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Responses to Recommendations
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(Last update: 20.01.2012)

State under

In the Report of the

In the Addendum:

During the plenary:

Summary:

Review Working Group:

Belgium 85 recs. accepted No addendum Out of the 13 pending, 3 Accepted: 88
(among which 26 are were accepted, 8 rejected | Rejected: 31
considered as and 2 were responded No clear position:
already implemented without giving a clear Pending: 0
or in course of position
implementation); 23
rejected; 13 pending

Denmark No response, all Out of the 133 recs. The delegation said Accepted: 84
pending pending, 84 were accepting 81 and rejected | Rejected: 51

accepted and 51 rejected | 52. However, the No clear position:
addendum says 84 and Pending: 0
51

Greece 97 recs. accepted; 9 | Out of the 18 pending, 15 | No additional information | Accepted: 112

rejected; 18 pending | recs. were accepted provided Rejected: 14
(among which recs. No clear position:
n°84.18 is considered as Pending: 0
being implemented) and 5
rejected

Hungary 113 recs. accepted; 6 | Out of the 29 pending, 7 No additional information | Accepted: 122

rejected; 29 pending recs. were accepted; 2 provided Rejected: 27
partially accepted No clear position:
(underlined in blue) and Pending: 0
21 rejected

Latvia 71 recs. accepted Out of the 44 pending, 16 | The delegation Accepted: 95
(among which 17 are | recs. accepted; 8 partially | commented the issues Rejected: 16
considered as accepted (underlined in contained in the 44 recs. | No clear position:
already implemented | blue); 6 rejected; 3 pending from the working | Pending: 15
or in process of partially rejected group stage and
implementation); 7 (underlined in red) and 15 | reiterated their responses
rejected; 44 pending | pending contained in the

addendum
Palau 66 recs. accepted; Out of the 42 pending, 17 | The delegation Accepted: 83

(among which 59 are
considered as
already implemented
or in process of
implementation); 42

were accepted; 29 noted
(->pending) and 2 were
not responded to (part of
n°62.10 on ICERD and
62.11 on OPCAT ->

commented the issues
contained in the 42 recs.
pending from the working
group stage and
reiterated their responses

Rejected: 0
No clear position:
Pending: 29
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pending

pending)

contained in the
addendum

Papua New
Guinea

75 REC accepted; 2
rejected; 69 pending

Out of the 69 pending, 40
accepted and 29 rejected

The delegation was not
present but sent a text
read out by the HRC
President. In this
statement, the delegation
said accepting 39 out of
the 69 pending and
rejecting 30 but the
figures in the addendum
are different so we
followed the addendum

Accepted: 115
Rejected: 31

No clear position: 0
Pending: 0

Saint Vincent

49 recs. accepted

Out of the 26 pending, 6

The delegation gave the

Accepted: 55

and the (among which 16 are | were accepted, 6 same information as in Rejected: 23
Grenadines considered as rejected, 2 not accepted the addendum No clear position: 2
already implemented | but be being considered Pending: 12
or in the process of (n°78.3,78.13 ->
implementation); 17 pending), 1 was already
rejected; 26 pending | implemented (n°78.5 ->
no clear position), 1 was
given no clear position
and 10 were under
consideration (->
pending)
Samoa 73 recs. accepted Out of the 43 pending, 15 | The delegation was not Accepted: 108
(among which 31 are | were accepted, 5 were in | present. The Secretariat Rejected: 14
considered as the process of of the Council circulated a | No clear position: 0
already implemented | implementation (75.13, table containing Samoa’s | Pending: 0
or in the process of 75.14, 75.15, 75.16 and final responses to the 43
implementation); 5 75.17 -> accepted), 8 pending. This table has
rejected; 43 pending | rejected, 16 received an only two type of
unclear position and 1 responses: enjoy the
was left pending support and noted (does
not enjoy the support),
respectively 35 and 9
recs. These responses
differ from the ones in the
addendum but we chose
to follow this table
Seychelles No response, all No addendum Out of the 77 recs. Accepted: 63

pending

pending, the delegation
accepted 63, rejected 3,
gave unclear responses
to 1 and did not respond
to 13

Rejected: 3
No clear position: 1
Pending: 13

Sierra Leone

101 recs. accepted
(among which 57 are
considered as
already implemented
or in the process of
implementation); 28
pending

Out of the 28 pending, 25
were accepted (“subject
to constitutional review”
or “in principle”) and 3
rejected

No additional information
provided

Accepted: 126
Rejected: 3

No clear position: 0
Pending: 0

Singapore 52 recs. accepted Out of the 39 pending, 9 No additional information | Accepted: 84
(among which 17 are | were accepted, 23 provided Rejected: 28
considered already accepted in part - No clear position: 0
implemented or in the | underlined in blue (parts Pending: 0
process of of n°96.2, 96.3, 96.6 and
implementation); 21 93.10 pertaining ICERD
rejected; 39 pending | were fully accepted) and

7 rejected
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Solomon

57 recs. accepted

No addendum

Out of the 58 pending, the

Accepted: 112

Islands (among which 49 are delegation accepted 54, Rejected: 3
considered as accepted in part 1 and No clear position:
already implemented rejected 3 Pending: 0
or in process of
implementation); 58
pending
Somalia No response, all In an written document No additional information | Accepted: 155
pending submitted to the Council provided Rejected: 0
on 21° September, the No clear position:
delegation accepted 151 Pending: 0
recs. fully and 4 in parts
Sudan No response, all Out of the 189 pending, The delegation of South Accepted: 163
pending 155 accepted, 4 accepted | Sudan stated accepting Rejected: 39
in part and 39 rejected the 4 recs. directed to No clear position:
them Pending: 0
Suriname 33 recs. accepted; 58 | Out of the 58 pending, 34 | No additional information | Accepted: 67
pending were accepted and 26 provided Rejected: 26
rejected No clear position:
Pending: 0

Disclaimer: This classification was made by UPR Info based on United Nations documents and webcast. For
detailed explanations on each State under Review, see individual document “Responses to recommendations”
available on our website. For questions and/or comments, please write to info@upr-info.org
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