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Part One: Resolutions and decisions

[To be added in the final report]
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Part Two: Summary of proceedings
|. Organizational and procedural matters

A. 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 2011. The Presidehé 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.

B. 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 @enex I).

C. 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.

D. 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, adubhed 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 proceduresidae holders appointed by the Council
at its eighteenth session.

E. 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 Jaeisti@gislation and Human Rights of
Benin, Maitre Maire-Elise Gbedo, delivered stateta¢a the Council.

13. At the 3rd meeting, on 13 September 2011, Foreigmdter of Myanmar, Wunna Maung
Lwin, and the Minister of Justice and Human Righftthe Democratic Republic of the Congo,
Luzolo Bambi Lessa, delivered statements to thenCidu
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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, theidnesof Costa Rica, Laura Chinchilla
Miranda, delivered a statement to the Council.

F. Selection and appointment of mandate holders

17. At its 38th meeting, on 30 September 2011, the Cibuappointed special procedures
mandate holders in accordance with Council resmigtb/1 (see annex V).

G. Consideration of and action on draft proposals
H. Adoption of the report of the session

[I.  Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights and reports of the Office of the Hgh
Commissioner and the Secretary-General

A. Update by the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights

18. At the 1st meeting, on 12 September 2011, the driitations High Commissioner for
Human Rights made a statement providing an updateactivities of her Office.

19. During the ensuing general debate at the same mgeetnd at the 2nd meeting, on the
same day, the following made statements:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Godngstria, Bangladesh, Belgium,
China, Republic of the Congo, Costa Rica, CubacB#epublic, Ecuador, Egybn behalf
of the Non-aligned Movement and the Group of Arahtes), India, Indonesia, Italy, Jordan
Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, ir (on behalf of the Organization of
the Islamic Conference), Philippines, Poland (omalfeof the European Union, Albania,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, LiechtansMontenegro, Serbia and The former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia), Qatar, Republid¢oidova, Romania, Russian Federation,
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Stat8ggin, Switzerland, Thailand, United States
of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &afAfghanistan, Algeria, Australia,
Azerbaijan, Brazil, Canada, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fran@ermany, Honduras, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Japan, Kenya, Morocco, Nepal, Pakisfdaraguay, Republic of Korea, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom ofe@r Britain and Northern Ireland,
Uzbekistan and Viet Nam;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentakgamizations: Amnesty
International, Asian Forum for Human Rights and &epment (Forum-Asia), Canadian
HIV/AIDS Legal Network (also on behalf of the Eusgn Region of the International Lesbian
and Gay Federation), France Libertes: FondationdllarMitterrand, Indian Council of South
America, Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru, Internationidbman Rights Association of
American Minorities, International Humanist and ltal Union, Lawyer's Rights Watch

1 Observer of the Council speaking on behalf of Men@iates and observer States.
GE.10 6
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Canada, Mouvement conte le racism et pour I'angtie les peuples (MRAP), North-South
XXI and United Nations Watch.

B. Interactive dialogue on human rights in Yemen

20. At the 12th meeting, on 19 September 2011, the Bepigh Commissioner presented the
report by the High Commissioner on her Office’stiis Yemen (A/HRC/18/21).

21. At the same meeting, the representative of Yemedens statement as the concerned
country.

22. 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®®nin, China, Czech Republic,
Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Indiaaltiives, Mexico, Norway, Pakistan
(on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Caafee), 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) Observer for a non-governmental organizatmman Center for Human Rights

Studies, Amnesty International, Human Rights Infation and Training Center, Human
Rights Watch and Worldwide Organization for Womeis@ on behalf of Union of Arab
Jurists).

23. At the same meeting, the representative of Yemedens statement as the concerned
country.

24. Also at the same meeting, the Deputy High Commigsi@nswered questions and made
her concluding remarks.

C. Reports of the Office of the United Nations Hig Commissioner
for Human Rights and the Secretary-General

25. 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.

26. At the 8th and 9th meetings, on the same day, then€ll held a general debate on
thematic reports presented by the Deputy High Casimner (see Chapter lll, D).
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D. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

[ll.  Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil, political,
economic, social and cultural rights, including theight to
development

A. Special Representative of the Secretary-Generah children
and armed conflict

27. At the 2nd meeting, on 12 September 2011, the 8pRepresentative of the Secretary-
General for children and armed conflict, Radhikeo@araswamy, presented her report
(A/HRC/18/38).

28. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the 8rgeting, 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, Egypialso on behalf of the Group of Arab States), andi
Indonesia, Italy, Mexico, Norway, Pakistafon behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Philippines, Romania, Russian Federagenegal (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, FranGeorgia, 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, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(e) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

)] Observers for the following non-governmental gamizations: Colombian
Commission of Jurists, Defence for Children Int¢ioral, International Muslim Women
Union and International Save the Children Alliance.

29. At the same meeting, the Special Representativevexesl questions and made her
concluding remarks.

30. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the septatives of Armenia, Azerbaijan,
Georgia and the Russian Federation made stateinesercise of the right of reply.

31. At the same meeting, the representatives of Armant Azerbaijan made statements in
exercise of a second right of reply.

B. Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on human rights and internatioal solidarity

32. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the iadéent expert on human rights and
international solidarity, Virginia Dandan, presehteer oral report.

33. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sammeeting the following made
statements and asked the independent expert questio

(@) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBangladesh, China, Cuba,
Pakistah (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Gaoehce) and United States of
America;
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(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatewmopean Union;

(d) Observers for non-governmental organizatioAssociazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIIl, Federation of Cuban Women, Intelinatll Association of Peace Messenger
Cities, International Institute for Peace, NorthuBoXXI and United School International.

34. At the same meeting, the independent expert ansieprestions 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

35. At the 4th meeting, on 13 September 2011, the @aeson of the Working Group on the
use of mercenaries as a means of violating hungdutsrand impeding the right of peoples
to self-determination, Faiza Patel, presented tlekifdlg Group’s reports (A/HRC/18/32
and Add.2-4).

36. At the same meeting, the representatives of Ega&téuinea, Iraq and South Africa made
statements as concerned countries.

37. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Chairperson of the Wofkingp questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the GlouAwmentina, China, Cuba,
Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Pakistan behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Russian Federation, Spaintzéwiand and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Azerbaijan, Egypt,
Honduras, Pakistan, United Kingdom of Great Britamd Northern Ireland and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatewmopean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentaamizations: Federation of Cuban
Women, North-South XXI and United Towns Agency forth-South Cooperation.

38. 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

39. At the 6th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the &pBeipporteur on contemporary forms
of slavery including its causes and consequencelia@® Shaninian, presented her report
(A/HRC/18/30 and Add.1 and 2).

40. At the same meeting, the representatives of Perl Romania made statements as
concerned countries

41. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sammeeting, 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, PaKig@m behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), United States of America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &atAlgeria, 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;
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(d) Observer for the United Nations entities, spkréd agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,;

(e) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;
)] Observer for one non-governmental organizaidfranciscans International.
42. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur anshgrestions 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

43. At the 6th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the Sp&zpporteur on the adverse effects
of the movement and dumping of toxic and dangerpreducts and wastes on the
enjoyment of human rights, Calin Georgescu, preskis report (A/HRC/18/31 and
Add.2).

44. At the same meeting, the representative of Polaaudena statement as concerned country.

45. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sammeeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gougstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the GlouBbina, Costa Rica, Cote
d’Ivoire’ (on behalf of the Group of African States), Culbmalonesia, Norway, Pakistagon
behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Confe®ndomania, United States of America and

Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Morocco and South
Africa;

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatewmopean Union;

(d) Observer for one non-governmental organizatioWerein  Sudwind

Entwicklungspolitik.

46. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansingarestions and made his concluding
remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the human right to safe driking water and sanitation

47. At the 8th meeting, on 15 September 2011, the @p&eipporteur on the human right to
safe drinking water and sanitation, Catarina deufllerque, presented her reports
(AJHRC/18/33 and Add.1-4).

48. At the same meeting, the representatives of J&lamenia and United States of America
made statements as the concerned countries.

49. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sammeeting, the following made
statements and asked the independent expert gugstio

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Glou@tina, Cuba, Ecuador,
Germany (also on behalf of Bangladesh, Croatia, FrancddiMes, Morocco, Slovenia, Spain
and Uruguay), India, Indonesia, Norway, RepublicMdldova, Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States),Spain, Switzerland andduay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatlgeria, 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) Observers 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;
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)] Observers for the following non-governmental gamizations: Corporate
Accountability International, European Disabilityodam, Franciscans International, Indian
Council of South America and Worldwide OrganizationWomen.

50. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansingrestions and made her concluding
remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigks and fundamental freedoms of
indigenous people

51. 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).

52. At the same meeting, the Chairperson of the Bodrdlrostees of the Voluntary Trust
Fund for Indigenous Populations, Melakou Tegegrderastatement.

53. Also at the same meeting, the representatives @ullie of the Congo, Costa Rica,
Finland, France, Guatemala, New Zealand, Norwayedgw made statements as
concerned countries.

54. At the same meeting, the representatives of Nadtidhanan Rights Institutions of
Guatemala, New Zealand and Norway made statements.

55. 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;

(b) Representatives of the following observer éafustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Canada, Colombia, Denmark, Hil@ip 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 an intergovernmental organizateumopean 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, IntermaioAssociation of Schools of Social
Work, International Committee for the Indians of thmericas (INCOMINDIOS Switzerland),
International Indian Treaty Council, Saami Coun¢ilVAT International .

56. At the 19th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the i8pBapporteur answered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

57. At the same meeting, Wilton Littlechild, membertbé Expert Mechanism of the Rights
of Indigenous Peoples answered questions and nisdercluding remarks.

C. Panels

Panel discussion on the promotion and protectioaf human rights in the context of
peaceful protest

58. 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.
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59. At the same meeting, the President of Maldives, &dtodd Nasheed, made a statement as a
keynote speaker.

60. At the same meeting, the following panellists mati@ements: Maina Kiai, Santiago
Canton, Michael Hamilton, Lake Tee Khaw and BaHeyire Hassan.

61. 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 Gou@ibina (also on behalf of
Algeria, Bangladesh, Bahrain, Belarus, Bolivia (ilational State of), Republic of the Congo,
Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Djifyotcuador, 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), IndoneBiassian Federation,
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Statex) Switzerland,;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAustralia (also on behalf of
Canada and New Zealand), Brazil, Nigeria and Turkey

(c) Observer for Palestine;

(d) Observer for an intergovernmental organizateumopean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentegamizations: Asian Forum for

Human Rights and Development and International fagide for Human Rights Leagues.

62. During the second segment of the ensuing paneuskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjiststions:

(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.

63. 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

64. At the 7th meeting, on 14 September 2011, the dbiwetd 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

65. At the same meeting, the following panellists madatements: Ariranga G. Pillay,
Virginia Dandan and Joseph K. Ingram.

66. Also at the same meeting, Tamara Kunanayakam, @ramn-Rapporteur of the Working
Group on the Right to Development made a statement.

67. 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 CbBwikina Faso, , China, Cuba,
Egypt (on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement), India, t§a 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 an intergovernmental organizateumopean Union;
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(d) Observers for the following non-governmentegamizations: Indian Council of
South America and North South XXI.

68. 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,
Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Confare); 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, sper@éli agencies 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

69. 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

70. 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.

71. At the same meeting, the following panellists matitements: Anand Grover, Chung
Chinsung, Alexandre Kalache, Helena Nygren-Krug Bridget Sleap.

72. 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 Go@tina, Egypt (on behalf of the
Group of Arab States), Indonesia (on behalf of men®tates of the Association of Southeast
Asian Nations), Pakistan(on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Gaehce), Peru,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal (on behalf of the Group ofcah States) and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer&tafrgentina, Brazil and Nepal;
(c) Observer for the Holy See;
(d) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatewmopean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentgamizations: European Disability
Forum and Federation for Cuban Women.

73. 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 Internagbinstitute for Peace.

74. At the same meeting, on the same day, the folloyangellists answered questions:Anand Grover,
Chung Chinsung, Alexandre Kalache, Bridget Sleap Bielena Nygren-Krug.
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Panel discussion on the role of languages and tuk in the protection of well-being and
identity of indigenous peoples

75. 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.

76. At the same meeting, the following panellists meaiatements: James Anaya, Vital
Bambanze, Lester Coyne and Javier Lopez Sanchez.

77. 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 Gloudhile, Guatemala, Mexico,
Norway and Peru;

(b) Representatives of the following observer éafustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Canada, and Nepal;

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatewmopean Union;

(d) Observer for a national human rights instimtibluman Rights Commission of
Malaysia;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentedamizations: European Bureau

for Lesser Used Languages and International Woduffor Indigenous Affairs.

78. During the second segment of the ensuing paneuskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panedjiststions:

(a) Representative of a State Member of the CouRaissian Federation;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &abDenmark, 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 peple

79. At the same meeting, the following panellists angdejuestions: James Anaya, Vital
Bambanze, Wilton Littlechild, Lester Coyne and &aviopez Sanchez.

D. General debate on agenda item 3

80. 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, Senegal (on behalf of the Group of AfliStates), Norway, Russian Federation,
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
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(e) Observers for the following non-governmentalrgamizations: Agence
Internationale pour le Développement, Agir Emsengadar 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 @iggtion 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,
Federacion de Asociaciones de Defensa y Promoc#&nosl Derechos Humanos, France
Libertes: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, Incomirslioindian Council of South America,
Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru (also on behalf of WlofPeace Council), International
Association against Torture, International Assaciafor 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 Orgatians, International Service for Human
Rights, Lawyers Rights Watch Canada, Mouvementredetracisme et pour I'amitié entre les
peuples, Organisation pour la Communication encii et de Promotion de la Cooperation
Economique Internationale - OCAPROCE InternationRieess Emblem Campaign, Save the
Children International, Society for Threatened RespUnion de I'action féminine, United
Schools International, United Nations Watch, Unit@dwns Agency for North-South
Cooperation, World Environment and Resources Coanc World Muslim Congress.

81. At the 9th meeting, on 15 September 2011, a stateimexercise of the right of reply was
made by the representative of China.

E. Consideration of and action on draft proposals
V. Human rights situations that require the Coundl’s attention

A. Interactive dialogue on country situations

Interactive dialogue with the International Commission of Inquiry on Libya

82. At the 12th meeting, on 19 September 2011, Philigpsch presented an oral report on
behalf of the International Commission of Inquiny loibya.

83. At the same meeting, the representative of Libyaleana statement as the concerned
country.

84. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting and at the 13th meeting, on
the same day, the following made statements aneldagie Deputy High Commissioner
guestions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Gloukxgstria, Belgium, Botswana,
Chile, China, Cuba, Czech Republic, Edyfiin behalf of the Group of Arab States), India
(also on behalf of Brazil and South Africa), Indeiae Italy, Jordan, Maldives, Mexico,
Nigeria, Norway, Qatar, Russian Federation, Sgavitzerland, Thailand and United States of
America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tafAlgeria, Australia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Canada, Croatia, Denmark, Egypt, Erai®ermany, Iraq, Japan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Morocco, Portugal, Republic of Korea, 8lda, Sudan, Tunisia, Turkey, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain addrthern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) and Viet Nam;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;
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(d) Observer for a non-governmental organizatibloman Rights Watch, Indian
Movement Tupaj Amaru (also on behalf of World Pe@ceincil), International Human Rights
Association of American Minorities and Press Embleéampaign.

85. At the same meeting, the representative of Libyalana statement as the concerned
country.

86. Also at the same meeting, Philippe Kirsch answeyeegistions and made his concluding
remarks

Interactive dialogue on the situation of human rghts in Syrian Arab Republic

87. At the 14th meeting, on 19 September 2011, the adigh Commissioner presented the
report of the High Commissioner on the situationhaiman rights in the Syrian Arab
Republic on behalf of the High Commissioner.

88. At the same meeting, the representative of theaBy#Airab Republic made a statement as
the concerned country.

89. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Deputy High Commissiarestigpns:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gloukgstria, Belgium, Botswana,
Chile, China, Cuba, Czech Republic, India, Indomesialy, Maldives, Mexico, Norway,
Romania, Russian Federation, Spain, Switzerlan@ildid, United States of America and
Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer étatAustralia, Belarus, Canada,
Croatia, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, mark, France, Germany, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Israel, Japan, Kuwait, Portugal, Rejuof Korea, Slovakia, Sweden, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irafaand Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);
(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observer for a non-governmental organizati@airo Institute for Human Rights
Studies, International Commission of Jurists, Mangat contre le racisme et pour I'amitié
entre les peuples and Rencontre Africaine pouefartse des droits de 'hnomme.

90. At the same meeting, the Deputy High Commissiomsmeared questions and made her
concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue on the situation of human mghts in Belarus

91. At the 15th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the adigh Commissioner presented the
oral report of the High Commissioner on the sitatf human rights in Belarus on behalf
of the High Commissioner.

92. At the same meeting, the representative of Belanade a statement as the concerned
country.

93. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the Ifigetings, 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 Glouxrgyola, Austria, Bangladesh,
Belgium, Botswana, China, Cuba, Czech Republic, dduyy India, Mexico, Norway,
Philippines, Russian Federation, Switzerland, Wh@¢ates of America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tafArmenia, Azerbaijan, Bahrain,
Canada, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, DekmFrance, Germany, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lithuania, Myanm&Pakistan, Slovakia, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Turkmenistan, United Kingdom of Gregritain and Northern Ireland,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of), Viet Nam andanbiabwe;

GE.10 16



A/HRC/18/2

GE.10

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatifuropean Union;

(d) Observer for a non-governmental organizatimnesty International, CIVICUS-
World Alliance for Citizen Participation, Human Ritg House Foundation, Indian Movement
Tupaj Amaru (also on behalf of World Peace Couranil)l International Federation of Human
Rights Leagues (also on behalf of World Organizafldgainst Torture).

94. At the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, theeseptative of Belarus made a
statement as the concerned country.

95. At the same meeting, the Deputy High Commissiomsmeared questions and made her
concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on the situation of human rigts in the Sudan

96. At the 14th meeting, on 19 September 2011, thepedéent expert on the situation of
human rights in the Sudan, Mohammed Chande Othnmmaesented his reports
(A/HRC/18/40 and Add.1).

97. At the same meeting, the representatives of theusathd South Sudan made statements
as concerned countries.

98. During 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 Glodngstria, Bangladesh, Belgium,
Benin, Burkina Faso, China, Czech Republic, Ebypn behalf of the Group of Arab States),
India, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, Pakistafon behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Qatar, Romania, Russian Federatiomdi Ssrabia, Senegal (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Spain, Switzerland, Téradl and United States of America;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &tatAlgeria, Australia, Bahrain,
Brazil, Canada, Denmark, Egypt, Ethiopia, Francern@ny, Ireland, Japan, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Netherlands, Oman, Republic of Korea, Slovakiay&fia, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Turkey, United Arab Emirates and United KingdomGueat Britain and Northern Ireland;

(c) Observer for one intergovernmental organizatieuropean Union;

(d) Observer for a non-governmental organizatisetion internationale pour la paix
et le développement dans la région des Grands Ba@jbair Charitable Foundation (also on
behalf of Eastern Sudan Women Development Orgaoizand Sudan Council of Voluntary
Agencies), Amnesty International, Comité Internagibpour le Respect et I'application de la
Charte Africaine des Droits de 'Homme et des ResjpHuman Rights Watch and Maarij
Foundation for Peace and Development (also on beh&lastern Sudan Women Development
Organization and Sudan Council of Voluntary Ageskie

99. At the 15th meeting, on 20 September 2011, theesgmitatives of Sudan and South Sudan
made statements as concerned countries.

100 At the same meeting, the independent expert ansivegrestions and made his concluding
remarks.

General debate on agenda item 4

101 At its 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, andha@t?tth and 26th meetings on 23
September 2011, the Council held a general delrategenda item 4, during which the
following made statements:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Gloufuastria, Belgium, China,
Cuba, Czech Republic, Norway, Poland (on behalfhef European Union, Albania, Bosnia
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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 iWtement 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 Liberteondation Danielle Mitterrand,
International Educational Development, Inc. and VEoie Human Rights International
Association), Network of Women’s Non-governmentabénizations in the Islamic Republic
of Iran, Rencontre Africaine pour la défense desitsirde '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&ces Council, World Federation of
Trade Unions and World Muslim Congress.

102 At the 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, statesmarexercise of the right of reply
were made by the representatives of AzerbaijanrdahChina, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicand Zimbabwe.

103 At the 26th meeting, on 23 September 2011, statesmianexercise 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, Russian Federation, Sri Lanka, the SuBgrian Arab Republic, Uzbekistan
and Zimbabwe.

104 At the same meeting, statements in exercise otanseright of reply were made by the
representatives of Algeria, the Democratic PeopR&public of Korea, Japan and
Morocco.
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V. Human rights bodies and mechanisms

A. Complaint Procedure

105At the 11th meeting, on 11 September 2011, antheaBth meeting, on 27 September
2011, the Council held two closed meetings of thmlaint procedure.

106 At the 30th meeting, on 27 September 2011, theidtes 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.”

B. Expert Mechanism on the rights of indigenous peples

107 At the 16th meeting, on 20 September 2011, the rgbiEon-Rapporteur of the expert
mechanism on the rights of indigenous peoples,| Btanbanze, presented the reports of
the expert mechanism (A/HRC/18/42 and A/HRC/18/43).

108 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 51-57).

C. General debate on agenda item 5

109At its 19th meetings, on 21 September 2011, then€ibheld a general debate on agenda
item 5, during which the following made statements:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Goumtvia' (also on behalf of
Albania, Andorra, Armenia, Australia, Belgium, Basrand Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republenmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, dtyndceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Lebanon, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Niad, Monaco, Montenegro,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, PeruanBplPortugal, Republic of Korea,
Republic of Moldova, Romania, San Marino, Serbitgv&kia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macaido Turkey, Tunisia, Ukraine, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland anduguay), Norway (also on behalf of
Argentina, Chile, Maldives, Mexico, Sweden, Switaad, Thailand, Turkey and United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), &ud (on behalf of the European Union,
Albania, Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croalialand, Montenegro, the Republic of
Moldova, Serbia, The former Yugoslav Republic of dddonia, Turkey and Ukraine) and
Republic of Moldova;

(b) Observers for the following non-governmentejamizations: Cairo Institute for
Human Rights Studies, Centre for Human rights agacE Advocacy, Colombian Commission
of Jurists, Commission of International Affairs thfe World Council of Churches (also on
behalf of Earth Justice), France Libertés : Fomtabanielle Mitterrand Incomindios, Indian
Council of Education, Indian Council of South Anwai Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru,
International Buddhist Relief Organisation, Intdiomal Institute for Non-Aligned Studies,
Liberation, Network of Women's Non-governmental @rigations in the Islamic Republic of
Iran, Nord-Sud XXI, Permanent Assembly for Humamt®s, Rencontre Africaine pour la
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défense des droits de I'homme, Syriac Universaliadde and Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik.

D. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

VI. Universal periodic review

110Pursuant 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.

A. Consideration of universal periodic review outcomes

111In 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.

Belgium

112The review of Belgium was held on 2 May 2011 in foomity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, am@s based on the following
documents:

€) The national report submitted by Belgium in@dance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HR@.6/11/BEL/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJHRC/WG.6/11/BEL/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/BEL/3).

113At its 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Belgium (see section @l

114The outcome of the review of Belgium comprisesrégort of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/3), the viewd B8elgium concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well agalksntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome byplbeary 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

115His 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 Workingupr that showed Belgium's
commitment to human rights and the importancedtchied to the UPR.

116 Ambassador Roux referred to the commitments madgeyium during its election to the
Human Rights Council to engage to promote and ptdiaman rights, convinced that
civil, political, economic, social and cultural hig are universal, indivisible,
interdependent and intrinsically linked.
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117 Belgium’s aim during the UPR was to accept as nt@epmmendations 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.

118These recommendations include, inter alia: thdigation 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.

119Belgium has accepted to establish a national hurgdats 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 Corneardf 12 August 1949.

120Since May 2011, the Belgian authorities have turtiesr attention to the follow up on
these recommendations.

121 Hence 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 ibesGervice. Meanwhile, other federal and
federated institutions have taken the lead on thgldmentation of the other
recommendations.

122.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 partstlid reservations to ICPPR and other
human rights Conventions was underway. At the siame, Belgium agreed to reconsider
the interpretative declaration made under Artictef LCERD.

1231t 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.

124Belgium 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 umstib, 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.

125Belgium 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 thegeution 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.

126 Belgium also accepted to circulate and implemeatBangkok rules in the framework of
its reform of the judicial system (recommendati®2 1.3).

127 With 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
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trafficking of human beings that focuses partidylan minor victims had been adopted in
2008. A working group on “minors travelling alonad 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.

1280n issues related to minorities (recommendatiord4l@nd 11), Belgium had made a
reservation to the concept of “national minorityJam 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

129.Finally, Ambassador Roux, stressed that Belgiura waluntarily committed itself to
submit a mid-term report to the Human Rights Colunc2013, to provide an overview on
the progress achieved.

130He 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.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

131 Algeria noted with satisfaction that Belgium acegptmany 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 gettlie 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.

132 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. Beldurther 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.

133Morocco noted with satisfaction the existence ahachanism 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. Momappreciated 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.

134lran (Islamic Republic of) regretted that most loé 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.
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135Romania welcomed the fact that Belgium preparednégonal 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 welcadnielgium’s acceptance to create a
national human rights institution in accordancewtfite Paris Principles.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

136.The Islamic Human Rights Commission (IHRC) exprdssencern at the discrimination
experienced by women wearing face-veil or headsétgtated 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 EasspCourt of Human on the right to
freedom of religion, IHRC added that Belgium shocdanply with human rights standards
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.

137The 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 #ug i;n school curricula. It also
recommended Belgium to explicitly include sexualeotation and gender identity as
grounds for discrimination in its Constitution. A&&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.

138The International Commission of Jurists (ICJ) webea 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 gpgle of non-refoulement in
automatically transferring an asylum-seeker to GaeeWhile Belgium froze this
procedure in October 2010, ICJ stated that Belgitwuld 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.

139 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
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1401In 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.

141 Ambassador Roux stressed the existence of strisctumg 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

Denmark

142The review of Denmark was held on 2 May 2011 infaomity 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 accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/DNK/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk patragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/DNK/3).

143At its 18" meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Council corsiiand adopted the
outcome of the review of Denma(kee section C below).

144 The outcome of the review of Denmatkmprises 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

145The delegation was honored to address the plenegfing 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 opash @nstructive dialogue with members
of the Human Rights Council and observer statesthen human rights situation in

Denmark.

146 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.

147 The delegation discussed the UPR as a mechanidmawitie 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.
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148The delegation emphasized the fact that the UPRegm 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.

149The delegation took the opportunity to thank allnmhers 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.

150Denmark received 133 recommendations of which 82 limeen 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 #reé& Islands. The delegation informed
that all recommendations have been subject to wlasefutiny and all relevant authorities
have been involved.

151The 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.

152 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.

153The delegation highlighted the role of civil sogigtvolvement, 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.

154The delegation expressed its gratitude to all eartvolved for their invaluable support
during the UPR process and thanked the Troika le&éecretariat for the constructive and
effective cooperation.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

155 Algeria noted the acceptance of 82 of 133 recomiaéons, 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.
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156.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 imgaiéed 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 woaral 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.

157 Romania acknowledged the high level of respechéonan rights upheld by Denmark and
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 thesiDalglegation 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 womerdagorotection of victims of domestic
violence.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

158The Danish Institute for Human Rights acknowled@shmark’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 axtepting individual complaint
mechanisms under international law; setting up nstr@and independent institutions
including an Ombudsperson for children; adequatedifig 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.

159The 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 cigtesjudice 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-estabigholerance towards them.

160The European Region of the International Lesbiad &way 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
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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 tgwaent.

161Save the Children regretted that Denmark did nadoept 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
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 asitiudaeply 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.

162 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 uneldew. It appreciated the
involvement of civil society in the preparationtbg 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 figl@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-tesnarlegislation and noted its serious
concerns about unfair procedures for terror-suspétt deportation proceedings and
weakened legal safeguards for the protection ofapsi. It urged Denmark to bring
legislation on rape in line with international leand was disappointed that Denmark
rejected the recommendation to create an Ombud&nahildren rights.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

163The delegation concluded by expressing their sen¢banks for the comments made
during the plenary session, whether from membédysewer states or from civil society.
The head of delegation made a personal remarkregards 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

164The 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);
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(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/ PLW/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/ PLW/3).

165At its 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Palau (see section C below

166 The outcome of the review of Palau comprises tip@nteof 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
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactlialogue in the Working Groujsee
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

167 Mr. Jeffrey Antol, Director, Bureau of Foreign Afifs, 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.

168Palau had found the UPR to be a useful tool inssésg 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 pretect the Republic of Palau.

169 Palau referred to the recently concludet #&cific Island Forum Leaders meeting held in
New Zealand, which had welcomed the successfuicization 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.

170The Forum Leaders welcomed the presence of theetdNations Secretary-General, Ban
Ki-moon. They expressed deep appreciation for thlmable 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.

1710n 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.

172 Palau proceeded to acknowledge the assistancee d?dhific Islands Forum Secretariat,
Secretariat of the Pacific Community Regional RigResource Team and the Office of
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the High Commissioner for Human Rights Pacific Regl Office, for their support in the
UPR process for Palau.

173Palau recalled that during the Working Group it hadeived 106 recommendations and
already responded to 64 of them. Further consaitatind consideration was required to
respond to the other 42 recommendations madecorsultation was held recently with
relevant government agencies and civil societysgess the various recommendations.

174 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
these instruments and determining Palau’s capacitiresources to fulfill its obligations
under those treaties.

1750n the establishment of a national human rightsitit®n (NHRI), Palau accepted this
recommendation. Palau continued to work with theifRalslands Forum Secretariat and
Asia Pacific Forum through consultations to devedamreness 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 governmenistties and Agencie§he outcome
of that consultation would determine the move taigsaestablishing an NHRI.

176 On the status of children born of foreign pareR@au 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 exploitatiérchildren 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.

177 Palau looked forward to sharing its progress onpittanotion and protection of human
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.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

178 Algeria expressed satisfaction with Palau’s encgingy human rights record. Algeria
acknowledged Palau’s challenge to implement allattbeepted recommendations. Algeria
highly appreciated Palau’s decision to sign corendmu 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.
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179Morocco noted Palau’s exemplary cooperation wite tbniversal Periodic Review.
Morocco welcomed Palau’s acceptance of more tharreé@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
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.

180New Zealand was pleased that Palau accepted maognneendations 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 efew®t 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 iecommendation 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 stakelu#rs

181 Canadian HIV/Aids Legal Network commended Palagsimitment 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 ld®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 treagjedllg 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

182 Palau thanked the previous speakers for theiniatgions, 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

183The 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 accordawité paragraph 15
(b) (AJHRC/WG.6/11/SOM/2);
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SOM/3).

184 At its 20" meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Council corsiiand adopted the
outcome of the review of Somalia (see section Gvagel

185The 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
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

186.The delegation of Somalia, headed by H. E. Ambasgs#dsuf M. |. 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 poteintrisis and humanitarian disaster, but
no one paid attention to the information Somaliavjated.

187 The prolonged internal armed conflicts of over tlezades 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; redbatiion; 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.

188The Government of Somalia is committed to contiguinis pattern of consultation and
inclusivity. The second consultative meeting untle® Roadmap will take place in
Puntland in October, and will focus on the drafbstitution. The Government has also
invited Al-Shabaab to lay down their arms and jihia table for peaceful negotiations and
dialogue without preconditions.

189The 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.

190Despite all the constraints and challenges, Sonm#s 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 thermational human rights mechanisms,
has been the submission and presentation of Sdsblidversal Periodic Review national
report in Geneva on 3 May 2011. That was the fime that Somalia has been able to
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develop a national report and engage with a hurgdnisr mechanism, productively and
cooperatively, since 1984.

191 However, the lack of engagement for the past 2%syshould 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
before the adoption of The Hague and Geneva Coiovert mitigated and regulated the
conduct of clan hostilities and the treatment afimme groups.

192 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 arthigal 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.

193The 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!.

194The 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 werek 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.

195The 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.

196 Somalia took its participation in the UPR exercsean important opportunity to reflect
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 cyctktha beginning of a new one.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

197 Algeria commended Somalia for having acceptechallrfecommendations it had received.
In consultation with Somalia, the international coumity should try to find lasting
solutions to the humanitarian crisis. The limitasdiatance to combat famine would not be
sufficient unless donors help the country to insesits institutional capacity to managing
crisis.

198 Cuba referred to a number of challenges that Sarfeatied, including the internal conflict,
the lack of food and recent droughts, the lack ddécmate health infrastructures etc. It
noted that all those problems would have a negatiygact in the implementation of the
recommendations put forward during the universalriogéc review. Therefore,
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international cooperation is necessary to help $iama address challenges and to meet
Somalia’s call for international assistance.

199The United States of America welcomed Somalia’ssptance 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
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.

200Saudi 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.

201 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.

202Qatar 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 facitsarengthen 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.

203Morocco 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.

204Bahrain 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 remaizedl 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.

205.srael 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 provideort to the TFG in the areas of
technical assistance and capacity building.

206.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 humahtsrigobligations and fulfil the
Millennium Development Goals.
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207 ltaly stated it was heartened by the fact that Sianha@d 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.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

208The 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.

209.The 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.

210Human 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

211Amnesty 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

212International 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 breakingtpdie 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

213In 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

214The 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);
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SYC/3).

215At its 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Seychelles (see sectitelGw).

216.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

217 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 ampportunities 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.”

218In Seychelles, the concept of a great nation wagslefined by its budget surplus or bank
reserves, but by the happiness index of each oiis oitizens, which is called “people-
centred development.” It meant a developmentttiai into consideration the individuals
that made up the workforce and that also took speare of other people.

219Concomitant with the development in tourism, fiseer 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.

220Seychelles stated that its legislative framewortoempassed the necessary mechanisms to
secure economic growth and the implementation csprograms while the fundamental
rights and freedoms of the people were safeguarded.

2211n 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 ptaze of the Universal Periodic
Review and even assisted with funds for the padiitdbn of its delegates in the sessions.

222 The delegation stated that Seychelles acceptedetmmendations 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 tiiea 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.

223Seychelles accepted recommendations in relatidhetaational 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. Angeaon the scope of its functions,
powers and membership would require an amendmetitetdProtection of the Human
Rights Act, 2009". It might also entail other adisirative measures such as budget
allocation, or its increase. The Government woaildew the proposal in due time.

224 Seychelles accepted the recommendations in reldtothe elections. More specific
comments on them would be published in the statemdwch will be posted on the
Extranet of the Human Rights Council. As to tleeammendation for the National
Human Rights Commission to monitor the electiohs, delegation stated that they could
be invited to do so.

225Seychelles also accepted the recommendations oiamed

226.The delegation stated that the recommendationsecoimg reporting commitments under
international human rights treaties were acceptedrther steps to ameliorate the
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implementation of the strategy to address the pegjpm and submission of outstanding
reports to Treaty Monitoring Bodies were being takg the Government and works in the
preparation of some outstanding reports had beigat@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.

227 Seychelles 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.

228 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.

229.The recommendations on domestic violence and groteof 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 recommendaifothe 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.

230.The delegation stated that it would not acceptréioemmendations concerning the age of
criminal responsibility, however, indicated thatwiis open to review them again in the
future. The delegation added that Section 15 efRbnal Code expressly provided that a
person below the age of seven was not criminadlyldéi, while those in between the age of
seven and twelve would be liable if they knew ti@ty should not do the acts giving rise
to the offences. The delegation also stated thatpttinciple of limited liability depending
on one’s mental capacity is universal, and at tAmestime, there is no universally
accepted age of criminal responsibility. Seychetlessidered 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.

231Seychelles accepted the recommendations on youfhe standards set out in the
Convention on the Rights of the Child referredhte‘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.

232The 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.

233The recommendations in relation to sexual orieotatvere 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 ri&itution stated that “Every person has
a right to equal protection of the law including tbnjoyment of the rights and freedoms
set out in this Charter without discrimination omyaground except as is necessary in a
democratic society.” The one provision in the Pdbatle for “sodomy” did not directly
discriminate homosexuals as it was intended foali@ng 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
guarantee the Constitutional precept that leshiay, bisexual and transsexual persons
were not to be discriminated in Seychelles.

234 Seychelles accepted the recommendations on hedltlditional explanations would be
found in the more comprehensive statement whichldvbe posted on the Extranet of the
Human Rights Council.

235.The recommendations on water were accepted. Poowisstatistics from the 2010 Census
indicated that most households received treatednfiadm the Public Utilities Company’s
mains supply. However, during periods of prolongedv rainfall, the Company
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implemented its emergency plans, which entailedricti®ns 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 connectedshwiliould yield one million litres of
water and the rest were expected to be connectédeready 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.

236.0n other various miscellaneous recommendationsdéhegation indicated the positions
of Seychelles:

237 Seychelles accepted the recommendations to impletimemecommendations of the 2008
Constitutional Review.

238Seychelles also accepted to bring, in the contéxte Constitutional Review, the Public
Order Act governing public assemblies in line vtk principles of the Constitution.

239Seychelles accepted the recommendation to contireu@doption and implementation of
public policies aimed at protecting the personshwdisabilities and ensure their equal
access to dignified housing, employment and health.

240Seychelles accepted the recommendation to consiidepossibilities of adopting non-
custodial sentences where feasible as well as mesagureintegrate the prison population
into society. Works to reintegrate offenders intwisty were undertaken by specialized
staff at the prison. Also, the Rehabilitation offéfders Act of 1996 afforded an offender
the opportunity to start afresh after a period lsftantion from crime as it prohibited the
unauthorised disclosure of the convictions in respéthese offences.

241Seychelles did not accept the recommendation toirpyilace an independent Police
Complaints Commission. The Government was of iba/\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.

242 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to pubiteppropriate mechanisms to ensure
that individuals and members of the political oppos would be able to take part freely
in public rallies and peaceful demonstrations, emeéxpress their views without fear of
reprisals, including via all forms of media.

243 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to cond@lésing and implementing a national
strategy for Human Rights Education which would eroboth the formal educational
sector and a wider public for enhancing human sightareness.

244 Seychelles accepted the recommendation to requestssary technical assistance and
cooperation for implementation of the recommendeticaccepted in the Universal
Periodic Review.

245 Seychelles’ first Universal Periodic had been a aritful and enriching experience from
various aspects, including the wide national cadmsioh undertaken during the
preparation of the National Report and the detadlerditiny of the National Report made
by the participants in the Working Group, which sutted 77 recommendations. These
recommendations, together with an Information Nateviding the steps in the process,
were presented to the Cabinet of Ministers, inelgdhe Vice-President and the President
of Seychelles. The delegation indicated that Sefjet had made full use of this
important process and learned more about good ipeactn the implementation and
enforcement of human rights.

246.The objective of increasing human rights’ awarerasall levels had been achieved and
the Government had been once more convinced ofntexl to keep in place the
mechanisms that would allow continuity in humanhtgy dissemination. Neither the
adoption of the outcome of the Seychelles in ther€o plenary nor the publication of
the report on Seychelles’ Universal Periodic Revigauld be the end of the process.
Seychelles would be attentive to the views and memendations of its national and
international partners.

247 The delegation thanked the Human Rights Counal répresentatives of the participating
member states, observer states and the United rdatigencies for accompanying
Seychelles in the construction of the small greatfom that it was. Seychelles looked
forward to working together in order to make itx@ed Universal Periodic Review
another rewarding and fruitful experience.
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2. Views expressed by Member and observer States tfie Council on the review

outcome

248 Algeria took note of the responses provided by Selfes to the recommendations which
it had received during the UPR Working Group, indhg to the three recommendations
made by Algeria in relation to the accreditationl 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 tealization of the Millennium
Development Goals, which had a positive effectl@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.

249 Cuba noted that Seychelles was a small countryhhdtsuffered 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 madsidzrable progress in the area of
human rights. For example, Seychelles had achienedt of the Millennium
Development Goals and reached a 100 per cent eanblmate 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 thahd made a modest contribution to
these efforts through long-standing cooperationd @&nencouraged the Seychelles to
further pursue its socio-economic development plans

250Morocco indicated that the realization of the Miltdum Development Goals and the level
of human development in Seychelles should encouthgespecialized international
institutions to provide Seychelles with technicakiatance that it deemed necessary to
accompany its national efforts in meeting the @majes leading to the vulnerability of its
economy. International cooperation was particuldesirable 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@$s such as the creation of the Media
Commission, the Strategic Plan of the Judiciary] &éme 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 andtssion.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

251Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droits 'Hemime (RADDHO) noted with
satisfaction the progress made by Seychelles tamwvaadhieving the Millennium
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 changalljnt welcomed advances made in
health care and the reduction of child and matemmattality as well as the high level of
other social indicators.

252 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 replean 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

GE.10 38



A/HRC/18/2

GE.10

which protects individuals from discrimination bdsen sexual orientation and enquired
what others steps were being taken or planned w@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

253 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.

254 Concerning the other question on the steps bekentar planned in order to advance non-
discrimination on the grounds of both sexual oa#&ioh and gender identify, the
delegation stated that, the first step could beefmeal the referred Section in the Penal
Code. Then, the Government’s position on LGBTH(les, gay, bisexual and transgender)
people could be disseminated.

255The 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

256The 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 154A80RC/WG.6/11/SLB/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanié 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

257 At its 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Solomon Islands (see sedli below).

258.The outcome of the review of Solomon Islands cosgwithe report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/18/8), twgews of Solomon Islands
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusesgell 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 commitmentnd on the outcome

259 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.

260.The delegation recalled that it needed time to aibngith 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.
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261.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.

262 Regarding 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 Govermim

263 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.

264The 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).

265The 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 Cotiwarcould be implemented. Therefore
it supported recommendations 81.39 — 81.41, 8B448 and 81.56-81.58.

266.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).

267 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.

268The 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%Bldnd recommendations on
legislative and judicial reform (recommendations48land 81.46).

269 Concerning recommendations that were only partatlyepted, the delegation stated that
Solomon Islands could not fully accept at this tirmeommendation 81.21 that called for
change the property and inheritance legal framesvofke 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 ogiip 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.

2700n 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
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relations between consenting adults of the sameSeh 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

271In 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.

272The 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’ summAiuckland recognized the UPR
mechanism and supported governments in this iviéatacknowledging the wide
partnerships formed in the process.

273 Furthermore, Pacific Leaders had put in the forgfrine issue of Sexual and Gender
Based Violence with the recent establishment ooeu 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.

274 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

275Algeria 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
efforts to ensure economic social and cultural tegHt thanked the delegation for
providing a response to the remaining 58 recomntégna 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.

276 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 tlmbo®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.

277Morocco 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 ofidimal 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
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in the implementation of recommendations, in paféic because of high unemployment,
poverty and climate change in the region. Morocoosaered 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.

278New Zealand warmly welcomed the Solomon Islandfi¢ocadoption of the UPR. It noted
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.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

279 Save 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 edgthe Government to consider the
decriminalisation of sexual acts between conserghgts.

280Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network expressed its diasiptment that the Solomon
Islands was not ready to accept recommendatiorregeal provisions that criminalize
sexual activity between consenting adults of thmesaex. It noted that the Human Rights
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 Noru@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.

281 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 andaiupecondary 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.

282 Amnesty International welcomed the focus in théeevon violence against women and
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
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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

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

283The delegation was grateful for all statements aiiber reiterated or elaborated the
position of the Solomon Islands on the issues daise

Latvia

284The 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).

285At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Latvia (see section C &lo

286.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
were not sufficiently addressed during the intévactiialogue 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

287The 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.

288Latvia 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 implementedeoimathe 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.

289The 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 Interipagl Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights; to the Convention on the Elimioatiof all Forms of Discrimination
Against Women; to the Convention against Torturel @ther 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.

290With 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
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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.

2911 atvia accepted the recommendation towards thdication of the Second Optional
Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil &wdlitical 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

2921 atvia mentioned that numerous questions had baised by delegations regarding the
Ombudsman’s Office and several recommendations wede in this regard. Latvia did

not envisage enlarging the mandate of the Ombudsmadhe established mandate is very

broad and fully complies with the Paris Principléghile describing the mandate of this

institution, Latvia stated that the Ombudsman’saegy for 2011-2013 sets amongst the
institution’s priorities launching the procedurer fits accreditation to the international

coordination body of national human rights instdos.

293l atvia 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 respongii for violation of the non-
discrimination principle. Latvia will continue effis to protect the rights of women,
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 intoteesl laws as an integral part of the
overall legislative framework, a situation, whicheinsuring expected results.

2941 atvian anti-discrimination norms apply also ton@hate 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.

295Regarding the recommendations to amend the Crirhenalconcerning 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.

296 Latvia could not provide a definitive answer to teeommendations 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 enfoezgragencies, within their mandate,
will continue efforts in combating discrimination.

2971 atvia stated that a number of international orgatidns 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 diverstakeholders.
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298The State Language Law provides the integratiomatfonal 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 shouldpbevided to a person in a language
other than the official language.

299Regarding the recommendations on granting cert@ghts 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 bgedthore than 140,000 non-citizens.
Latvia accentuated that non-citizen’s status isemporary status and thus obtaining
citizenship is the most effective way of expanding scope of an individual’s rights.

300With regard to the recommendations aimed at grgraimomatic 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.

301The Latvian Government has made significant effantacilitating the naturalisation
process by assessing on a regular basis the notivat remaining non-citizens. Further
measures will be undertaken for the facilitatiord aptimization of the naturalization
process, as well as for society integration.

302Latvia 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 alegislative regulation has already led to
a decrease in the number of cases of human traf§jcduring the past few years.

303Regarding 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.

304 Latvia also emphasized the importance of increaiiegpopulation’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 insiins, Ombudsman, NGOs and mass
media. Latvia noted that the role of NGOs in pramgphuman rights is essential.

305The delegation concluded that, over twenty-one geafter 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. Therefateid 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

306 Algeria praised the frankness of the Latvian ddiegain describing the problems and
shortcomings it faced. It appreciated the acceptaraf a high number of
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recommendations, including two made by Algeriazatise 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.

307The Russian Federation was surprised that Latvjacted 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.

308 Estonia thanked the Republic of Latvia for its ol 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
measures for the protection of rights of childred disabled persons and the promotion of
gender equality. It also noted a continued improsetrof 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.

309Moldova applauded the constructive engagement ofidavith the UPR. It welcomed
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.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

310European 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 raisingsiiets. 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 thate tiyogyakarta Principles on the
Application of International Human Rights Law inlagon to Sexual Orientation and
Gender Identity be applied as a guide to assigblicy-making.
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311Rencontre africaine pour la Défense des Droits 'denime (RADDHO) appreciated
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 combatnan 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.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

3121In conclusion, Latvia underlined the enriching exprece 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

313 The review of Sierra Leone was held on 5 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 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).

314 At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Sierra Leone (see secidrelow).

315The 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 commitmen&nd on the outcome

316.The delegation, on behalf of President Koroma fireaéd 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.

317 Sierra Leone welcomed the opportunity of beingeersd in May and most especially,
appreciated all recommendations made by Statesret2®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.

3180n returning to Sierra Leone, the delegation preskits 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.
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319The 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 weld in major cities, starting in the
east and culminating in Freetown.

320At 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 Sierend’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.

321 There were plans to hold the proposed high levakalbation with cabinet Ministers and
the higher echelons of the civil service almost mdmtely following the delegation’s
return to Freetown.

322 Sierra Leone’s provided its position on the recomdagions. 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.

323Sierra 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.

324 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

325Algeria commended the constructive commitment @fri@i Leone in the framework of
UPR and its rather spectacular acceptance of 126émmmendations 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 awulated 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.

326 Morocco stated that the acceptance of the majofingcommendations, 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
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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.

327 Mauritania congratulated Sierra Leone for its humights accomplishments in a difficult
socio-economic context. Sierra Leone’s acceptarfidheo 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.

328Nigeria commended Sierra Leone for its efforts tmnmote transparency and the
reintegration of the various war victims. Nigeregcognized 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
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.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakelu#rs

329.The Human Rights Commission of Sierra Leone, wihiatl just been accredited with “A”
status, held the view that positive steps would hevwaken 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®frécommendations, 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 tlevancement of women and children.
The Commission looked forward to: establishing teyr 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@&s 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.

330World Vision Sierra Leone welcomed the Governmend#isceptance of several
recommendations concerning maternal and child he¥forld Vision, while recognizing

the authorities’ implementation of the free heg#itkage, 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 perdottealth 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.

331Save the Children presented its statement on behétfie Child Rights Coalition — Sierra
Leone. The Child Rights Coalition commended theve&®oment for immediately
accepting 101 recommendations made by the workimgugsand the open attitude for
collaboration with the Human Rights Commission acidil society towards the
implementation of the recommendations. While conuiren the acceptance of

49



A/HRC/18/2

recommendation 81.36, they called on the Governneeptt in place effective measures
to address the inadequate implementation of the& Z0ild Rights Act (CRA), as key
Child Protection structures such as Child Welfarem@ittees 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.

332 Amnesty International highlighted that thirteentssaraised the issue of the death penalty
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
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.

333Rencontre Africaine pour la Defense des Droits ‘thorhme (RADHO) recalled the
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 preparaof the 2012 elections and combatting
genital mutilations as well as discrimination agaiwomen and albino children, who were
allegedly killed as part of occult practices.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

334 The delegation expressed appreciation to spea&ethdir contributions. All issues raised
had been noted.

335Sierra 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.

336 Responding to questions raised, Sierra Leone cereddthe 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. aswomposed not only government
functionaries but also civil society organizati@ml some development partners. Its work
continued.
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337Sierra Leone was taking steps to ensure that emlénjoyed 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.

338Access to justice was receiving active attentioBigrra 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.

339.The Government was committed and continued to imphg the recommendations of the
Truth and Reconciliation Commission.

340Sierra Leone made reference to recommendation 8hliBe 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.

341The delegation totally rejected the idea of chiléiig for occult purposes and stated that
this did not happen in Sierra Leone.

Singapore

342The review of Singapore was held on 6 May 2011 dnfarmity with all the relevant
provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1, amés based on the following
documents:

(a) The national report submitted by Singaporectcoadance 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 accordamne¢h paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SGP/2); and

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SGP/3 and A/IHRC/WG.6/SGP/3/Corr.1).

343 At its 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the HuR@hts Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review on Singaporegsetion C below).

344 The outcome of the review of Singapore compriseséjport 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 commitmentnd on the outcome

345The Singapore delegation reaffirmed that the UP&g¢ss 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 domexilicies 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.

346 The delegation noted that, at the time of its mevieSingapore had received 112
recommendations of which it had accepted 52, refecl and deferred 39
recommendations. After careful consideration, paye 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 Sioga/as not ready to support related
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to crime and security issues, including with regésdthe 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 butably 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 dqgstoach, taking into consideration its
specific domestic situation and other relevantdiesct The delegation also underlined that
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.

347 Singapore noted that it had also accepted in parintany 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 iaetfthe ILO Maritime Labour Convention,
thus strengthening its commitment to bringing abdetent work conditions for seafarers
working on Singapore-flagged ships. In the samethmoconsistent with its policy of
constantly reviewing the declarations and resesaatiwhich it had filed upon ratification
of HR instruments, and following significant devehoents 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.

348Singapore 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 developingasidsial Action Plan to step up efforts to
fight trafficking.

349With 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 URRai affirmed Singapore’s efforts in
this area. In particular, Singapore informed ithaad 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 childremd ayjoung 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.

350Concerning recommendations related to racism amialraliscrimination, 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 kate 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

351Finally, the delegation acknowledged the role ofl dociety organizations in Singapore’s
follow-up to the UPR, noting that the Governmenpragiated their tireless efforts.
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2. Views expressed by member and observer States tife Council on the review
outcome

352Viet Nam commended Singapore’s positive reactiormtany of the recommendations
received, including three of its own recommendatjcaand 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
recommendations. Viet Nam encouraged Singapore datine implementing the
recommendations in close cooperation with the UNhaaisms.

353Brunei 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.

354 Algeria noted Singapore’s achievements in econ@nétsocial development, which had a
positive impact on the enjoyment of human rightfidped that Singapore would continue
efforts to promote harmony between the differentnpgonents 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.

355Thailand 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.

356Indonesia noted Singapore’s commitment to humahtsignd 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.

357Lao PDR noted that Singapore had accepted largb@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.

358 Myanmar appreciated Singapore’s constructive engagewith 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 atih extended to the Special
Procedures mandate holders.

359 Malaysia welcomed Singapore’s intention to accedéhée 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
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human rights and thanked Singapore for its conseiparticipation in the UPR process.
It wished Singapore well as it embarked on the @mmntation of accepted
recommendations.

360 Cambodia noted Singapore’s commitment to humangjdts achievements in the areas of

socio-economic development; health services, etrcand housing; as well as the
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.

361lindia thanked Singapore for its detailed respotsdabe 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 Singapvas 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.

362The 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 electiongdd 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 traffickiand 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.

363Saudi Arabia stated that Singapore’s commitmetiutman rights was demonstrated by its

3.

cooperation with human rights mechanisms and igglinress to engage in a genuine
dialogue on human rights. Singapore was a partynamy 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

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

364 Article 19 and MARUAH referred to significant chagjin 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 theesse#ind 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.

365Human Rights Watch regretted Singapore’s refusaépeal 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.

366 Conscience and Peace Tax International (CPTI)ngdtat 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 noogwition of the right of conscious
objection to military service and the repeated -gpll of conscientious objectors. It
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expressed the hope that these issues would faat8irgapore’s review during the second
cycle and encouraged Singapore to address themmational report for that cycle.

367 Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development ur§ugapore 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

368International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH) pessed 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 datsr 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.

369 Amnesty International (Al) regretted Singapore’gcdon of recommendations to end the
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 detentiomdéd 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.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under Résw

370.The Singapore delegation expressed its appreciadioml 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

371The 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 accordanié 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).

372At its 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Suriname (see sectionl@we
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373The outcome of the review of Suriname compriseséepert 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 intévactiialogue 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

374 Suriname thanked the members of the Human Rightsmélofor the recommendations
made in response to its national report and stdtetl these recommendations had
prompted an additional in-depth evaluation of iggional human rights situation by the
Government.

375Suriname indicated that a significant number of tdhf@ommendations 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.

376 Even though the diversity of the recommendationglwhad been accepted, presented an
additional challenge to Suriname, they would bdtdeith by the State in a most positive
manner.

377The delegation stated that the recommendationspaateby the Government of the
Republic of Suriname, were grouped under paragr8paisd 4 of the Addendum to the
working group report.

378The recommendations that could not be acceptetedeta 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.

3790ne such issue was the claim to land rights. Swleseggovernments 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.

3800n the other hand, the Government deemed the etgtirdory 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.

381The delegation stated that, in the past decadesssie 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.

382Due in part to different definitions of the isswarious 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.

383 The delegation indicated that the government wondetd to identify an instrument
through which the entire nation would come to msalhat the issue of land rights was a
national issue. Against this backdrop, the langitrigpnferences, which had been planned
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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 realizitdin the scope of the State’s
ambitions.

384The delegation stated that another highly sensisisee was that of specific recognition of
the rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and TransgenLGBT) 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, resgguage, ancestry, education, political
persuasion, economic status, social circumstaneaybther status.

385Notwithstanding the above, any attempt to embedifpeights for LGBT individuals in
its legislation, was doomed to failure without gwgport 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.

386 Finally, the delegation stated that a number ofqmals and conventions could not at this
time be ratified since such decisions would reqLaebroad national discussion, as should
be the case for issues relating to the ILO Conwaritio. 169.

387.The recommendations which could not be acceptee@ wesuped under Chapter IV of
Suriname’s addendum to the Report of the Workingupron the Universal Periodic
Review.

388In 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

389Algeria congratulated Suriname for its acceptarfade majority of the recommendations
received during the Universal Periodic Review, mgptthat 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 doyrand provide constructive assistance
to help Suriname attain the Millennium Developm@noals.

390Cuba 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
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
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juveniles and overcome their vulnerability, and tamre implementing programmes and
measures to enhance the enjoyment of the rigtduoagion and the right to health.

391The 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.

392Uruguay 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 thddCls 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 expicfgrohibit 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.

393UNICEF 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 recommendatifi$|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

394 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 protactto 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 4gistrimination 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.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

395The 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
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provided equal rights to all its citizens. The @&mment of Suriname had never received
any report from any organization that LGBT persasese 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.

396.The Government of Suriname was planning to updatéuman rights agenda primarily
guided by the accepted recommendations. When mgiEng the agenda, the
Government would solicit necessary technical aasegt 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 countriesdmtegations, who had commented on
its report.

Greece

397The 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 ataace with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/\HRC/\8IG1/GRC/1);

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordanié 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).

398At its 23rd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Greece (see section OMelo

399.The outcome of the review of Greece comprises ¢pent of the Working Group on the
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 intévactiialogue in the Working Group (see
also A/HRC/18/13/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

400.The delegation of Greece stated that the draftfrtheonational 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-endedatieit to all civil society stakeholders,
including the National Commission for Human Rigatel journalists. Views expressed in
the consultation process were duly taken into agtcouthe finalization of the national
report.

401 Greece noted that, out of one hundred twenty-feabmmendations formulated, Greece
was able to accept 97 recommendations immedidtely dtemonstrating the readiness of
the Greek Government to improve the level of humrahts protection. Greece
subsequently provided in writing its responseseiighteen recommendations which were
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.

402 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
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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 Protot 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.

403 Likewise, Greece did not accept the recommenddtiothe 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.

404 Regarding the situation of irregular migrants asglliam 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 ensuarreview 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.

405Greece noted that the promotion of gender equaititythe 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.

406 Greece stated that the fight against traffickingpiiman 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
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.
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407 With regard to accountability of law enforcementgoanel, 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.

408 Finally, the delegation of Greece stated that thecame of the UPR will widely be
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.

2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

409 Algeria noted that during the inter-active dialogafethe Universal Periodic Review of
Greece, it formulated recommendations related éadiification of the CRPD, the efforts
made in the area of combating racism and xenophbbiaan 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.

410Armenia 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.

411The Republic of Moldova commended Greece’s coojmerawith civil society, private

sector and United Nations human rights mechanisinapplauded Greece for continuing
its fruitful dialogue with civil society and the ti@nal human rights institution in UPR
follow-up. It welcomed Greece’'s commitment to genaeguality and acknowledged
progress in combating human trafficking. It als&ramwledged 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.

412lrag commended Greece’s efforts to prepare itonatireport. It appreciated the efforts
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.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakel#rs

413The Greek National Human Rights Institution, actestiwith 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
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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.

414The 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.

415The International Commission of Jurists highlightbd 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.

416 Human Rights Watch shared the concern expresséagd@reece’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.

417 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 accegedmmendations 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
migrant children. It expressed concern over Greetalure to ensure that police respect
and protect human rights. It encouraged Greecestabksh an independent and effective
police complaints mechanism. It welcomed Greeceispsrt to a recommendation on

recognition of same-sex couples.

418Conscience and Peace Tax International regrett@dinhGreece’s report there was no

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
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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.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

419The delegation of Greece stated that they took mdétall comments and additional
recommendations.  With regard of comments made ILBA|l Greece stated that
complaints on sexual discrimination can be addoessé¢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 decidingamwscientious 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

420The review of Samoa was held on 9 May 2011 in aonity 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).

421 At its 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the CGbwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Samoa (see section C Helow

422 The outcome of the review of Samoa comprises therteof the Working Group on the
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).

1. Views expressed by the State under review on theecommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitmen&nd on the outcome

423Pursuant 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
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.

424]n addition Samoa, in response to a note verbala the secretariat, had submitted a table
indicating, for each and every recommendation, pssition. Out of these 43
recommendations, the Government of Samoa accegtad®noted 9.
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2. Views expressed by Member and observer States die Council on the review
outcome

425 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 recommendatioere accepted by Samoa,
including those put forward by Algeria. Algeria’@commendations were related to
accession to international human rights instrumemrstecting 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.

426 Cuba recalled that Samoa’s review was an oppoyttoitinderstand 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.

427 Morocco congratulated the Samoan Government fosgikt 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.

428New Zealand noted with satisfaction the acceptaricall recommendations but five by

3.

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.

General comments made by other relevant stakeld#rs

429 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 itdslation into conformity with its
international commitments to equality and non-dimagration 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,

64



A/HRC/18/2

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

430Nuanua 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

431The President of the Human Rights Council expresexppreciation for the efforts of the
Samoan authorities to present their position oomenendations in writing and regretted
that they were unable to attend the session.

432The summary of all statements delivered would lotuged in the Human Rights Council
report and be drawn to the attention of the Sanaoginorities.

Sudan and South Sudan

433 The review of Sudan and South Sudan was held aiay02011 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in Council resoluti@th, 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/HRC/WG.6/11/SDN/1/Caty;

(b) The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordawié paragraph 15
(b) (A\HRC/WG.6/11/SDN/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/SDN/3 and A/IHRC/WG.6/11/SDN/3/Coir.1

434 At its 23rd meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of the Sudan and South S(slsmsection C below).

435The outcome of the review of the Sudan and SouttaSiwcomprises 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/18Atel.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

436 The delegation of the Sudan expressed its appi@tidab 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.

437 The Sudan reminded that, at the moment of the wevige 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.
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438.The delegation informed that by declaring the rssol the self-determination referendum
on South Sudan on 9 July 2011, South Sudan becaimel@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 agxpress its views on the
recommendations directed to Sudan and South Sudan.

439 The Sudan had accepted 121 out of 160 recommendadiad 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

440As an example, it was mentioned that in the fidl@¢anstitutional 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 ad#ee Criminal Act of 1991, the
detention period had been reduced in the Law ofioNat Intelligence and Security
Services of 2009; a judicial oversight had beealdsthed; and a General Prosecutor had
been appointed to specially follow-up the guarasmtdehe human rights of detainees.

441 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.

442 The delegation referred to the signing of the D&lmcument 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 J8ptcial 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 negotiatiamsl 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.

443 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.

444 Sudan clarified that the recommendations that lideen 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.

445 Sudan had already started to implement a numbecoinmendations in cooperation with
national and international partners, and urgedHtmman Rights Council to support Sudan
on this endeavour.

GE.10 66



A/HRC/18/2

GE.10

446The delegation concluded by reiterating the williags 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

447 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 rniatims and dialogue.

448 As 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.

4491n this direction, the delegation called for tecatisupport and capacity building in the
field of human rights education, promotion andhia setting of mechanisms of protection
of human rights and fundamental freedoms.

450 After the signing of the Comprehensive Peace Agez#man 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 thiéder of South Sudan.

451 Concerning issues raised in the report on the tiwlaof 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:

452 The government was not involved in any incidenhofan rights violations related to all
the cases mentioned in the report.

453The 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 asouraging citizens to
peacefully coexist.

454 The security forces, as an institution, did nofate® 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 thddmatif liberation struggle were handed
over to the opponents after the signing of the Qetmgnsive Peace Agreement, something
that was rare in civil wars.

455The individuals of the security forces that had ogtted crimes violating human rights on
their own personal capacity were being investigated promptly brought to justice.

456.To bring an end to the wars being waged by thel gloeips 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.

457 The Government of the Republic of South Sudan leaikdd 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,
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democratic, transparent and accountable Governrtfett respects and protects the
fundamental rights of people.

458 Despite not yet having acceded to the key intesnati 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.

459 As the Republic of South Sudan was only two momtlas the justice system and legal
protection mechanism were still crawling and needdoke strengthened.

460.The Government was striving to enact domestic lasvpart of its constitutional efforts to
avail access to justice to the South Sudanese @eopl

461 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.

462 There were 200,000 people displaced in these tatestand over 120,000 refugees had
crossed in South Sudan from neighbouring countfibe® 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

463 Algeria underlined the intention of the Sudaneseegoment 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 cooperaprogram under item 10 of the
agenda. It recognized Sudan for accepting Algerniatommendations 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 radhd to extend the rule of law to the
entire country. Algeria requested the internatiarz@hmunity to provide for assistance to
Sudan.

464 Cuba recognized the challenges faced by Sudanaeafgd by the world’s economic
crisis, international spoliation and conflicts. viedy, illiteracy and the limited capacity of
institutions were problems in which the Governmesats 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.

465The 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 merpliested 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.

466 Egypt appreciated the information on the stepsrntdlkeSudan to implement the results of
its UPR. In the context of the political developrgeaf 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.
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Egypt acknowledged the acceptance of the majorityecommendations received by
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.

467 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. Suuksh been able to overcome
difficulties cooperating with the Independent Expeer 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.

468Sri Lanka welcomed Sudan’s positive consideratibra mumber 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 cguanh its way to further development
and stability.

469 Saudi Arabia highlighted Sudan’s positive interactwith 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 develapinmn all provinces of the country.

470 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 riglswmission, 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 Stuolamork out agreeable terms for
peace and security.

471The United Arab Emirates appreciated the progreshiesed 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 carsidon and provide all the
necessary assistance for the protection of hungirsrias well as technical assistance
programs in order to enable Sudan to implementeaglbmmendations and commitments
undertaken, despite difficulties.

472 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 thisg 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

473 The Comité international pour le Respect et I'’Apalion de la Charte africaine des Droits
de 'Homme et des Peuples (CIRAC) recalled thataBuslas committed to promote peace
and reconciliation through notably the signatureAduja 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 theernational 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@nmunity and the Human Rights
Council to provide assistance to Sudan and Soutlarsu

474 Eastern Sudan Women Development Organization (ESY\ded 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 vaéhgeboha 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 technicaiséance to Darfur towards peace and
stability.

475Child 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

476.Sudan Council of Voluntary Agencies (SCOVA) commeash@udan for the improvement
of the freedom of the press as reflected in thebmrmof political parties and independent
newspapers. The National Council of the Press lwgeter wide powers and SCOVA
called for ordinary trials for journalists. Whilsupporting the Child Act and the
establishment of child courts and of the Nationauxil 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.

477 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies (CIHRS)tetl that the humanitarian crisis in
Sudan continued and escalated. Barely a week #&etJPR, 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.

478 Society Studies Centre (SSC) stated that while centlable achievements had been made
in the human rights situation in Sudan, violatioostinued to occur from time to time. It
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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.

479 CIVICUS, the Arab NGO Network for Development, thedanese 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 acampdedalled 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.

480.The International Federation for Human Rights (F)D&hd its partner organisation in
Sudan, the African Centre for Justice and Peacdiustated that violations of human
rights by state actors were a daily reality. Althbuhe 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.

481 Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development stted 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

482 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 Cowanmil 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

483 The delegation of South Sudan stated that it wagieement with all recommendations it
received and looked forward to work with the Colinci

Hungary

484 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 accordawil paragraph 15
(b) (AJ\HRC/WG.6/11/HUN/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordanchk paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/11/HUN/3).
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485 At its 24th meeting, on 23 September 2011, the Cibwonsidered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Hungary (see section @l

486.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

487 The delegation of Hungary reiterated the Governmmaemmitment 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.

488.The delegation recapped that Hungary received &d8mmendations put forward during
the working group. As a result of intensive corsidins 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 actionsdeettecommendations had already been
completed and thus, there was no need for furthiesideration or actions.

489The delegation provided explanation regarding $opbsition to 29 recommendations
pending for its decision since the working groupadl as referred to the addendum to the
report of the working group for further information

490The delegation informed that the Parliamentary Cdsaioner for Civil Rights
(Ombudsman) was accredited by the International r@oation 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.

491 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 procestvib® 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 unglid 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.

492Hungary 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
to the maximum extent possible with the view tlnet tull implementation would depend
on the budgetary allocations.

GE.10 72



A/HRC/18/2

493With the view of the existing national human riglstsategies in a number of areas, the
adoption of a general human rights plan or prograas considered having no added
value.

494The delegation stated that in view of the Goverrtinthre 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.

495The Hungarian legislation fully covered and prosgeduall 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 mandjaé. 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.

496.The delegation stated that the recommendation evatbn of the status of the national
machinery for the advancement of women had alrbaéy implemented as the status and
the staff of the Equal Treatment Authority had bakeady strengthened.

497 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 bpiteldi.

498 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

499The Constitution prohibited discrimination based \mrious grounds, which was not
meant to be exhaustive listing and thus, some o&g=ythat 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.

500The delegation mentioned that the Government censill 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.

501Hungary 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.

5021In its statement, the delegation also provided tgelaegarding 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 dgiegs was planned to take
place in October 2011. The Foundation for the hdtonal 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
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
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503Algeria thanked Hungary for the clear responsesvigedd 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 recomniengategarding 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.

504The 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.

505 Slovakia 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

506 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 comnritrteecontinue 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 Moldovalaseened the measures taken by
Hungary to promote gender equality and preventitkahg in women and girls for sexual
exploitation.

507Morocco 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 tflores 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

508European 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 afugkorientation and gender identity
were widespread. Hungary had no specific programonggromoting equal opportunities
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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.

509Amnesty International welcomed Hungary's support fa number of important

recommendations. Regarding the issue of hate crifmsesty International emphasized
that cases documented by non-governmental org#rmizatllustrated that officials often
failed to recognize racist, anti-Semitic or homaplkomotivation 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 foctamns which reflect the gravity of the
human rights violations.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

510ln 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.

511As 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 forwardng the review. It also informed
about Hungary's intention to submit mid- term rdpor recap the implementation of the
accepted recommendations.

B. General debate on agenda item 6

512 At 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 a national human rights institati Human Rights

Commission of Malaysia;

(c) Observers for the following non-governmentaganizations: Amnesty
International and Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru .
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Consideration and action on draft proposals

Belgium

513At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/101
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Denmark

514 At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011 the Ubadopted draft decision 18/102
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Palau

515At the 18th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/103
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Somalia

516 At the 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/104
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Seychelles

517 At the 20th meeting, on 21 September, the Counlcipted draft decision 18/105 without
a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one tehtjp

Solomon Islands

518 At the 20th meeting, on 21 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/106
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Latvia

519At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/107
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Sierra Leone

520At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/108
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Singapore

521At the 21st meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/109
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Suriname

522 At the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/110
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Greece

523 At the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, then€lbadopted draft decision 18/111
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Samoa

524 At the 22nd meeting, on 22 September 2011, the €badopted draft decision 18/112
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Saint Vincent and the Grenadines

525At the 23rd meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/113
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see pagt ohapter II).

Sudan and South Sudan
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526 At the 23rd meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/114
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

Hungary

527 At the 23rd meeting, on 23 September 2011, the €ibadopted draft decision 18/115
without a vote (for the text as adopted, see paat ohapter I1).

VII.  Human rights situation in Palestine and otheroccupied Arab
territories

A. General debate on agenda item 7

528 At its 28th meetings, on 26 September 2011, theddar of Human Rights Council and
Special Procedures Division of the Office of thegliCommissioner 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.

529 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,
Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States and the -Mbgned Movement), India,
Indonesia, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Malaysia, Maldiy@akistah(on behalf of the Organization
of the Islamic Conference), Qatar, Russian FedsraBaudi 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, Ifestamic Republic of), Lebanon, Morocco,
Oman, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Tunisia, ByrtkJnited Arab Emirates and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(c) Observers for intergovernmental organizatiohsague of Arab States and
Organization of the Islamic Conference;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentajanizations: Al-Hag - The law in
the service of Man, BADIL Resource Center for P@iéen 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 dmational, Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru
(also on behalf of World Peace Council), Mouvemeniitre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre
les peuples, Organization for Defending Victims\Gblence, Rencontre Africaine pour la
Défense des Droits de 'Homme and United Nationscia

VIIIL. Follow-up to and implementation of the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action

A. Panel discussion on integration of gender perspiee

530At the 27th meeting, on 26 September 2011, the €ibheld an annual panel discussion
on the integration of a gender perspective in tloekvof the Human Rights Council, in
accordance with Council resolution 6/30. The Presicbf the Council made a statement.
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The Director the Human Rights Council and SpecialcBdures Division, Bacre Ndiaye,
made opening remarks for the panel on behalf oHikb Commissioner.

531 At the same meeting, the following panellists matigements: Christin Chinkin, Sauvitri
Goonesekere, Aparna Mehrota, Reine Alapini Ganddala Ghosheh and Marcos
Nascimento.

532During 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 GlouBelgium, Chile, Cuba,
Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Goehce), 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.

533During the second segment of the ensuing paneluskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panedjiststions:

(a) 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 aur#ély;

(c) Observers for the United Nations entities, sdeed agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Population Fund (atso behalf of the United Nations
Children’s Fund);

534 At the same meeting, the following panellists angdejuestions: Reine Alapini Gansou,
Savitri Goonesekere, Aparna Mehrota, Hala GhosMeingcos Nascimento and Christin
Chinkin .

B. General debate on agenda item 8

535At 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 Glo@iina, Poland (on behalf of the
European Union, Albania, Armenia, Bosnia and Heozéw, Croatia, Georgia, Iceland,
Montenegro, the Republic of Moldova, Serbia, Therfer Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Turkey and Ukraine), United States of America andiguay (on behalf of the Southern
Common Market, MERCOSUR);

(b) Representatives of the following observer édatAlgeria, Azerbaijan, Morocco
and Slovenia.
(c) Observers for the following non-governmentalrgamizations: Action

Internationale pour la Paix et le Développement@emnds Lacs, Agence Internationale pour
le Développement, Comité Internationale pour le pRet et I'’Application de la Charte
Africaine des Droits de 'Homme et des Peuples, @dsrion to Study the Organization of
Peace, International Association Against Tortundéernational Buddhist Relief Organisation,
International Harm Reduction Association, Interoasii Human Rights Association of
American Minorities, International Islamic Fedeoatiof Student Organizations, Liberation,
Mouvement contre le racisme et pour I'amitié erle® peuples (also on behalf of France
Libertés: foundation Danielle Mitterand, Internai@ Educational Development and Women's
Human Rights International Association), Organgatpour la Communication en Afrique et
de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Inteonate-OCAPROCE Internationale, Press
Emblem Campaign, Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolit®/orld Environment Resource
Council and World Muslim Congress.
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C. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

IX. Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia andrelated forms of
intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of theDurban
Declaration and Programme of Action

A. Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racim, racial discrimination, xenophobia
and related intolerance

536 At the 30th meeting, on 27 September 2011, membireoWorking Group of Experts on
People of African Descent, Maya Sahli, present@dnteof the former Special Rapporteur
on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimio@t xenophobia and related
intolerance, Githu Muigai (A/HRC/18/44).

537During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked questions:

€) 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, Pakistéon behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Russian Federation, Ugand@&etlistates 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) Observers for the United Nations entities, sgeed agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizateuropean 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) aimdernational Youth and Student
Movement for the United Nations.

Working Group of Experts on People of African Desent

538 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).

539 At the same meeting, the Council held an interactlialogue with the Working Group
(see paragraphs 536-537 above).

540At the same meeting, Maya Sahli answered quessindsnade her concluding remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 9

541 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.

542 At 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, , Pakistah (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Gaehce), Poland (on
behalf of the European Union, Albania, Armenia, asand Herzegovina, Croatia, Georgia,
Iceland, Montenegro, Serbia, The former YugoslapuRdéc of Macedonia, Turkey and
Ukraine), Russian Federation, Senegal (on behabefsroup of African 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 Irgdomale - 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 Entdigigspolitik, World Environment and
Resources Council and World Muslim Congress.

C. Panel discussion on tolerance and reconciliation

543At 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.

544 At the same meeting, the following panellists madatements: Mamadou Gnenema
Coulibaly, Hieu Van Le Ao, Abdul Samad Minty and yaSabhli.

545During 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 Gloukastria, Ecuador, Pakistan
(on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Caoafece), 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 an intergovernmental organizateuropean Union;

(e) Observers for the following non-governmentalgamizations: International

Association Democracy in Africa and World Envirommhand Resources Council.

546During the second segment of the ensuing paneluskson at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panetjisgstions:

€) 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 a national human rights institati®&outh African Human Rights
Commission.

547 At 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
X. Technical assistance and capacity-building

A. Interactive dialogue with special procedures

Independent expert on the situation of human rigts in Somalia

548 At the 33rd meeting, on 28 September 2011, thepedéent expert on the situation of
human rights in Somalia, Shamsul Bari, presentedeport (A/HRC/18/48).

549 At the same meeting, the representative of Sonméde a statement as the concerned
country.

550During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the independent expert questio

€) Representatives of States Members of the GloBangladesh, 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 VenezuelalifBrian Republic of);

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizateuropean Union;

(d) Observers for the following non-governmentakgamizations: Amnesty
International, Cairo Institute for Human Rights das, Human Rights Watch, International
Educational Development and Worldwide OrganizafmnVomen.

551 At the same meeting, the independent expert ansiwprestions and made his concluding
remarks.
Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rigks in Cambodia

552 At 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).

553 At the same meeting, the representative of Cambodide a statement as the concerned
country.

554During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the sameeting, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur gugstio

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Glou@bina, Czech Republic,
Indonesia, Romania, Malaysia, Norway, Switzerlarttgiland 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 an intergovernmental organizateuopean Union;
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(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.

555 At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur ansiwgrestions and made his concluding
remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 10
556 At its 34th meeting, on 28 September 2011, the Bepligh Commissioner presented
country-specific reports submitted under agenda .

557 At the same meeting, the representatives of Carabaxtti Cote d’'lvoire made statements
as concerned countries.

558 During the ensuing general debate, at the samangetie following made statements:

€) Representatives of States Members of the GlouPcland (on behalf of the
European Union, Albania, Armenia, Bosnia and Heozéwn, Croatia, Georgia, Iceland,
Montenegro, Serbia, The former Yugoslav RepublicM#cedonia, Turkey and Ukraine),
Senegal (on behalf of the Group of African Statd&gldives, Norway, Switzerland, Thailand,
United States of America and Uruguay;

(b) Representatives of the following observer &taflgeria and United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland;

(c) Observers for non-governmental organizationdmnesty International,
Association of World Citizens and Femme Afriqueiatité.

C. Consideration of and action on draft proposals
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