding Mission on the Gaza
Conflict.

678 At the same meeting, the Council held a generahtdebn agenda item 7, during which
the following made statements:

(@) The representative of the Syrian Arab Repusidica concerned country, and the
representative of Palestine as a concerned party;

(b) Representatives of States Members of the GbuBangladesh, China, Cuba,
Egypf? (on behalf of the Group of Arab States and the -Nbigned Movement), India,
Indonesia, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Malaysia, Maldiy@akistatf (on behalf of the Organization
of Islamic Corporation), Qatar, Russian Federat®ayudi Arabia, Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Spain and Switzerland;

(c) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Bahrain, Brazil,
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Egypt, Ifetamic Republic of), Lebanon, Morocco,
Oman, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, ByrtkJnited Arab Emirates and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);
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(c) Observers for intergovernmental organizatiohsague of Arab States and
Organization of Islamic Corporation;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentaamizations: Al-Hag - The law in
the service of Man, BADIL Resource Center for Péaésn Residency and Refugee Rights,
Commission of the Churches on International Affafshe World Council of Churches, Cairo
Institute for Human Rights Studies, CoordinatingaBb of Jewish Organizations (also on
behalf of the B'nai B'rith International), Hope émiational, Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru
(also on behalf of World Peace Council), Mouvenegtitre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre
les peuples, Organization for Defending Victims\Gblence, Rencontre Africaine pour la
Défense des Droits de I'Homme and United Nationscha

VIII. Follow-up to and implementation of the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action

A. Panel discussion on integration of gender perspice

679 At the 27th meeting, on 26 September 2011, the €ibbheld an annual panel discussion
on the integration of a gender perspective in tioekvof the Human Rights Council, in
accordance with Council resolution 6/30. The Preasicbf the Council made a statement.
The Director the Human Rights Council and SpecialcBdures Division, Bacre Ndiaye,
made opening remarks for the panel on behalf oHigb Commissioner.

680At the same meeting, the following panellists matsements: Christin Chinkin, Savitri
Goonesekere, Aparna Mehrota, Reine Alapini Ganddala Ghosheh and Marcos
Nascimento.

681During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBelgium, Chile, Cuba,
Pakistai® (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpara}, Russian Federation and
Switzerland;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tafArgentina, Azerbaijan, Finland,
France, Iran (Islamic Republic of) and Slovenia;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentafjamizations: Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik and World Wide Organization féfomen.

682During the second segment of the ensuing paneuskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Cbuindia, Indonesia and Maldives;

(b) Representatives of the following observere&daBrazil, Canada (also on behalf of
Australia and New Zealand), Croatia, Paraguay an#ély;

(c) Observers for the United Nations entities, sgeed agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Population Fund (atso behalf of the United Nations
Children’s Fund).

683 At the same meeting, the following panellists angaejuestions: Reine Alapini Gansou,
Savitri Goonesekere, Aparna Mehrota, Hala Ghoskeincos Nascimento and Christin
Chinkin.
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B. General debate on agenda item 8

684 At its 29th meeting, on 27 September 2011, the Cibineld a general debate on agenda
item 8, during which the following made statements:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Gloudkina, Poland (on
behalf of the European Union, Albania, Armenia, Basand Herzegovina, Croatia,
Georgia, Iceland, Montenegro, the Republic of MeklloSerbia, The former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonia, Turkey and Ukraine), Uniftdtes of America and Uruguay (on
behalf of the Southern Common Market, MERCOSUR);

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Azerbaijan,
Morocco and Slovenia.

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentafjamizations: Action
Internationale pour la Paix et le Développement @esnds Lacs, Agence Internationale
pour le Développement, Comité Internationale paurRlespect et I'’Application de la
Charte Africaine des Droits de 'Homme et des PesiplCommission to Study the
Organization of Peace, International AssociatioraiAgt Torture, International Buddhist
Relief Organisation, International Harm Reductiosséciation, International Human
Rights Association of American Minorities, Interigaial Islamic Federation of Student
Organizations, Liberation, Mouvement contre le sa@ et pour I'amitié entre les peuples
(also on behalf of France Libertés: foundation [BHei Mitterand, International
Educational Development and Women's Human Righteriational Association),
Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et Pl®motion de la Cooperation
Economique Internationale-OCAPROCE InternationBless Emblem Campaign, Verein
Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik, World Environment Resoe Council and World Muslim
Congress.

C. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Promoting awareness, understanding and the applicein of the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights through sport and the Olympic ideal

685At the 37th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Brazil and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland irduzed draft resolution
A/HRC/18/L.18/Rev.1, sponsored by Brazil and thetéthKingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and co-sponsored by Australia, ivB®l (Plurinational State of),
Colombia, Costa Rica, Céte d’lvoire, Croatia, E&oiEthiopia, Finland, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Ireland, lIsraelyltalapan, Latvia, Luxembourg,
Morocco, Nigeria, Panama, Peru, Poland, PortugalpuRlic of Moldova, Romania,
Senegal, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Swéadr Tajikistan, Thailand, Tunisia,
Uganda and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). ®agbently, Andorra, Armenia,
Bahrain, Botswana, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgatiambodia, Cape Verde, Chad,
Chile, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czech Republifibdoti, Dominican Republic,
Iceland, Jamaica, Lithuania, Monaco, Mozambigte, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, the Russian Federation, Soutticaf The former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia, Turkey, Uganda and the United Statéamerica joined the sponsors.

686 At the same meeting, the representatives of Costa &d the Russian Federation made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

687 Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&ig af the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

688 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/23)
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Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia andrelated forms of
intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of theDurban
Declaration and Programme of Action

Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racim, racial discrimination, xenophobia
and related intolerance

689 At the 30th meeting, on 27 September 2011, membireoWorking Group of Experts on
People of African Descent, Maya Sahli, present@onteof the former Special Rapporteur
on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimio@at xenophobia and related
intolerance, Githu Muigai (A/HRC/18/44).

690During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gloulgstria, Bangladesh, Cuba,
Ecuador, Egypt (on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement), Indiadtmesia, Senegal (on
behalf of Group of African States), Norway, Pakistalon behalf of the Organization of
Islamic Corporation), Russian Federation, Ugandatdd States of America and Uruguay (on
behalf of MERCOSUR);

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Armenia, Brazil,
Denmark, Egypt, Honduras, Iran (Islamic Republi¢, dflorocco, Portugal, South Africa,
Sweden and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentatgamizations: Center for

Environmental and Management Studies, Internatibhahanist and Ethnical Union (also on
behalf of World Union for Progressive Judaism) almfernational Youth and Student
Movement for the United Nations.

Working Group of Experts on People of African Desent

691 At the 30th meeting, on 27 September 2011, membireoWorking Group of Experts on
People of African Descent, Maya Sahli, presentedonte of the Working Group
(A/HRC/18/45).

692 At the same meeting, the Council held an interactiialogue with the Working Group
(see paragraphs 689-690 above).

693 At the same meeting, Maya Sahli answered queséindanade her concluding remarks.

General debate on agenda item 9

694 At the 31st meeting, on 27 September 2011, Abduté@aMinty presented the report of
the Ad-Hoc Committee on the Elaboration of Completagy Standards on its third
session (A/HRC/18/36) on behalf of the ChairperBapporteur of the Ad-Hoc
Committee.

695At the same meeting, the Council held a generahtdebn agenda item 9, during which
the following made statements:
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(a) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBhina, Cuba, Guatemala,
Kuwait, Pakistarf (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpara}, Poland (on behalf of
the European Union, Albania, Armenia, Bosnia andzklgovina, Croatia, Georgia, Iceland,
Montenegro, Serbia, The former Yugoslav RepublicMdcedonia, Turkey and Ukraine),
Russian Federation, Senegal (on behalf of the Gofulsfrican States), Switzerland, United
States of America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, France, Germany,
Morocco, Turkey and Venezuela (Bolivarian Repubfig

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentalrgamizations: African
Commission of Health and Human Rights Promotersir Amsemble pour les Droits de
I'Homme, Association of World Citizens, Centre fduman rights and Peace Advocacy,
Comité International pour le Respect et I'Applicatide la Charte Africaine des Droits de
I'Homme et des Peuples, Commission to Study theadzgtion of Peace, Espace Afrique
International, Fraternité Notre Dame, Inc., Ind@ouncil of South America, Indian Movement
Tupaj Amaru, International Buddhist Relief Orgatiiza, International Educational
Development, International Human Rights AssociattbrAmerican Minorities, International
Humanist and Ethical Union (also on behalf of Wotlthion of Progressive Judaism),
International Islamic Federation of Student Orgatians, International Youth and Student
Movement for the United Nations, Liberation, Mouwarh contre le racisme et pour I'amitié
entre les peuples, North-South XXI, Ocaproce Irggomale - Organisation Camerounaise de
Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internat@gnarganization for Defending Victims
of Violence, Rencontre Africaine pour la defense dmits de 'homme, United Towns Agency
for North-South Cooperation, Verein Sudwind Entdicigspolitik, World Environment and
Resources Council and World Muslim Congress.

Panel discussion on tolerance and reconciliation

696 At the 32nd meeting, on 28 September 2011, the €bumeld a high level panel
discussion for the promotion and protection of honrgghts through tolerance and
reconciliation to commemorate Nelson Mandela Iragamal Day. The Deputy High
Commissioner made opening remarks for the panel.

697 At the same meeting, the following panellists madatements: Mamadou Gnenema
Coulibaly, Hieu Van Le Ao, Abdul Samad Minty and yaSabhli.

698During the first segment of the ensuing panel dismn at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Gloukgstria, Ecuador, Pakistan
(on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpava)i, Senegal (on behalf of the Group of
African States), Thailand and United States of Aozer

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Bahrain,
South Africa and Sri Lanka;

(c) Observers for the United Nations entities, sgeed agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Expert MechanismhefRights of Indigenous Peoples;

(d) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentalgamizations: International

Association Democracy in Africa and World Envirommhand Resources Council.

699During the second segment of the ensuing paneluskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisstions:

€) Representatives of States Members of the Cbu@itiile, India, Indonesia,
Norway, Qatar and Russian Federation;
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(b) Representatives of the following observer étatAzerbaijan, Canada, Morocco,
Namibia and Serbia;

(c) Observer for one national human rights ingtitut South African Human Rights
Commission.

700At the same meeting, the following panellists amgaejuestions: Maya Sahli, Abdul
Samad Minty, Hieu Van Le Ao and Mamadou GnenemdiGaly.

D. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

The incompatibility between democracy and racism

701 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtatives of Brazil and Uruguay
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/18/L.20, sponsbby Uruguay (on behalf of the
Common Market of the South, MERCOSUR) and co-spatsby Argentina, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Brazil, Chile, Colomb@ba, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Paraguay, Peru, Spaimkey, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) and Zimbabwe. Subsequently, Algeringéla, Armenia, Austria, Benin,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Burkina FaspeG&rde, Cote d’'lvoire, France,
Georgia, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Indaydsixembourg, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Palestine, Pol&uadtugal, the Russian Federation, San
Marino, Senegal, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudane@sw, Thailand, Uganda and the
United States of America joined the sponsors.

702 At the same meeting, the representative of Urugually revised the draft resolution.

703 Also at the same meeting, the representatives sfadRica and the United States of
America made general comments in relation to tlaé desolution.

704 At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as pralised, was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd/ution 18/15).

From rhetoric to reality: a global call for concrete action against racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance

705 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmitative of South Africa (on behalf
of the Group of African States) introduced draftaletion A/HRC/18/L.31, sponsored by
South Africa (on behalf of the Group of African &8 and co-sponsored by Cuba and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequentiyndica, Nicaragua, Sri Lanka and
Thailand joined the sponsors.

706 At the same meeting, the representative of Soutit@\{on behalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

707 Also at the same meeting, the representativesalyf, Maldives, Poland (on behalf of
Member States of the European Union that are mesrdfehe Council) and the United
States of America made statements in explanatimotef before the vote.

708 At the same meeting, at the request of the UnitateS of America, a recorded vote was
taken on the draft resolution. The draft resolutesorally revised, was adopted by 35
votes to 1, with 10 abstentions. The voting waflews:

In favour:

Angola, Bangladesh, Benin, Botswana, Burkina F&sameroon, Chile, China, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemalaiainiddonesia, Jordan, Kuwait,
Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mawrgj Mexico, Nigeria, Norway, Peru,
Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arg®énegal, Thailand, Uganda,
Uruguay;

Against:
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United States of America;
Abstention:

Austria, Belgium, Czech Republic, Hungary, Italpldhd, Republic of Moldova,
Romania, Spain, Switzerland.

709 For the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesd|ution 18/27.
Mandate of the Working Group of Experts on People bAfrican Descent

710At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtative of South Africa (on behalf
of the Group of African States) introduced drafialetion A/HRC/18/L.30, sponsored by
South Africa (on behalf of the Group of African &is) and co-sponsored by Brazil, Cuba
and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subseqye®hile, Haiti, Honduras and
Jamaica joined the sponsors.

711 At the same meeting, the representative of Soutit®\f{on behalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

712 Also at the same meeting, the representative ofltieed States of America made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution, désaesating itself from the consensus on the
draft resolution.

713 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15B@frules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawthtbestimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

714 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutiorgrally revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chpesolution 18/28).

Technical assistance and capacity-building

Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on the situation of human rigts in Somalia

715At the 33rd meeting, on 28 September 2011, thepedeéent expert on the situation of
human rights in Somalia, Shamsul Bari, presenteddport (A/HRC/18/48).

716 At the same meeting, the representative of Sonméde a statement as the concerned
country.

717During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the independent expert gugstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glowangladesh, Czech Republic,
Djibouti, Kuwait, Senegal (on behalf of the GroupAdrican States), Switzerland, Thailand,
Uganda and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Canada,
Egypt, Ethiopia, France, Morocco, Sudan, TurkeyitéthArab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Venezuelai{Brian Republic of);

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentakgamizations: Amnesty
International, Cairo Institute for Human Rights @as, Human Rights Watch, International
Educational Development and Worldwide Organizaf@mn/omen.

718 At the same meeting, the independent expert ansvegrestions and made his concluding
remarks.
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Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigks in Cambodia

719At the 33rd meeting, on 28 September 2011, the i8pBapporteur on the situation of
human rights in Cambodia, Surya Prasad Subediepted his report (A/HRC/18/46).

720 At the same meeting, the representative of Cambodide a statement as the concerned
country.

721During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gougstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gou@bina, Czech Republic,
Indonesia, Romania, Malaysia, Norway, SwitzerlaFttgiland and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Canada,
France, Ireland, Japan, Myanmar, Nepal, PhilippiS&sgapore, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Viet Nam;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentadjamizations: Asian Forum for
Human Rights and Development, CIVICUS - World Atigz for Citizen Participation, Human
Rights Watch, International Federation of Human hiiglLeagues (also on behalf of
Organisation Mondiale Contre la Torture), Rencoutfecaine pour la defense des droits de
I'hnomme and World Association for the School asrstrument of Peace.

722 At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansiwgrestions and made his concluding
remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 10

723 At its 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, the Bepligh Commissioner presented
country-specific reports submitted under agenda .

724 At the same meeting, the representatives of Carabaxati Cote d’'lvoire made statements
as concerned countries.

725During the ensuing general debate, at the samangetie following made statements:

€) Representatives of States Members of the CbuPaland (on behalf of
the European Union, Albania, Armenia, Bosnia andzelgovina, Croatia, Georgia,
Iceland, Montenegro, Serbia, The former Yugoslapu®dic of Macedonia, Turkey and
Ukraine), Senegal (on behalf of the Group of Afnic&tates), Maldives, Norway,
Switzerland, Thailand, United States of America bindguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria and United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland;

(c) Observers for non-governmental organizations:mnAsty International,
Association of World Citizens and Femme Afriqueiatité.

C. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Technical assistance to the Sudan in the field ouman rights

726 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States) introduced draft resolnt®&HRC/18/L.4, sponsored by Senegal
(on behalf of the Group of African States). Subseqly, Bahrain, Jordan, Kuwalit,
Palestine, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Sudan, th#arSyArab Republic, Turkey and
Yemen joined the sponsors.
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727 At the same meeting, the representative of Sen@gabehalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

728Also at the same meeting, the representative ofShdan made a statement as the
concerned country.

729 At the same meeting, the representative of Polamdbghalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)enaadtatement in explanation of vote
before the vote.

730Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutionpradly revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chpesolution 18/16).

Technical assistance and capacity-building for SohtSudan in the field of human rights

731 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States) introduced draft resolntié/HRC/18/L.5/Rev.1, sponsored by
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Stat&x)bsequently, Australia, Canada,
Iceland, Japan, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Swdizd and the United States of
America joined the sponsors.

732 At the same meeting, the representative of Sen@gabehalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

733 Also at the same meeting, the representative @riélojon behalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)engeheral comments in relation to
the draft resolution.

734 At the same meeting, the representative of Souttasmade a statement as the concerned
country.

735Also at the same meeting, in accordance with r&ig af the rules of procedures of the
General Assembly, the attention of the Council ehiasvn to the estimated administrative
and programme budget implications of the draft lkggm.

736 At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as ypnalised, was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesdlution 18/17).

Enhancement of technical cooperation and capacitytlilding in the field of human rights

737 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theessmtatives of Brazil, Morocco,
Norway and Thailand introduced draft resolution REY18/L.24/Rev.1, sponsored by
Thailand and co-sponsored by Austria, Botswana,ziBr&8urkina Faso, Cambodia,
Cameroon, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cote d’'lvoirest& Rica, Croatia, El Salvador,
Ethiopia, Ghana, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, nesia, Japan, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritiusjorocco, Namibia, Norway,
Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Senegal, SeBmgapore, Switzerland, Tajikistan,
Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela (Balian Republic of), Viet Nam and
Zimbabwe. Subsequently, Algeria, Australia, BotsayaBurkina Faso, Canada, Finland,
France, Georgia, Haiti, Iceland, India, Israellyltdamaica, Mexico, Nicaragua, Pakistan
(on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Corpava)i, Panama, Qatar, Republic of Korea,
Romania, Senegal (on behalf of the Group of AfriSaaites), Slovakia and Ukraine joined
the sponsors.

738 At the same meeting, the representative of Cubaergaderal comments in relation to the
draft resolution.

739Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution agapted without a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/18)

Technical assistance and capacity-building for Yenrein the field of human rights
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740 At the 36th meeting, on 29 September 2011, theesgmtative of Yemen introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.32, sponsored by Yemen andsponsored by Canada, the
Netherlands, Palestine and the United States ofriémeSubsequently, Australia, Austria,
Bahrain, Germany, Hungary, Italy, Maldives, Morodom behalf of the Group of Arab
States), New Zealand, Pakistan (on behalf of thga@ization of Islamic Corporation),
Poland, Portugal, Somalia and Turkey joined thensprs.

741 At the same meeting, the representative of Yemaltyaevised the draft resolution.

742 Also at the same meeting, the representatives efaitu Maldives, Poland (on behalf of
Member States of the European Union that are mesrdfeéhe Council), Saudi Arabia and
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Stateafle general comments in relation to
the draft resolution.

743 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15efrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

744 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutionpradly revised, was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chpesolution 18/19).

Technical assistance and capacity building for Hait

745 At the 37th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theidtetsof the Council made a statement
in relation to technical assistance and capacitlglimg for Haiti.

746 At the same meeting, the representative of Haitdena statement as the concerned
country.

747 Also at the same meeting, the representatives daan behalf of the Group of Latin
American and Caribbean States), Poland (on beliallember States of the European
Union that are members of the Council), the RusBEiegleration and the United States of
America made comments in relation to the Presidesttitement.

748 For the text of the President’s statement, seequemt chapter Ill, PRST/18/1.
Advisory services and technical assistance for Bundi

749 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtative of Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States) introduced draft resolnt®&HRC/18/L.2, sponsored by Senegal
(on behalf of the Group of African States).

750At the same meeting, the representative of Sen@gabehalf of the Group of African
States) orally revised the draft resolution.

751 Also at the same meeting, the representatives lahBdon behalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)thadJnited States of America made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

752 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15efrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

753 Also at the same meeting, the representative ofi8lirmade a statement as the concerned
country.

754 At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as ynalised, was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chaptesdjution 18/24).

Advisory services and technical assistance for Caroldia

755 At the 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, theesgmtative of Japan introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/18/L.25, sponsored by Japan andpmmsored by Australia, Austria,
Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmdt&ionia, Germany, Greece,
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Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, New Zealand, Norway,aRd| Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Spain, Sweden and United Kingdom of Great Britaid &lorthern Ireland. Subsequently,
Belgium, Cyprus, Finland, France, Israel, Italytdia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, Republic of Moldovamania, Serbia and Ukraine joined
the sponsors.

756 At the same meeting, the representatives of Poflandoehalf of Member States of the
European Union that are members of the Council)thadJnited States of America made
general comments in relation to the draft resofutio

757.Also at the same meeting, the representative ohl@dia made a statement as the
concerned country.

758 At the same meeting, in accordance with rule 15efrules of procedures of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawrthe estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluti

759Also at the same meeting, the representatives afiaChMalaysia, the Philippines, the
Russian Federation and Switzerland made statenmerégplanation of vote before the
vote.

760At the same meeting, the draft resolution was astbptithout a vote (for the text as
adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 18/25)
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Annexes

Annex |

Attendance

Angola
Austria
Bangladesh
Belgium
Benin
Botswana
Burkina Faso
Cameroon
Chile

China

Congo

Costa Rica
Cuba

Czech Republic
Djibouti
Ecuador

Members

Guatemala
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Italy
Jordan
Kuwait
Kyrgyzstan
Libya
Malaysia
Maldives
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mexico
Nigeria
Norway

Peru

Philippines

Poland

Qatar

Republic of Moldova
Romania

Russian Federation
Saudi Arabia
Senegal

Spain

Switzerland
Thailand

Uganda

United States of America
Uruguay

States members of the United Nations representetssrvers

Afghanistan

Albania

Algeria

Andorra

Armenia

Australia

Azerbaijan

Bahrain

Belarus

Bolivia (Plurinational State of)
Bosnia and Herzegovina
Brazil

Brunei Darussalam
Cambodia

Canada

Chad

Colombia

Croatia

Cyprus

Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea

Denmark

Egypt

Equatorial Guinea
Estonia

Ethiopia
Finland
France
Germany
Ghana
Greece

Haiti
Honduras
Iceland

Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Iraq

Ireland

Israel

Ivory Coast
Japan
Kenya

Lao People’s Democratic Republic
Latvia
Lebanon
Liechtenstein
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malta
Monaco
Morocco

Myanmar

Namibia

Netherlands

Nepal

New Zealand

Oman

Pakistan

Palau

Paraguay

Republic of Korea

Rwanda

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

Seychelles

Sierra Leone

Singapore

Slovakia

Slovenia

Solomon Islands

South Africa

South Sudan

Sri Lanka

Sudan

Suriname

Sweden

Syrian Arab Republic
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Tajikstan United Arab Emirates Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

Timor Leste United Kingdom of Great Britain of)
Tunisia and Northern Ireland Viet Nam
Turkey Uzbekistan Yemen
Turkmenistan Zimbabwe

Non-Member States represented by observers
Holy See
Other Observers

Palestine

United Nations

United Nations Children’s Fund (UNICEF) United Nations Population Fund

United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) United Nations Relief and Works Agency for Palestim
United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural the Near East (UNRWA)

Organization (UNESCO)

Specialized agencies and related organizations

International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC) World Health Organization (WHO)
International Labour Office (ILO)
Intergovernmental organizations
Council of Europe International Union for Conservation of Nature (INC

European Union Organization of Islamic Cooperation
League of Arab States

National Human Rights Institutions, Internationad@dinating Committees and Regional Groups of Netidnstitutions

Commission Nationale Indépendante des Droits de Irish Human Rights Commission

I'Homme (CNIDH) — Burundi National Human Rights Commission of Nigeria

Danish Institute for Human Rights Portuguese national Human Rights Institution

Human Rights Commission of Malaysia (Suhakam) Procuraduria de los Derechos Humanos de Guatemala

Human Rights Commission of Sierra Leone
Non-Governmental Organizations

Action Canada for Population and Development (ACPD)  African-American Society for Humanitarian Aid and

Action Internationale pour la Paix et le Dévelopeein Development (ASHAD)
dans la Région des Grands Lacs (AIPD) African Commission of Health and Human Right
African Association of Education for Development Promoters
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Agence Internationale pour le Développement (Aide-
Fédération)

Agir Ensemble pour les Droits de 'Homme

AIDS Information Switzerland (AIS)

Al-Hakim Foundation

Al-Hag, Law in the Service of Man

Al-Zubair Charity Foundation (ZCF)

Amman Center for Human Rights Studies (ACHRS)
Amnesty International (Al)

Anti-Slavery International

AquaFed - International Federation of Private Water
Operators

Arab Lawyers Union (ILU)

Arab NGO Network for Development

Arab Organization for Human Rights

Asia Pacific Forum on Women, Law and Development
(APWLD)

Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development
(Forum-Asia)

Asian Indigenous and Tribal Peoples Network (AITPN)
Association pour I'action sociale et le développame
Association of World Citizens (AWC)

Association Points-Coeur

Association for the Prevention of Torture
Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII

Badil Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and
Resource Rights

Baha'i International Community

Bangwe et Dialogue

Bridges International (BI)

Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS)
Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network

Canners International Permanent Committee
Caritas Internationalis (International

Center for Reproductive Rights (CRR)

Centre for Environmental and Management Studies
Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy
(CHRAPA)

Centre Indépendant de Recherches et d'Initiatioes [&
Dialogue (CIRID)

Centrist Democratic International (CDI)

Centro Regional de Derechos Humanos y Justicia de
Género

Cercle de Recherche sur les Droits de la Personne
Humaine (CRED)

Child Development Foundation

Civicus -World Alliance for Citizen Participation
Colombian Commission of Jurists (CCJ)
Commission of the Churches on International Affaifs
the World Council of Churches (CCIA/WCC)
Commission to Study the Organization of Peace
Conectas Direitos Humanos

Congregation of our Lady of Charity of the Good
Shepherd

Conscience and Peace Tax International (CPTI)
Coordinating Board of Jewish Organizations (CBJO)
Corporate Accountability International

Defense for Children International (DCI)

Democracy Coalition Project (DCP)

Dominicans for Justice and Peace (Order of Preagher
Earthjustice

Eastern Sudan Women Development Organization
(ESWDO)

Espace Afrique International

European Disability Forum (EDF)

European Law Students’ Association

European Region of the International Lesbian ang Ga
Association (ILGA)

European Bureau for Lesser Used Languages (EBLUL)
European Union of Public Relations (EUPR)
Federacion de Asociaciones de Defensa y Promo&on d
los Derechos Humanos

Federatie van Netherlandse Verenigingen tot Integra
van Homoseksualiteit COC Nederland

Federation for Women and Family Planning
Federation of Cuban Women (FCW)

Femmes Africa Solidarité (FAS)

Forum Azzahrae pour la Femme Marocaine
Foundation for Aboriginal and Islander Researchadkct
Aboriginal Corporation

France Libertés: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand
Franciscans International (FI)

Fraternité Notre Dame

Friedrich Ebert Foundation (FES)

Friends World Committee for Consultation (Quakers)
(FWCC)

General Research Institute on the Convention on the
Rights of the Child

Geneva for Human Rights (GHR)

Grupo Intercultural Almaciga

Helios Life Association

Himalayan Research and Cultural Foundation (HRCF)
Human Rights House Foundation

Human Rights Information and Training Centre (HR)TC
Human Rights Watch (HRW)

Human Security Initiative Organization

Indian Council of Education

Indian Council of South America (CISA)

Indian Law Resource Centre

Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru (MITA)

Indigenous Peoples’ Center for Documentation,
Research and Information (DOCIP)

Indigenous World Association

Institute for Women'’s Studies and Research (IWSR)
International Association for Democracy in Africa
International Association of Democratic Lawyers QI
International Association of Peace Messenger Cities
International Association of Schools of Social Work
(IASSW)

International Association against Torture
International Buddhist Relief Organisation
International Catholic Child Bureau (BICE)
International Commission of Jurists (ICJ)
International Committee for the Indians of the Arcas
(Incomindios Switzerland)

International Committee for the Respect and Apfilica
of the African Charter on Human and People’s Rights
(ICRAC)

International Educational Development (IED), Inc.
International Federation of Acat (Action by Chrasts
for the Abolition of Torture- FIACAT)

International Federation of Human Rights Leagues
(FIDH)

International Federation Terre des Hommes (IFTDH)
International Federation of University Women (IFUW)
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International Human Rights Association of American
Minorities (IHRAAM)

International Humanist and Ethical Union (IHEU)
International Institute for Non-Aligned StudiesNB)
International Institute for Peace (IIP)

International Investment Center (IIC)

International Islamic Federation of Student
Organizations (IIFSO)

International Movement against all Forms of
Discrimination and Racism (IMADR)

International Movement ATD Fourth World
International Movement for Fraternal Union among
Races and Peoples (UFER)

International Organization for the Right to Educatand
Freedom of Education (OIDEL)

International Peace Bureau

International Peace and Development Organization
International Pen

International Planned Parenthood Federation
International Service for Human Rights (ISHR)
International Volunteerism Organization for Women,
Education and Development - VIDES

International Women Bond (IWB)

International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs
(IWGIA)

International Youth and Student Movement for the
United Nations (ISMUN)

Internet Society

Iranian Elite Research Center (IREC)

Istituto Internazionale Marie Ausiliatrice (IIMA)
Kenya Alliance for Advancement of Children (KAACR)
Khiam Rehabilitation Centre for Victims of Violence
(KRC)

Lawyers’ Rights Watch Canada)

Liberation

Lutheran World Federation (LWF)

Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development (MFPD)
Mandat International

Marangopoulos foundation for Human Rights (MFHR)
Medical Care Development International

Mouvement contre le Racisme et pour 'Amitié eng®
Peuples (MRAP)

Network of Women’s Non-Governmental Organizations
in the Islamic Republic of Iran

New Humanity

Nonviolent Radical Party, Transnational and Trangpa
Nord-Sud XXI - North-South XXI

ONG Hope International

Open Society Institute (OSI)

Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de
Promotion de la Coopération Economique Internatmna
(Ocaproce International)

Organization for Defending Victims of Violence (ODY
Pax Romana

Peace Worldwide

Permanent Assembly for Human Rights (APDH)
Plan international. Inc.

Planetary Association for Clean Energy, Inc. (PACE)
Presse Embleme Campagne

Rencontre Africain pour la Défense des Droits de
'Homme (RADDHO)

Saami Council

Save The Children International

Servas International

Shimin Gaikou Centre

Social Service Agency of the Protestant Church in
Germany

Society for Threatened Peoples

Society Studies Center (SSC)

Soka Gakkai International (SGI)

SOS Kinderdorf International

Sudan Council of Voluntary Agencies (SCOVA)
Syriac Universal Alliance, (SUA)

Tchad — Agir pour 'Environnement (TCHAPE)

Union de I'Action Féminine

Union Internationale des Avocats - Internationaldsn
of Lawyers

United Nations Watch (UN Watch)

United Schools International

United Towns Agency for North-South Cooperation
Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitic (Sudwind)

Vivat International

Women’s Human Rights International Association
(WHRIA)

Women's International League for Peace and Freedom
(WILPF)

World Association for the School as an Instrumént o
Peace

World Environment and Resources Council (WERC)
World Federation of Trade Unions (WFTU)

World Muslim Congress (WMC)

World Organization against Torture (OMCT)

World Student Christian Federation (WSCF)

World Vision International (WVI)

World Young Women's Christian Association
Worldwide Organization for Women (WOW)
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Agenda

Item 1.

Iltem 2.

Iltem 3.

ltem 4.
ltem 5.
ltem 6.
ltem 7.

Item 8.

Item 9.

Item 10.

Organizational and procedural matters

Annual report of the United Nations Highn@missioner for Human
Rights and reports of the Office of the High Consiaser and the
Secretary-General

Promotion and protection of all human rigleivil, political, economic,
social and cultural rights, including the rightdevelopment

Human rights situations that require tloen@il’s attention

Human rights bodies and mechanisms

Universal periodic review

Human rights situation in Palestine arfteobccupied Arab territories

Follow-up to and implementation of the \fiarDeclaration and
Programme of Action

Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobid &elated forms of
intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of terban Declaration
and Programme of Action

Technical assistance and capacity-bigldin
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Documents issued for the eighteenth session

Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

A/HRC/18/1 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/2

A/HRC/18/3

A/HRC/18/4

A/HRC/18/4/Add.1
A/HRC/18/5

A/HRC/18/5/Add.1
A/HRC/18/6 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/7

A/HRC/18/8 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/9

A/HRC/18/9/Add.1
A/HRC/18/10

A/HRC/18/10/Add.1
A/HRC/18/11

A/HRC/18/11/Add.1
A/HRC/18/12

A/HRC/18/12/Add.1
A/HRC/18/13

A/HRC/18/13/Add.1
A/HRC/18/14

A/HRC/18/14/Add.1

Agenda
item

1

Annotations to the agematatie eighteenth session of
the Human Rights Council: note by the Secretary-
General

Report of the Human Rights Councilitsreighteenth
session

Report of the Working Group on the \rsal Periodic
Review: Belgium

Report of the Working Group on the \rsal Periodic
Review: Denmark

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the \#rsal Periodic
Review: Palau

Addendum

Report of the Working Graurpthe Universal Periodic
Review: Somalia

Report of the Working Group on the \sal Periodic
Review: Seychelles

Report of the Working Graupthe Universal Periodic
Review: Solomon Islands

Report of the Working Group on the \rsal Periodic
Review: Latvia

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theignsal Periodic
Review: Sierra Leone

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theiignsal Periodic
Review: Singapore

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theignsal Periodic
Review: Suriname

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theiignsal Periodic
Review: Greece

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theiiégnsal Periodic
Review: Samoa

Addendum
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A/HRC/18/15

A/HRC/18/15Add.1
A/HRC/18/16

A/HRC/18/16/Add.1
A/HRC/18/17

A/HRC/18/17/Add.1
A/HRC/18/18 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/19

A/HRC/18/20

A/HRC/18/21

A/HRC/18/22

A/HRC/18/23

A/HRC/18/24

A/HRC/18/25

A/HRC/18/26 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/27 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/27/Corr.1/Rev.

1
A/HRC/18/28

A/HRC/18/29

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

2&3

Report of the Working Group on theiugnsal Periodic
Review: Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theiugnsal Periodic
Review: Sudan

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on theiugnsal Periodic
Review: Hungary

Addendum

Report of the Working Graan the Universal Periodic
Review: Papua New Guinea

Report of the Secretary-General encthoperation with
the United Nations, its representatives and meshasi
in the field of human rights

Report of the Secretary- Generathe question of the
death penalty

Report of the United Nations High Guoissioner for
Human Rights on the visit by the Office of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights to Yemen

Consolidated report of the SearngiGeneral and the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
on the right to development: Note by the Secretaria

Report of the United Nations HiGbmmissioner for
Human Rights on human rights and transitional ¢esti

Report of the Office of the Urdtdlations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on the Workshop on
the Role of Prevention in the Promotion and Pratect
of Human Rights

Report of the United Nations HiGbmmissioner for
Human Rights on the obligation of States to inggzgt
serious violations of human rights, and the use of
forensic genetics

Report of the Unitedtidns High Commissioner for
Human Rights on the rights of indigenous peoples

Report of the Officktlee United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on practices in
adopting a human rights-based approach to eliminate
preventable maternal mortality and human rights

Corrigendum

Human rights and unilateral caezaneasures: Note by
the Secretariat

Summary of the Human Rights Cdupanel discussion
on the issue of human rights in the context ofoacti
taken to address terrorist hostage-taking, prepayeate
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights
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A/HRC/18/30 and Corr.1

A/HRC/18/30/Add.1

A/HRC/18/30/Add.2

A/HRC/18/31

A/HRC/18/31/Add.2
A/HRC/18/32

A/HRC/18/32/Add.2

A/HRC/18/32/Add.3

A/HRC/18/32/Add.4

A/HRC/18/33

A/HRC/18/33/Add.1

A/HRC/18/33/Add.2

A/HRC/18/33/Add.3

A/HRC/18/33/Add.4

A/HRC/18/34

Report of the Special Rafgur on contemporary forms
of slavery, including its causes and consequences,
Gulnara Shahinian

Addendum-Mission to Romania

Addendum-Mission to Peru

Report of the Special Rapporteurlenddverse effects
of the movement and dumping of toxic and dangerous
products and wastes on the enjoyment of humansiight
Calin Georgescu

Addendum-Mission to Poland

Report of the Working Group on the 0§ mercenaries
as a means of violating human rights and impedieg t
exercise of the right of peoples to self-deterniarat

Addendum-Mission to Equatof@alinea

Addendum-Mission to South Afric

Addendum-Mission to Iraq

Report of the Special Rapporteurlf@nhuman right to
safe drinking water and sanitation, Catarina de
Albuquerque

Addendum-Compilation of goocgtices

Addendum-Mission to Slovenia

Addendum-Mission to Japan

Addendum-Mission to the United States of America

Report of the independent expert on human rights
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A/HRC/18/35

A/HRC/18/35/Add.1

A/HRC/18/35/Add.2

A/HRC/18/35/Add.3

A/HRC/18/35/Add.4

A/HRC/18/35/Add.5

A/HRC/18/35/Add.6

A/HRC/18/35/Add.7

A/HRC/18/35/Add.8

A/HRC/18/36

A/HRC/18/37

A/HRC/18/38

A/HRC/18/39

A/HRC/18/40

A/HRC/18/40/Add.1

and international solidarity

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the rights of
indigenous peoples, James Anaya

Addendum-Communications sent, replies received and
follow-up

Addendum-The situation of the Sami people in the
Sapmi region of Norway, Sweden and Finland

Addendum-Observations on the situation of the ggfft
the indigenous people of Guatemala with relatioth&
extraction projects, and other types of projectsheir
traditional territories

Addendum-The situation of Maori people in New
Zealand

Addendum-The situation of indigenous peoples in the
Republic of the Congo

Addendum-The situation of indigenous peoples in the
Republic of the Congo

Addendum-Measures needed tarsdadigenous and
tribal peoples’ land and related rights in Suriname

Addendum-The situation of thdigenous peoples
affected by the El Diquis hydroelectric projectOasta
Rica

Report of the Ad Hoc Committee on Hiaboration of
Complementary Standards on its third session

Thematic study on the realizationhaf right to health of
older persons by the Special Rapporteur on the afjh
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable
standard of physical and mental health, Anand Grove

Annual report of the Special Représive of the
Secretary-General

for children and armed conflict, Radhika
Coomaraswamy

Report of the Working Group on thglRito
Development on its eleventh session: Note by the
Secretariat

Report of the independent expertrengituation of
human rights in the Sudan, Mohamed Chande Othman

Report of the independent ekparthe situation of
human rights in the Sudan on the status of
implementation of the recommendations compilednigy t
Group of Experts to the Government of the Sudarher
implementation of Human Rights Council resolutid,4
pursuant to Council resolutions 6/34, 6/35, 7/1610
and 15/27
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A/HRC/18/41

A/HRC/18/42

A/HRC/18/43

A/HRC/18/44

A/HRC/18/45

A/HRC/18/46

A/HRC/18/47

A/HRC/18/48

A/HRC/18/49

A/HRC/18/50

A/HRC/18/51
A/HRC/18/52

A/HRC/18/52

A/HRC/18/53

A/HRC/18/54

10

10

10

10

10

2&3

Report on the eighteenth meetingpettal
rapporteurs/representatives, independent expetts an
chairs of working groups of the special procedafethe
Human Rights Council/ Note by the United Nationgi
Commissioner for Human Rights

Final report of the study on indigaa@eoples and the
right to participate in decision-making: Reportioé
Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous People

Report of the Expert Mechanism onRights of
Indigenous Peoples on its fourth session (Gened 51
July 2011)

Report of the Special Rapporteur omtemporary forms
of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia anidte
intolerance on the implementation of General Asdgmb
resolution 65/199

Report of the Working Group of Exgesh People of
African Descent on its tenth session (Geneva, 28Ma
— 1 April 2011)

Report of the Special Rapporteuthensituation of
human rights in Cambodia

Report of the Secretary-Generalhanrole and
achievements of the Office of the United NationgtHi
Commissioner for Human Rights in assisting the
Government and people of Cambodia in the promotion
and protection of human rights

Report of the independent experthensituation of
human rights in Somalia, Shamsul Bari

Report of the Secretary-General @mgpss made in the
implementation of the recommendations of the United
Nations Fact-Finding Mission on the Gaza Confligt b
all concerned parties, including United Nationsibegd
in accordance with Human Rights Council resoluen
12/1 B, paragraph 3

Progress report of the United Natibligh
Commissioner for Human Rights on the implementation
of Human Rights Council resolution 16/32

Communications Report of Special Bthoes

Report of the United Nations Highn@uissioner for
Human Rights on the situation of human rights ineC6
d’lvoire

Report of the United Nations Highn@uissioner for
Human Rights on the situation of human rights ineC6
d’lvoire: Extract

Report of the United Nations High Guoissioner for
Human Rights on the situation of human rights & th
Syrian Arab Republic

Report of the United Nations HiGbmmissioner for
Human Rights on the situation of migrants and asylu
seekers fleeing recent events in North Africa

187



A/HRC/18/2

GE.10

Documents issued in the limited series

Symbol

A/HRC/18/L.1
A/HRC/18/L.2
A/HRC/18/L.3

A/HRC/18/L.4
A/HRC/18/L.5 and

Rev.1
A/HRC/18/L.6

A/HRC/18/L.7

A/HRC/18/L.8

A/HRC/18/L.9

A/HRC/18/L.10

A/HRC/18/L.11

A/HRC/18/L.12

A/HRC/18/L.13

A/HRC/18/L.14

A/HRC/18/L.15
A/HRC/18/L.16
A/HRC/18/L.17

A/HRC/18/L.18 and
Rev.1

A/HRC/18/L.19

A/HRC/18/L.20
A/HRC/18/L.21

Agenda
item

3
10
3

10

10

The human right to safe drinking araand sanitation
Advisory services and technicalistssice for Burundi

Human rights and issues relatecetoorist hostage-
taking

Technical assistance for the Sudahe field of human
rights

Technical assistance and capacity-building tortS
Sudan in the field of human rights

Mandate of the Special Rapporteuttenhuman rights
obligations related to environmentally sound
management and disposal of hazardous substances and
waste

Panel to commemorate the twentiethiersary of the
adoption of the Declaration on the Rights of Pesson
Belonging to National or Ethnic, Religious and
Linguistic Minorities

Preventable maternal mortality amorbidity and human
rights

Human rights in the administratidijustice, in
particular juvenile justice

Draft report of the Human Rightsudail on its
seventeenth session

The use of mercenaries as a metwislating human
rights and impeding the exercise of the right ajgies
to self- determination

Human rights and international datity

Promotion of a democratic and eapli¢ international
order

Transparency in funding and staffof the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

The right to development
Human rights and unilateral coeecimeasures

Panel on the promotion of multicméilism as a means of
protecting human rights and combating xenophobia,
discrimination and intolerance

Promoting awareness, understanding and the afiphc
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights thrioug
sport and the Olympic ideal

Cooperation with the United Natipits representatives
and mechanisms in the field of human rights

The incompatibility between demamyrand racism

The role of prevention in the praina and protection of
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A/HRC/18/L.22

A/HRC/18/L.23

A/HRC/18/L.24 and
Rev.1

A/HRC/18/L.25

A/HRC/18/L.26 and
Rev.1

A/HRC/18/L.27
A/HRC/18/L.28

A/HRC/18/L.29 and
Rev.1
A/HRC/18/L.30

A/HRC/18/L.31

A/HRC/18/L.32

A/HRC/18/L.33
A/HRC/18/L.34

A/HRC/18/L.35

10

10

10

human rights

Special Rapporteur on the promotibtruth, justice,
reparation and guarantees of non-recurrence

Human rights and indigenous peoples

Enhancement of technical cooperation and capacit
building in the field of human rights

Advisory services and technicaistsince for Cambodia

Human rights and climate change

Panel on freedom of expressiontenihternet

Reporting of the Secretary-Generathe question of the
death penalty

Regional arrangements for the promotion and ptiate
of human rights

Mandate of the Working Group of Ex{s on People of
African Descent

From rhetoric to reality: a glolzlll for concrete action
against racism, racial discrimination, xenopholnid a
related intolerance

Technical assistance and capdniiiding for Yemen in
the field of human rights

Poland: amendments to draft resmfuf/HRC/18/L.13

Cuba: amendments to amendmentsafd iisolution
A/HRC/18/L.13 contained in document A/HRC/18/L.33

Resumption of rights of membersbipibya in the
Human Rights Council

Documents issued in the Government series

Symbol

A/HRC/18/G/1

A/HRC/18/G/2

A/HRC/18/G/3

A/HRC/18/G/4

Agenda

item
4

Note verbale dated 4 July 2011 ftbmPermanent
Mission of the Syrian Arab Republic to the United
Nations Office and other international organizagiam
Geneva addressed to the President of the HumansRigh
Council

Note verbale dated 22 July 2011 ftbsmPermanent
Mission of Azerbaijan to the United Nations Offiaed
other international organizations in Geneva adect$s
the Secretariat of the Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 8 August 2011 from the Permanent
Mission of Armenia to the United Nations Office and
other international organizations in Geneva adect$s
the President of the Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 25 August 201dresised to the
Secretariat of the Human Rights Council from the
Permanent Mission of Guatemala to the United Nation
Office and other international organizations in ©em
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A/HRC/18/G/5

A/HRC/18/G/6 and
Corr.1

A/HRC/18/G/7

A/HRC/18/G/8

A/HRC/18/G/9

A/HRC/18/G/10

10

Note verbale dated 21 Septembel 2@im the
Permanent Mission of Cambodia to the United Nations
Office and other international organizations in ©em
addressed to the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Note verbale dated 6 September 2011 from the
Permanent Mission of Azerbaijan to the United Nadio
Office and other international organizations in ©em
addressed to the President of the Human Rights ¢lloun

Note verbale dated 13 September 2@ the
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Belarus to the
United Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the secitebhria
the Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 16 September 2@Htessed to the
President of the Human Rights Council from the
Permanent Mission of Costa Rica to the United Nhtio
Office and other international organizations in ©em

Note verbale dated 15 September 2@ the
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Yemen to the
United Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the Presdéme
Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 6 October 2011 from the Perntanen
Mission of Armenia to the United Nations Office and
other international organizations in Geneva adect$s
the President of the Human Rights Council

Documents issued in the non-governmental orgaoaaeries

Symbol

A/HRC/18/NGO/1

A/HRC/18/NGO/2

A/HRC/18/NGO/3

A/HRC/18/NGO/4

Agenda

item

3

Written statement submitted by the Foundation of
Japanese Honorary Debts, a non-governmental
organization on the roster

Written statement submitted by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a ron
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Himalayan
Research and Cultural Foundation, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the General
Research Institute on the Convention on the Rights
of the Child, a nongovernmental organization in
special consultative status
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A/HRC/18/NGO/5

A/HRC/18/NGO/6

A/HRC/18/NGO/7

A/HRC/18/NGO/8

A/HRC/18/NGO/9

A/HRC/18/NGO/10

A/HRC/18/NGO/11

A/HRC/18/NGO/12

A/HRC/18/NGO/13
A/HRC/18/NGO/14

A/HRC/18/NGO/15

Written statement submitted by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a Ron
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Mouvement
contre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre les pesiple
(MRAP), a nongovernmental organization on the
roster

Written statement submitted by Hastern Sudan
Women Development Organization, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by hetwork of
Women's Non-governmental Organizations in the
Islamic Republic of Iran, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted by $welan Council
of Voluntary Agencies (SCOVA), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by 8udan Council
of Voluntary Agencies, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status

Joint written statement submitbgdCaritas
Internationalis(International Confederation of
Catholic Charities), New Humanity, non-
governmental organizations in general consultative
status, the Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni
XXIII, the Association Points-Coeur, the Company
of the Daughters of Charity of St. Vincent de Paul,
the Dominicans for Justice and Peace - Order of
Preachers, the International Institute of Mary Our
Help of the Salesians of Don Bosco, the
International Volunteerism Organization for
Women, Education and Development, the Marist
International Solidarity Foundation Onlus, VIVAT
International, non-governmental organizations in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted by 8ociety Studies
Centre (MADA ssc), a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status

Idem

Written statement submitted by Bastern Sudan
Women Development Organization, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by & Zubair
Charitable Foundation, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status
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A/HRC/18/NGO/16

A/HRC/18/NGO/17

A/HRC/18/NGO/18
A/HRC/18/NGO/19
A/HRC/18/NGO/20

A/HRC/18/NGO/21
A/HRC/18/NGO/22

A/HRC/18/NGO/23

A/HRC/18/NGO/24
A/HRC/18/NGO/25

A/HRC/18/NGO/26

A/HRC/18/NGO/27
A/HRC/18/NGO/28

A/HRC/18/NGO/29
A/HRC/18/NGO/30
A/HRC/18/NGO/31

A/HRC/18/NGO/32

A/HRC/18/NGO/33

3&5

Written statement submitted by khaarij
Foundation for Peace and Development (MFPD), a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Idem

Idem
Idem

Written statement submitted by the Jammu and
Kashmir Council for Human Rights (JKCHR), a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Idem

Written statement submitted by Bastern Sudan
Women Development Organization, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the International
Educational Development, Inc., a non-
governmental organization on the roster

Idem

Joint written statement sutied by the
International Indian Treaty Council, a non-
governmental organization in general consultative
status, the Indigenous Peoples' International €entr
for Policy Research and Education (Tebtebba
Foundation), the Indigenous World Association,
non-governmental organizations in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted by thternational
Educational Development, Inc., a non-
governmental organization on the roster

Idem

Exposicién escrita presentadal@drsamblea
Permanente por los Derechos Humanos (APDH),
organizacién no gubernamental reconocida como
entidad consultiva especial

Idem
Idem

Written statement submitted by Eederation of
Western Thrace Turks in Europe (ABTTF), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by &sian Legal
Resource Centre, a non-governmental organization
in general consultative status

Idem
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A/HRC/18/NGO/34
A/HRC/18/NGO/35
A/HRC/18/NGO/36

A/HRC/18/NGO/37

A/HRC/18/NGO/38

A/HRC/18/NGO/39

A/HRC/18/NGO/40

A/HRC/18/NGO/41

A/HRC/18/NGO/42

A/HRC/18/NGO/43
A/HRC/18/NGO/44
A/HRC/18/NGO/45

A/HRC/18/NGO/46

A/HRC/18/NGO/47

E N

3&5

Idem
Idem

Joint written statement submitigdhe Sudan
Council of Voluntary Agencies (SCOVA), the
International Women Bond (IWB), non-
governmental organizations in special consultative
status, the African American Society for
Humanitarian Aid and Development (ASHAD), a
nongovernmental organization on the roster

Joint written statement submitigdhe Sudan
National Committee on Harmful Traditional
Practices, a nongovernmental organization in
special consultative status, the African American
Society for Humanitarian Aid and Development
(ASHAD), on the roster

Joint written statement submitted by France-
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status, theMouvement contre le Racisme et pour
I’Amitié entre les peuples - MRAP, a non-
governmental organization on the roster

Exposicién escrita preseatgdr la Comision
Juridica para el Autodesarrollo de los Pueblos
Originarios Andinos (Capaj), organizacion no
gubernamental reconocida como entidad consultiva
especial

Written statement submitted by the Arab NGO
Network for Development, a non-governmental
organization on the roster

Written statement submitted by @rganization
for Defending Victims of Violence, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Idem

Idem
Idem

Written statement submitted bgriee-Libertés
Fondation: Danielle Mitterrand, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Palestinian
Centre for Human Rights, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status

Joint written statement submitbgdAl-Hag, Law
in the Service of Man, the Al Mezan Centre for
Human Rights, the Defence for Children
International, the Women'’s Centre for Legal Aid
and Counseling, non-governmental organizations in
special consultative status
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A/HRC/18/NGO/48

A/HRC/18/NGO/49

A/HRC/18/NGO/50

A/HRC/18/NGO/51

A/HRC/18/NGO/52

A/HRC/18/NGO/53

A/HRC/18/NGO/54

A/HRC/18/NGO/55

A/HRC/18/NGO/56

A/HRC/18/NGO/57

A/HRC/18/NGO/58

A/HRC/18/NGO/59

Joint written statement submittgdhe BADIL
Resource Center for Palestinian Refugee and
Residency Rights, the Al

Mezan Center for Human Rights, non-
governmental organizations in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by @airo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Marangopoulos
Foundaton for Human Rights (MFHR), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by @airo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by Eranciscans
International, a non-governmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statement submitted by Rencontre
Africaine Pour la Défense des Droits de 'Homme
(RADDHO), a nongovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Joint written statement submitigd=rance
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, the
WHRIA - Women’s Human Rights International
Association, non-governmental organizations in
special consultative status, the Mouvement contre
le Racisme et pour I’Amitié entre les peuples, a
nongovernmental organization on the roster

Joint written statement submitigdhe France
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status, the Mouvement contre le Racisme et pour
I’Amitié entre les peoples, a nongovernmental
organization on the roster

Written statement submitted by @airo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by Bress Emblem
Campaign (PEC), a non-governmental organization
in special consultative status

Written statement submitted by @airo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by Society for
Threatened Peoples, a non-governmental
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A/HRC/18/NGO/60

A/HRC/18/NGO/61

A/HRC/18/NGO/62

A/HRC/18/NGO/63

A/HRC/18/NGO/64

A/HRC/18/NGO/65

A/HRC/18/NGO/66

A/HRC/18/NGO/67

A/HRC/18/NGO/68

A/HRC/18/NGO/69

A/HRC/18/NGO/70

A/HRC/18/NGO/71

A/HRC/18/NGO/72

A/HRC/18/NGO/73

A/HRC/18/NGO/74

organization in special consultative status

Idem
Idem
Idem
Idem
Idem

Written statement submitted by the Cairo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS), a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Jubilee
Campaign, a non-governmental organization in
special consultative status

Idem

Idem

Idem

Joint written statement submitted by France
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, the
Marangopoulos Foundation for Human Rights
(MFHR), the Women’s Human Rights International
Association (WHRIA), the World Organisation
Against Torture (OMCT), nongovernmental
organizations in special consultative status, the
International Educational Development, Inc., the
Mouvement contre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre
les peuples (MRAP), non-governmental
organizations on the roster

Joint written statement submitted by CIVICUS —
World Alliance for Citizen Participation, a non-
governmental organization in general consultative
status, the International Federation for Human
Rights, the Human Rights House Foundation, non-
governmental organizations in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the Cairo Institute
for Human Rights Studies — CIHRS, a non-
governmental organization in special consultative
status

Idem
Written statement submitted by the Nonviolent

Radical Party, Transnational and Transparty, a non-
governmental organization in general consultative
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A/HRC/18/NGO/75

A/HRC/18/NGO/76

status

Written statement submitted by the Mouvement
contre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre les pesiple
(MRAP), a nongovernmental organization on the
roster

Joint written statement submitted by the
Commission of the Churches on International
Affairs of the World Council of Churches
(CCIA/WCC), the International Association of
Soldiers for Peace, Zonta International, the
International Federation of Settlements and
Neighbourhood Centres (IFS), the International
Council Of Women (ICW-CIF), the International
Assaociation for Religious Freedom (IARF), the
International Youth and Student Movement for the
United Nations (ISMUN), the Brahma Kumaris
University (BKWSU), Soroptimist International
(SI), the International Institute for Non-Aligned
Studies (IINAS), non-governmental organizations
in general consultative status, the World Young
Women's Christian Association (World YWCA),
Buddha'’s Light International Association (BLIA),
the Federacién de Asociaciones de Defensa y
Promocion de los Derechos Humanos (Espana),
Pax Romana (International the Catholic Movement
for Intellectual and Cultural Affairs and the
International Movement of Catholic Students), the
Temple of Understanding (TOU), the Women'’s
World Summit Foundation (WWSF), the
Worldwide Organization for Women (WOW), the
Union of Arab Jurists (UAJ), Rencontre Africaine
pour la Defense des Droits de 'Homme
(RADDHO), the Foundation for the Refugee
Education Trust (RET); the International Bridges to
Justice (IBJ), the Inter-African Committee on
Traditional Practices Affecting the Health of
Women and Children (IAC), the American
Association of Jurists (AAJ), Congretation of our
Lady of Charity of the Good Shepherd, Lassalle-
Institut, the UNESCO Centre of Catalonia
(UNESCO CAT), the Pan Pacific and South East
Asia Women'’s Association (PPSEAWA), the
International Movement for Fraternal Union
Among Races and Peoples (UFER), the
International Federation of Women Lawyers
(FIDA), the International Federation of Women in
Legal Careers (FIFCJ), the Canadian Federation of
University Women (CFUW), the International
Association for Women's Mental Health

(IAWMH), the International Women’s Year

Liaison Group (IWYLG), the Institute of
International Social Development, African Action
on AIDS, the International Society for Traumatic
Stress Studies (ISTSS), the Lama Gangchen World
Peace Foundation (LGWPF), Pax Christi
International, International Catholic Peace
Movement, the Tandem Project, the Solar Cookers
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International (SCI), the World Federation for
Mental Health (WFMH), the United States
Federation for Middle East Peace (USFMEP), the
Network Women in Development Europe (KULU,
Denmark), North-South XXI, the United Towns
Agency for North-South Cooperation, the
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD)),
Maryknoll Fathers and Brothers, Maryknoll Sisters
of St. Dominic, the International Forum for Child
Welfare, the BADIL Resource Center for
Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights, Arab
Lawyers Union, the General Federation of Iraqi
Women, the International Federation of Social
Workers (IFSW), the International Association of
Peace Messenger Cities (IAPMC), the Committee
for Hispanic Children and Families, the Comite
International pour le Respect et I'Application de |
Charte Africaine des Droits de 'Homme et des
Peuples (CIRAC), the Cairo Institute for Human
Rights Studies (CIHRS), the World for World
Organisation (WFWO), the Universal Esperanto
Association (UEA), UNANIMA International, the
Deniz Feneri Association (Light House Aid and
Solidarity Association), the General Arab Women
Federation (GAWF), the International Association
of Schools of Social Work (IASSW), the
International Fellowship of Reconciliation (IFOR),
the Comision Colombiana de Juristas (CCJ), the
COJEP International (Conseil de Jeunesse
Pluriculturelle), the Association of African Women
for Research and Development (AAWORD), the
Center for Migration Studies of New York (CMS)
(member of the Scalabrini International Migration
Network), the World Association for Phychosocial
Rehabilitation (WAPR), the Foundation for
Subjective Experience and Research, African
Women's Development and Communication
Network (FEMNET), Initiatives of Change
International (IOFC), the International Association
of Gerontology and Geriatrics, Associazione
Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII, the Action
internationale pour la paix et le développement
dans la région des Grands Lacs, the General
ArabWomen Federation, National Council of
Women of Great Britain, United Network of Young
Peacebuilders (UNQY), the African Peace Network
(APNET), Right to Energy Sos Future, Myochikai
(Arigatou Foundation), the Fondation Idole, IUS
PRIMI VIRI International Association (IPV), the
African Women Association (AWA), the Femmes
Africa Solidarité (FAS), the International
Movement against all Forms of Discrimination and
Racism (IMADR), the National Alliance of
Women'’s Organisations (NAWO), the Mennonite
Central Committee (IMCC), African Services
Committee (ASC), Guild of Service, Women'’s
International League for Peace and Freedom
(WILPF), nongovernmental organizations in
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A/HRC/18/NGO/77

A/HRC/18/NGO/78

A/HRC/18/NGO/79

A/HRC/18/NGO/80

A/HRC/18/NGO/81

A/HRC/18/NGO/82

A/HRC/18/NGO/83

A/HRC/18/NGO/84

A/HRC/18/NGO/85

3&5
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special consultative status, the Federation foc®ea
and Conciliation (IFPC), the World Association for
the School as an Instrument of Peace, International
Society for Human Rights (ISHR), the Institute for
Planetary Synthesis (IPS), the International Peace
Bureau (IPB), the 3HO Foundation, Inc. (Healthy,
Happy, Holy Organization), the Dzeno Association,
the Country Women Association of Nigeria
(COWAN), the Association Nigerienne des Scouts
de I'Environnement (ANSEN), the International
Peace Research Association (IPRA), the Asia
Pacific Forum on Women, the Law and
Development (APWLD), the International Progress
Organization (IPO), European Federation for Road
Traffic Crash Victims (FEVR), non-governmental
organizations on the roster

Joint written statement submitted by the Cairo
Institute for Human Rights Studies - CIHRS, the
Egyptian Organization for Human Rights - EOHR,
the Center for Egyptian Women's Legal Assistance,
non-governmental organizations in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted by the African-
American Society for Humanitarian Aid and
Development, a nongovernmental organization on
the roster

Written statement submitted by the Syriac
Universal Alliance, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted by the International
Human Rights Association of American Minorities
(IHRAAM), a non-governmental organization on
the roster

Idem

Joint written statement submitted by the
International Women Bond, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status, the
African American Society for Humanitarian Aid
and Development (ASHAD), a nongovernmental
organization on the roster

Written statement submitted by Amnesty
International, a non-governmental organization in
special consultative status

Idem

Joint written statement submitted by Amnesty
International, the Human Rights Watch (HRW), the
International Commission of Jurists (ICJ), non-
governmental organizations in special consultative
status
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A/HRC/18/NGO/86 3
A/HRC/18/NGO/87 4
A/HRC/18/NGO/88 3
A/HRC/18/NGO/89 3
A/HRC/18/NGO/90 3
A/HRC/18/NGO/91 3

Joint written statement submitted by the Indian
Movement “Tupaj Amaru”, a non-governmental
organization in special consultative status, the
World Peace Council, a nhongovernmental
organization on the roster

Idem

Written statement submitted by the International
Human Rights Association of American Minorities
(IHRAAM), a non-governmental organization on
the roster

Written statement submitted by Corporate
Accountability International, a non-governmental
organizations in special consultative status

Idem
Written statement submitted by UNANIMA

International, a non-governmental organization in
special consultative status

Documents issued in the national institutions serie

Symbol Agenda
item
A/HRC/18/NI/1 6

A/HRC/18/NI/2 3

A/HRC/18/NI/3 3

Information presented by the Human Rights
Commission of Malaysia (SUHAKAM)

Information presented by the Equality and Human
Rights Commission of Great Britain

Information presented by the New Zealand Human
Rights Commission
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Special procedures mandate holders appointed biné Council
at its thirteenth session

Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a mearms impeding the exercise of the right
of peoples to self-determination (WEOG member)

Mr. Gabor RONA (United States of America/Hungary)

Independent Expert on the situation of human rightsn Cote d’lvoire
Mr. Doudou DIENE (Senegal)

Working Group on human rights and transnational comorations and other business
enterprises

Mr. Michael ADDO (Ghana)

Mr. Puvan SELVANATHAN (Malaysia)

Mr. Pavel SULYANDZIGA (Russian Federation)

Ms. Alexandra GUAQETA (Colombia/United States of &nca)
Ms. Margaret JUNGK (United States of America)

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racismyacial discrimination, xenophobia
and related intolerance

Mr. Mutuma Ruteere (Kenya)
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