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Part One
Resolutions anddecision adopted by the Human Rights
Council at its thirty -eighth session

Resolutions

Resoluibn  Title Date of adoption

38/1 Elimination of all forms of discrimination against women and5 July 2018
girls

38/2 Human rights and international solidarity 5 July 2018

38/3 Enhancement of international cooperation in the field of hum5 Juy 2018
rights

38/4 Human rights and climate change 5 July 2018

38/5 Accelerating efforts to eliminate violence against women anc5 July 2018

girls: preventing and responding to violence against women
and girls in digital contexts

38/6 Elimination of female geital mutilation 5 July 2018

38/7 The promotion, protection and enjoyment of human rights or5 July 2018
the Internet

38/8 Human rights in the context of HIV and AIDS 5 July 2018

38/9 The right to education: follomp to Human Rights Council 5 July 2018
resolution8/4

38/10 Human rights and the regulation of civilian acquisition, 5 July 2018
possession and use of firearms

38/11 The promotion and protection of human rights in the context 6 July 2018
peaceful protests

38/12 Civil society space: engagent with international and 6 July 2018
regional organizations

38/13 Business and human rights: improving accountability and 6 July 2018
access to remedy

38/14 Situation of human rights in Belarus 6 July 2018
38/15 Situation of human rights in Eritrea 6 July 2018
38/16 The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab Republic 6 July 2018
38/17 The Social Forum 6 July 2018
38/18 The contribution of the Human Rights Council to the 6 July 2018

prevention of human rights violations

38/19 The incompatibiliy between democracy and racism 6 July 2018
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Resoluibn  Title Date of adoption
38/20 Technical assistance to the Democratic Republic of the Con® July 2018
and accountability concerning the events in the Kasai region

Decisiors

Decision  Title Date of adoption
38/101 Outcome of tk universal periodic revieWrance 28 June 2018
38102  Qutcome of the universal periodic revielionga 28 June 2018
38103  Outcome of the universal periodic revieRomania 28 June 2018
38104  Outcome of the universal periodic revieMali 28 June 2018
38105  Outcome of the universal periodic revieBotswana 28 June 2018
38106  Outcome of the universal periodic revieBahamas 28 June 2018
38107  QOutcome of the universal periodic revieBurundi 28 June 2018
38/108  Outcome of the universal periodieview: Luxembourg 29 June 2018
38109  Outcome of the universal periodic revieBarbados 29 June 2018
38110  Outcome of the universal periodic revieMontenegro 29 June 2018
38/111  Qutcome of the universal periodic reviednited Arab Emirates 29 Jure 2018
38112  Outcome of the universal periodic revielarael 29 June 2018
38113  Qutcome of the universal periodic revieliechtenstein 29 June 2018
38/114 Outcome of the universal periodic revieBerbia 29 June 2018
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Part Two
Summary of proceeding

Organizational and procedural matters

Opening and duration of the session

1. The Human Rights Council held ithirty-eighth session at the United Nations
Office at Geneva frond8 Juneto 6 July 2018. The President of the Council opened the
sesson.

2. In accordance with rule 8 (b) of the rules of procedure of the Human Rights Council,
as contained in part VIl of the annex to Council resolution 5/1, the organizational meeting
of thethirty-eighthsession was held ahJune2018.

3. The thirty-eighth session consisted @0 meetings oved5 days éee paragraph5
below).

Attendance

4, The session was attended by representativ8satés Members of the Human Rights
Council observer States of the Council, observers for-Member States of th&nited
Nations and other observers, as well as observers for United Nations entities, specialized
agencies and related organizations, intergovernmental organizations and other entities,
national human rights institutions and rgovernmental organizatiorfsee annex ).

Agenda and programme of work

5. At the 1st meting, on18 June 208, the Human Rights Council adopted the agenda
and progrenme of work of thehirty-eighthsession.

Membership

6. At the 8th meeting, on 20 June 2018, the PresidetttteofCouncil announced that
the United State®f America had withdraw its membership from the Human Rights
Councileffective 17:00 Eastern Daylight Time, on 19 June 2018

7. At the same meeting, AustraliBulgaria (on behalf of the European Unipand
China made statements in connection with the announcement.

Note \erbale from the Permanent Mission of the United States of America to ttesl Mations in
New York, 19 June 2018
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E.

Organization of work

8. At the 1st meeting, on 18 June 2018, the Presiddgatred tothe online system for
inscription on the lists of speakers for all general debatesall interactive diagues He
also referred to the modalities and schedule ofotilme inscription, whichwas launched
onWednesdayl3 June 208.

9. At the same meeting, the President referred to the modalities concerning the tabling
of draft proposals after the tablingatline. At the organizational meeting of the thirty

third session, the Council had agreed that an extension of the deadline for the submission of
draft proposals would be granted only once, under exceptional circumstances, for a
maximum of 24 hours.

10. Also & the same meeting, the President outlined gheaking time modalities
applied duringhe thirty-seventhsesson of the Human Rights Councikhich will alsobe

applied during thehirty-eighth session. The speaking time fioteractive dialogues wh

special procedures mandate holders under agenda item 3 would be two minutes for States
Members of the Council, observer States and other observers

11.  Atthedthmeeting,on 19 June 2018&he President outlined the speaking time for the
general debat, which would be 2 minutes and 30 seconds for States Members of the
Council and 1 minute and 30 seconds for observer States and other observers.

12,  Atthe 11th meeting, on 21 June 2018, the President outlined the modalities for panel
discussions which would be two minutes for States Members of the Council, observer
States and other observers.

13. At the 16th meeting, or25 June2018, the President outlined the modalities for
individual interactive dialogues with special procedures mandate halddtem 4, which

would be two minutes for States Members of the Council, observer States and other
observers.

14. At the 23rd meeting, or28 June2018, the President outlined the modalities for the
consideration of the outcomes of the universal periodic revieemuagenda item 6, which
would be 20 minutes for the State concerned to present its views; where appropriate, 2

mi nhutes for the national human rights instituti

to 20 minutes for States Members of the Human Riglouncil, observer States and United
Nations agencies to express their views on the outcome of the review, with varying
speaking times according to the number of speakers in accordance with the modalities set
out in the Appendix to resolution 16/21; ang to 20 minutes for stakeholders with
speaking time of 2 minutes for all to make general comments on the outcome of the review.

Meetings and documentation
15 The Human Rights Council heltD fully serviced meetings during ithirty-eighth
sessiort.

16.  The list of the resolutionand decisionadopted by th&ouncil is contained in part
one of the present report.

The proceedings of the thirgighthsessiorof the Human Rights Council can be followed through
theUnited NationsarchivedWebcass of the Council sessionghttp://webtv.un.org)

(O
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Visits

17. At the 1stmeeting, onl8 June 2018, the Secretary of State for Foreign and
Commonwealth Affairs of the United Kingdom of &t Britain and Northern Ireland,
Boris Johnson, MRjelivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

18. At the same meeting, tlgecretary General of the Supreme Committee for Delivery
and Legacy of QataHassan Al Thawadidelivered a statement thet Human Rights
Council.

19. At the 7th meeting, on 20 June 2018, the Attorney General of the Islamic Republic
of Afghanistan, Mohammad Farid Hamidi, delivered a statement to the Human Rights
Council.

20. At the 8th meeting, on the sameydahe Presidenof Slovenia, Borut Pahor,
delivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

21. At the 13th meeting, on 22 June 2018, the Minister, Private Secretary for National
Policy of Nicaragua, Paul Oquist, delivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

22. At the 17th meeting, 086 June2018 the Federal Minister for Europe, Integration
and Foreign Affairs of Austrigkarin Kneissl,delivered a statement to the Human Rights
Council.

Decision onthe reports of the Advisory Committee

23. At its 40th meetig, on 6 July 2018, theluman RightsCouncil decided to endorse

the request of the Advisory Committee to extend the deadline for submissionrep s

of the Committee respectivelypn the negative impact of the nogpatriation of funds of

illicit origin on the enjoyment of human rights, mandated by resolution 34/11, and on the
negative effect of terrorism on the enjoyment of human rights, mandated by Council
resolution 34/8until the forty-second sessioof the Council

Selection and appointmenbf mandate holders

24. At its 40th meeting, on6 July 2018, the Council appointeftve special procedures
mandate holders in accordance with Human Rights Council resolutions 5/1 and 16/21 and
its decision 6/102 (see annex IV).

Adoption of the report on the session

25. At the 40th meeting, or6 July 2018,the representatives &jibouti, France, India
and the Russian Federatiomade statements as observer States with regard to adopted
resolutions.

26. At the same meeting, the Vié&esident and Rapperr of the Human Rights
Council made a statement in connection with the draft report of the Council on its thirty
eighthsession.

27. Also at the same meeting, the Council adopted the draft report (A/IBRE/&d
referendum and decided to entrust the Rajgpo with its finalization.

28.  Atthe same meeting, the following made statements in connection with the session:

(&) Representativeof State Membexr of the Human Rights CounciBrazil,
Pakistan
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(b) Representative of an observer StaBanada(also onbehalf of Iceland,
Liechtenstein and New Zealand)

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organization&urope- Third World Centre
(CETIM) (also on behalf ointernational Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL)
International Society for Human RightsSHR) (also on behalf of Asian Forum for Human
Rights and Development; Association for Progressive Communications; Center for
Reproductive Rights, Inc., The; East and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project;
Human Rights House Foundation; InternatioB@mmission of Jurists and International
Lesbian and Gay Association)

29. Also at the same meeting, the President of the Human Rights Council made a
closing statement
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Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights and reports of the Office of the High
Commissioner and the SecretaryGeneral

Update by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

30. At the 1stmeeting, onl8 June 208, the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights made a statement providimgipdate of the activities of hB3ffice.

31 During the ensuing general debate, at4treand5th meeting, on19 June 208, the
following made statements:

(@) Representatives ofStates Members of the Human Rights Council
Afghanistan, Argentirfa(also on behalf ofBrazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Guatemala, Guyana, Honduras, Mexico, Panama, Paraguay andARstlia, Belgium,
Brazil, Bulgarig (on behalf of the European Union), Chile, China, China (also on behalf of
Bangladesh, BelarusBolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba, the Democratic Peisple
Republic of Korea, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Malaysia, Myanmar, Pakistan, the Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia, the United Arab of Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
and Zimbabwg Croatia, Cuba, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Icelar{dlso on behalf ofAustralia, Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, ®ece, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, Montenegro, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Ukraine, the Unitedkingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States
of America) Irag, Japan, MexicoMoroccd (also on behalf oBahrain, Burundi,the
Central African Republic, Comoros}! @ divoire, Gabon, Guinea, Jordan, Kuwait, Oman,
Qatar, Sao Tome and PrincjpBaudi Arabia, Senegalnd theUnited Arab Emiratés
Nepal, Netherlands(also on behalf ofArgentina, Australia, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Canada, Chile, Costa Riéae @voire, Czechia, Denmark, the
European Union, Finland, France, Germany, Ghana, Guatemala, Hungary, Italy, Liberia,
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Mali, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, New Zealand, Nigeria,
Norway, Panama, Peru, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Slovakia, Slovenia,
South Sudan, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Republic of Tanzania, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Urugudyew Zealand (also on
behalf of Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy,
Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenedgte®e Netherlands,
Norway, PolandPortugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzetlznd,
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonithe United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and thdnited States of AmerigaNigeria, Pakistan (also on behalf of the

Observer of the Human Righto@ncil speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer ofile Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

11
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Organizationof Islamic Cooperation), Philippines, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Rwanda,

Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Switzerland, Togo (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Urigadso

on behalf of Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Guatemala,

Honduras, Mexico and Paragyayenezuela (Bolivarian Republic ¢f)

(b) Representatives of observ States:Algeria, Armenia, Bahrain, Belarus,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Canada, Costa Rica, Czechia,
Democratic Peopfis Republic of Korea, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Greece, Honduras,
India, Indonesia, Iran (IslamiRepublic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Latvia,
Lesotho, Libya, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Maldives, Mauritius, Monten&dgooocco,
Myanmar, Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republidhailand, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Turkey, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbalbwe

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organization&BC Tamil Oli; Action of
Human Movement (AHM); Al Mezan Centre for Human Rights; Alliance Creative
CommunityProject; Alsalam Foundation; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in
Bahrain Inc; Amnesty International; Article 9nternational Centre Against Censorship,
The; Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; Association Bharathi Centre
Culturel FranceTamoul; Association Dunenyo; Association for the Protection of Women
and Childres Rights (APWCR); Association of World Citizens; Association Solidarité
Internationale pourdhfrique (SIA); Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies; CIVICUS
World Alliance for Citizen Participation; Comisién Mexicana de Defensa y Promocion de
los Derechos Humanos, Asociacion Civil; Commission africaine des promoteurs de la santé
et des droits deGiomme; Commonwealth Human Rights Initiative; Coordination des
Associations edes Particuliers pour la Liberté de Conscience; France Libertes: Fondation
Danielle Mitterrand (also on behalf of American Association of Jurists; Asociacion
Espafiola para el Derecho Internacional de los Derechos Humanos AEDIDH and
International Fellows of Reconciliation); Franciscans International (also on behalf of
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; International Commission of Jurists;
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Service for Human
Rights and World Orgasation Against Torture); Global Action on Aging (also on behalf
of International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations); Global Welfare
Association; Human Rights Watch; Il Cenacolo; Indian Council of South America (CISA);
Indian MovementfiTupg Amarud; International Federation for Human Rights Leagues;
International Federation of Journalists; International Fellowship of Reconciliation;
International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism (IMADR);
International Muslim Womes Uron; International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Service for Human Rights; International
Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations; Iragi Development Organization;
Istituto Internazionale Maai Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco; IUS PRIMI VIRI
International Association; @bservatoire Mauritanien des Droits dldmme et de la
Démocratie; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development; Organisation internationale
pour les pays les moins awés (OIPMA); Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droitsiderime; Tourner La Page;
United Nations Watch; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; Victorious Youths
Movement; Villages Unis (United Villages)Womeréss Human Rights International

9 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

12
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Association; World Muslim Congress; World Organisation Against Torture (also on behalf
of Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development and International Federation for
Human Rights Leagues)

32. At the 6th meeting, onl9 June2018 gatemers in exacise of the right of reply
weremade by the representatssef Bahrain, Cambodia, China, Egypt, Gabon, India, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Maldives, Nicaragua, Pakistan, the Philippines, the Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia @iVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

33. At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply were made by
the representativasf India and Pakistan

Reports of the Office of the High Commissioner and the Secretary
General

34. At the 15th meeting, on25 June 208, the United Nations Deputy High
Commissioner for Human Rights presented thematic reports prepared by the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) and the Secretary
General under agenda items325, and 6

35. At the 15th and 16th meeting, on 25 June 208, the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on thematic reports under agenda items 2 and 3 presented by the United
Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights (see chapter lllpsec)i

36. At the 21st meeting, on 27 June 2018, and at the 22nd meeting on 28 Jurté018,
Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda itand &tthe 27th meeting, on
29 June 2018the Council held a general debate on agenda itenckiding onthematic
reports under agenda items 2, 5, arid presented byUnited Nations Deputy High
Commissioner for Human Righfsee chapter V, sectid®, and chapter VI, sectiof).

37. At the 31stand 32ndmeeting, on 3 July 2018 and at the 34timeeting, @ 4 July

2018, the United Nations High Commissioner for HumRights and the United Nations
Deputy High Commissioner for Human Riglpiesentedeportsof the Office of the High
Commissioner submitted under agenda items 2 and 10.

38. At the 34th meeting, @ 4 July 2018 and at the 35th meeting, on 5 July 20i&
Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda item 10, inatudiegortaunder
agenda items 2 and 10 presented by the High Commissioner for Human (Réghthapter
X, sectionG).

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Technical assistance to the Democratic Republic of the Congo and follawp to the
report of the team of international experts on the Kasai region

39.  As notified to the secretariatraft resolutionA/HRC/38L.22, sponsoredy Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maksa,
Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenian,Spaederand theUnited
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelangaswithdrawn byits sponsors orb July

2018 priorto its consideration by the Human Rights Council

13



A/HRC/38/2

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

A. Panels

Annual full -day discussion on the human rights of women

40.  An annual fullday discussion on the human rights of women was held on 21 June
and on 22 June 2018, in accordance withHigenan Rights Council resolution 6/30. The
meeting was divided into two panel discussions.

41. At the 11th meeting, on 21 June 2018, the Council theddirst panel discussion on
the theme #fAThe i mpact of violence megmi nst women
organizations in digital spaceso.

42. The United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rightade anopening
statement for the panel. Ti8pecial Rapporteur on violence against women, its causes and
consequence® u b r av k a ,@oderated ohe didssion for the panel.

43. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statemémsnder and
Director of Glitch!UK, Seyi Akiwowo;the Executive Director of the Digital Rights
Foundation Nighat Dad; and the Director of Digital Safety and PrivacyTaftical

Technology Collective, Matt Mitchell.

44,  The ensuing panel discussion was divided into two slots, which were held at the
same meeting, on the same day. During the first speaking slot, the following made
statements and asked the panellists qoesti

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuosttalia,
Brazil (on behalf of the Community of Portuguesgmeaking Countries), China,
Liechtensteiff (also on behalf of Austria, Slovenia and Switzerland), Spain, Togo (on
behalf ofthe Group of African States), United Arab Emirates (on behalf of the League of
Arab States)

(b) Representatives of observer Stat€anada, Estonia (also on behalf of
Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and Swedexignd

(c) Observe for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
(UN Women);

(d)  Observeffor anintergovernmentabrganization: European Union;

(e) Observer fora national human rights institutianAustralian Human Rights
Commissionby video messagg)

) Observers for nogovernmental organizationdnternational Service for
Human Rights (also on behalf of Amnesty International; Asian Forum for Human Rights
and Develoment; Association for Progressive Communications; Association for W@men
Rights in Development; Front Line, The International Foundation for the Protection of

10 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

14
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Human Rights Defenders and World Organisation Against Torture); Plan International, Inc.
(also o behalf of Defence for Children International; Foundation ECPAT International
(End Child Prostitution, Child Pornography and Trafficking in Children for Sexual
Purposes) and Terre Des Hommes Federation Internationale)

45. At the end of the first slot, ahe same meeting, the panellists answered questions
and made comments.

46.  The following made statements during the second speaking slot for the first panel:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoGecihany,
Iraq, Pakistan, Veneela (Bolivarian Republic of)

(b) Representatives of observer Stat@sgenting Denmark, France Greece
Lesotho,NetherlandsSerbia Sudan

(c) Observer fora national human rights institutiorEquality and Human Rights
Commission of Great Britain, Nthern Ireland Human Rightg¢also on behalf of
Commission and the Scottish Human Rights Commi$glmnvideo messagg)

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Population and Development (also on behalf of Youth Coalition feru& and
Reproductive Rights (YCSRR)); Espace Afrique International

47. At the same meeting, the panellists of the first panel answered questions and made
concluding remarks.

48. At the 12th meeting, or22 June 2018the Council heldhe second panel digssion
on t he Advimeingevom@édé rights in the economic sphere through access and
participation in information and communication technologies (IETs)

49.  The United Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rigtdade aropening
statement for th panel.The Minister for Fisheries and Equal Opportunities and Minister
for Nordic Cooperation of Denmark, Eva Kjer Hansgave a keynote addres$he
Programme Officer and Partnerships Manager at the International Trade iCBha&rades
initiative, Anna Mori,moderated the discussion for the panel.

50. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statemthi@desearcher and
Communications and Evaluations Manager at Research ICT Africa, Chenai Chair; the
Coordinator for Asia at the Alliance féffordable Internet, World Wide Web Foundation,
Basheerhamad Shadrach; and the Head of Digital Ecosystem Relations at Sonatel, Rokhaya
Solange Ndir.

51.  The ensuing panel discussion was divided into two slots, which were held at the
same meeting. Durinthe first speaking slot, the following made statements and asked the
panellists questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuositalia,
Australia (also on behalf ofFiji, Kiribati, the Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federhte
States of), Nauru, New Zealand, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands,
Tonga, Vanuatuthe Cook Islands and Niydpelgium (also on behalf dfuxembourg and
the Netherlands Central African Republi¢ (on behalf of the States Members and
obsenrers of the International Organization of la Francophonie), Chile (also on behalf of
Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Ecuador, Guatemala, Mexico, Paraguay, Peru and Jruguay

11 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Membeatmedver States.
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Kuwait*? (on behalf of the Gulf Cooperation Council), Slovenia (also on beha\usfria
and Croati® Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statéanada, Denmark, Estonial¢o on behalf
of Denmark, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and Sweden

(c) Observeffor anintergovernmentabrganization: European Union;

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organization#l-Hag, Law in the Service
of Man; Association for Progressive Communications; Istituto Internazionale Maria
Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco

52. At the end of the fit slot, at the same meeting, the panellists answered questions
and made comments.

53.  The following made statements during the second speaking slot for the second
panel:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBRakiktan,
Qatar,United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

(b) Representatives of observer StatBsilgaria, Czechia, Italy, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Romania, Russian Federation, Thailand, Viet Nam;

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Population and Development; International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms
of Racial Discrimination; Plan International, Inc.

54. At the same meeting, the panellists of the second panel answered questions and
made their concluding remarks.

Panel discussion on the human rights of internally displaced persons in
commemoration of the twentieth anniversary of the Guiding Principles on Internal
Displacement

55. At the 18th meeting, or26 June 208, pursuant to Human Rights Council decision
35/10Q1, the Council held a panel discussion the human rights of internally displaced
persons in commemoration of the twentieth anniversary of the Guiding Principles on
Internal Displacement

56. TheDirector of the Human Rights Council and Treaty MechaniBmgsion, Office

of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rigatsl the Assistant High
Commissioner for Protection, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Refugees (UNHCR), Volker Turk, made opening statemeriis. Special Rapporteum

the human rights of internally displaced persons, Cecilia JirmBaezary, moderated the
discussion

57. At the same meeting, the following panellistade statementshe Member of the
African Commission on Human and Pedpl®ights and Special Rappeur on Refugees,
Asylum Seekers, Migrants and Internally Displaced Persons in Africa, Maya Sahli Fadel;
the UnderSecretary for Human Rights of Honduras, Alba Marcela Castafgeabthe
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary and Permanent Reptigsenit&iji to the
United Nations Office in Geneva, Nazhat Shameem Khan.

12 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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58. The ensuing panel discussion was divided into two slots, which were held at the
same meeting, on the same day. During the first speaking slot, the following made
statements anaisked the panellists questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Co@fdila,
Ecuador, Iraq, Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States), United Arab Emirates (on
behalf of the League of Arab States), Venezuela (BolivdRigpublic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statezerbaijan, Colombia, Denmark, Russian
Federation, Serbia;

(c)  Observer fomnintergovernmentabrganization European Union;

(d)  Observer forma national human rights institutio®lobal Alliance of National
Human Rights institutions

(e Observers for nogovernmental organization€hristian Aid; Franciscans
International.

59.  The following made statements during the second speaking slot:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rightsnc@ou
Switzerland, Tunisia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

(b) Representatives of observer Statdsmenia, Austria, Botswana, Ireland,
Kuwait, Lesotho, Norway, Syrian Arab Republic;

(c) Observer for United Nation®ntities, specised agencies and related
organizationsUnited Nations Development Programme (UNDP)

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organization#&l-Haq, Law in the Service
of Man (also on behalf of BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and Refugee
Rightg; Istituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco; Verein
Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik

60. At the same meeting, the panellists answered questions and made their concluding
remarks.

Interactive dialogue with special procedures randate holders

Independent Expert on protection against violence and discrimination based on sexual
orientation and gender identity

61. At the 1st meetingon 18 June 208, the Independent Expert on protection against
violence and discrimination based @exual orientation and gender identityjctor
MadrigalBorloz, presented his repartA/HRC/38/43 and Ad.1).

62. At the same meeting, the representative of Argentina made a statement as the State
concerned.

63.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue,the 1st an®2nd meetingson the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Independent Expert questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuositalia,
Belgium, China, Cubakcuador, Georgia, Germany, Mexico.ekco (also on behalf of
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica and Uruguay), Slovenia, South Africa,
Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Albania, Austria, Canada, Colombia,
Czechia,Denmark (also on behalf of Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway
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and Sweden), France, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Liechtenstein,
LuxembourgMalta, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Portugal, Thailand;

(c)  Observer fomnintergovernmentabrganizationEuropean Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Population and Development; Allied Rainbow Communitieternational; Article 19-
International Centre Against Censorship, The; British Humanist Association; Human
Rights Law Centre; International Lesbian and Gay Association (also on behalf of
Asistencia Legal por los Derechos Humanos, Asociacién)Ciwvternational Service for
Human Rights; Swedish Association for Sexuality Educat{@tso on behalf of
International Planned Parenthood FederatioByvedish Federation of Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual and Transgender RigitRFSL.

64. At the 2nd meeting, on the sanday, the Independent Expert answered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association

65. At the 1st meeting, on 18 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom
of peaceful assembly and of association, Clément Nyaletsossi Voule, presented his report
(AJHRC/38/34).

66. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 1st and 2nd meetings, on the same
day, the following made statements and aske®fiexial Rapportelwquestions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Iraqg, Nigeria, Republic of Korea,
Slovakia, South Africa, SpainSwitzerland, Togo (on behalf of the Group of African
States), Tunisia, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives afbserverStates:Albania, Armenia, Botswana, Czechia,
France, Ireland, Israel, Maldives, kb@co, Netherlands, Portugal, Russian Federation
Sudan State of Palestine

(c) Observefrfor anintergovernmentabrganization: European Union;

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organization8i Mezan Centre for Human
Rights; Article 19 InternationalCentre Against Censorship, The; Asian Forum for Human
Rights and Development; CIVICUSWorld Alliance for Citizen Participation; Ensemble
contre la Peine de Mort; Human Rights House Foundation; International Organization for
the Elimination of All Formsf Racial Discrimination (also on behalf kS PRIMI VIRI
International Associatign

67. At the 2nd meetingon the same day, th&pecial Rapporteusnnswered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

68. At the 3rd meetingon the same dag statemenin exercise of the right of reply was
made by the representative of the Russian Federation.

Special Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable
standard of physical and mental health

69. At the 2nd meeting, on 18 June B)lthe Special Rapporteur on the right of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health,
Dainius Plras, presented h2.s reports (A/ HRC/ 38/ 3¢

70. At the same meeting, the representatives of Armemialtadonesia made statements
as the States concerned.
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71. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 2nd and the 3rd meetings, on the
same day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Meers of the Human Rights Council: Brazil,
China, Céte dvoire, Ecuador, Egypt, Georgia, Iraq, Nepal, Pakistan, Philippines, Senegal,
South Africa, Spain, Togo (also on behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia,
Ukraine;

(b) Representatives of obser States: Azerbaijan Belarus, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Dijibouti, France, Haiti, India, Lithuania, Malaysia,
Maldives, Morocco, Paraguay, Portugal, Russian Federation, Sudan, Thailand, Trinidad and
Tobago, State of Palestine;

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Child@srFund (UNICEF);

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European Union;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Action Canadfor
Population and Development; Association of World Citizens; Associazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIIl; Center for Reproductive Rights, Inc., The; Defence for Children
International; European Region of the International Lesbian and Gay Federation;
Frarciscans Internationdblso on behalf of Genéve pour les droits @®mme: formation
internationale; Minority Rights Group and VIVAT Internationdhternational Association
of Democratic Lawyers (IADL); International Catholic Child Bureau; Istituto
Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco; IUS PRIMI VIRI
International Association; Liberation; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association; Minority Rights Group; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik.

72.  Atthe 3rd meeting, on theame day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions and
made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the elimination of discrimination against persons affected by
leprosy and their family members

73. At the 2nd meeting, on 18 June 2018, the Spdagdporteur on the elimination of
discrimination against persons affected by leprosy and their family members, Alice Cruz,
presented her report (A/HRC/38/42).

74. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 2nd and the 3rd meetings, on the
same day, th following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBmnatil,
China, Cote dvoire, Egypt, Japan, Nepal, Pakistan, Philippines, Sen8tmlenia, South
Africa, Togo (onbehalf of the Group of African States);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Dijibouti, Fiji, India, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Israel, Malaysia, Morocco, Portugal, Russian Federation, Trinidad and
Tobago;

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental orgatian: European Union;
(d)  Observer for the Sovereign Military Order of Malta;

(e) Observer for a nogovernmental organization: Associazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIII.

75. At the 3rd meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered gaestions
made her concluding remarks.

Independent Expert on human rights and international solidarity
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76. At the 3rd meeting, on 18 June 2018, the Independent Expert on human rights and
international solidarity, Obiora C. Okafor, presented his reports (A/HR@I3td Add.1).

77. At the5th meeting, on 19 June 201Be representative of Cuba made a statement as
the State concerned.

78.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue,tia¢ 5thand 6th meeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and asktexlindependent Expert questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAngtla,
China, Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, South Africa, Togo (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Tunisia, Venezuela (BoligarRepublic of);

(b) Representatives of observer Stategilgeria, Bangladesh, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Djibouti, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Malaysia,
Maldives, Morocco, Namibia, Russian Federation, Sudan, Sweden;

(c) Observerfor anintergovernmentabrganization European Union;

(d)  Observer fora norgovernmental organizatioMssociazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIlI (also on behalf of Company of the Daughters of Charity of St. Vincent de
Paul; International Confederation of the fbg of St. Vincent de Paul; International
Organization for the Right to Education and Freedom of Education (OIDEL); Mouvement
International @Apostolate des Milieux Sociaux Independants; New Humanity; Passionists
International and World Union of CathoMdomerés Organizations)

79.  Atthe6thmeeting, on the same day, the Independent Expert answered questions and
made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the right to education

80. At the 3rd meeting, on 18 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur origtiteto
education, Koumbou Boly Barry, presented her reports (A/HRC/38/32 and Add.1).

81. At the 5th meeting, on 19 June 2018, the representative of @dtErd made a
statement as the State concerned.

82.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue,tia¢ 5th and 6th meeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Afghanistan, Australia, China, Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Nepal, Nigeria, tAakiSlovakia,
Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer Stat&kgeria, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Denmark, Dibouti, France, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Kuwait, Malaysia,
Maldives, Morocco, Namibia, Russian Federation, Sudan, Holy See;

(c) Observers for United Nations entitiespecialized agencies and related
organizations United Nations Childre@® Fund (UNICEF), United Nations Educational,
Scientific and CulturaDrganizatiofUNESCO);

(d)  Observer fomnintergovernmental organization: European Union;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAssociation for the
Protection of Women and CHilerns Rights (APWCR) Association of World Citizens
Association pour dntégration et le Développement Durable au Burun@atholic
International Education Office Center for Organisation Research and Education
Indigenous People of Africa Coordinatingo@mittee International Organization for the
Right to Education and Freedom of Education (OIDEljternational Volunteerism
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Organization for Women, Education and DevelopnmietIDES; Istituto Internazionale
Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don BosctJS PRIMI VIRI International
Association Liberation Mbororo Social and Cultural Development Associati®nahar
World Barua Organization (WBO)

83. At the6thmeeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions and
made her concludingemarks.

Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions

84. At the 6th meeting, on 19 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial,
summary or arbitrary executions, Agnés Callamard, presented her reports (A/HRC/38/44
and Add.12).

85. At the 7th meeting, on 20 June 2Qlie representatives of El Salvador and Iraq
made statements as the States concerned.

86. At the same meeting, on the same day, the national human rights institution,
Procuraduria para la Defensa de los Derechanatos of El Salvador, made a statement
(by video message).

87. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at ftik and 8th meetings, on 20 June
2018, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States embers of the Human Rights Council:
Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium, Braz{Chile, China, Cuba, Egypt, Iraqg, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Philippines, South Africa, Switzerland, Tunisia, Ukraibajted Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland/enezuela (Boliarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer States: Albania, France, Honduras, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Latvia (also on behalf of Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Lithuania,
Norway and Sweden), Montenegro, Russian Federation, Sudan;

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Centro de Derechos
Humanos Miguel Agustin Pro Juarez; Front Line, The International Foundation for the
Protection of Human Rights Defenderss(lonbehalf of Amnesty InternationalAsian
Forum for Human Rights and Development and International Federation for Human Rights
Leagues); International Gay and Lesbian Human Rights Commission; Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik;, Womefs Human Rights Inteational Association; World
Organisation Against Torture (also on behalf of Asian Forum for Human Rights and
Development).

88. At the 7th and 8th meetings, on 20 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and made her concluding remarks.

Specid Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of
opinion and expression

89. At the 6th meeting, on 19 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and
protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression, David Kagsepted his
reports (A/HRC/38/35 and Add.1).

90. Atthe7th meeting, on 20 June 201Be representativef Mexico made a statement
as the State concerned.

91. At the same meeting, on the same day, the national human rights institution,
Comision Nacional @ Derechos Humanos de México, made a statement (by video
message).
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92. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at #th and 8th meetings, on 20 June
2018 the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives ofStates Members of the Human Rights Council:
Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, China, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,
Germany (also on behalf of Austria, Brazil, Liechtenstein and Mexico), Iraq, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Peryalso on behalf of Argeirta, Brazil, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Guatemala, Mexico, Paraguay and Uruguay), Philippines, Switzerland, Togo (on behalf of
the Group of African States), South Africa, Tunisia, Ukraidajted Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland/enezuelaBolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Albania, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswan&urkina FasofFrance, Greece, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Ireland, Latvia,Latvia (also on behalf of Denmark, Estonkinland, Iceland, Lithuania,
Norway and SwedenMaldives, Montenegro, Myanmar, Netherlands, Paraguay, Poland,
Russian Federation, Sudan, Uruguay;

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Echtional, Scientific and Cultural Organization
(UNESCO);

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European Union;

(e) Observers for noigovernmental organizations: Alliance Defending Freedom;
Article 19 - International Centre Against Censogshihe; Asian Forum for Human Rights
and Development; British Humanist Association; East and Horn of Africa Human Rights
Defenders Project; Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights; International Commission of
Jurists; International Federation of Journalitistheran World Federation (also on behalf
of ACT Alliancei Action by Churches TogetheNerein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik.

93. At the 7th and 8th meetings, on 20 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.

Spedal Rapporteur on violence against women

94. At the 8th meeting, on 20 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on violence against
wo men, Dubravka Gi monovi |, presei@)t ed her reports

95. At the same meeting, on the same day, the representatives of Australia and the
Bahamas made statemengstlae States concerned.

96. Also at the same meeting, the national human rights institution, Australian Human
Rights Commission, madestatement.

97.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue,tia¢ 8th and 9th meetingson the same
day, the following madestatements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuositalia,
Belgium, Brazil, China, Croatia, Ecuador, Egypt, Irag, Japan, Nigeria, Philippstar,
Republic of Korea, Saudi Aradi Senegal, Slovenia, South Africa, Spa8witzerland,
Togo (also on behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statdfgeria, Austria, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Botswana, Canada, Colombia, Djibouti, El Salvador, Finland (also on behalf of
Denmark, Estonia, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and Sweden), France, Honduras,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Jaroaj Jordan, Malaysia, Maldives,
Montenegro, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Paraguay, PoRugsian Federation
Sudan Thailand Turkey;
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(c) Observer for United Nation®ntities, specialized agencies and related
organizationsUnited Nations Entitfor Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
(UN Women;

(d)  Observers fointergovernmentabrganizationsCouncil of EuropeEuropean
Union;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAmnesty International;
Association for Progressive Commications; Comision Mexicana de Defensa y Promocién
de los Derechos Humanos, Asociacion Civil; Espace Afrique International; Human Rights
Law Centre; International Leshian and Gay Association (also on behalf of Federatie van
Nederlandse Verenigingen tot égfratie Van HomoseksualiteitCOC Nederland); United
Nations Watch.

98. At the 8th and9th meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and made her concluding remarks.

99. At the 9th meeting, on the same day, a statement in sgestithe right of reply was
made by the representative of China.

Special Rapporteur on the human rights of migrants

100 At the 8th meeting, on 20 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on the human rights of
migrants, Felipe Gonzalez Morales, presenteddpents (A/HRC/38/41 and Add.1).

101 At the same meeting, on the same day, the representative of Nepal made a statement
as the State concerned.

102 Also at the same meeting, the national human rights institution, National Human
Rights Commission of Nepahadea statement (by video message).

103 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at 8tle and 9th meeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the HunRights Council:
Afghanistan, Brazil, Chile, China, Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Mexico, Mexico (also on behalf of
Brazil, Chile, Guatemala, Peru and Uruguay), Nigeria, PhilippiSesegal, Switzerland,
Togo (also on behalf of the Group of African States), Veakz(Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statédégeria, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Djibouti, ElI Salvador, France,
Haiti, Honduras, Italy, Jordan, Malaysia, Malta, Moroccasdguay, Portugal, Russian
FederationSudan Thailand the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonidet Nam Holy
See

(c) Observers for United Nationgntities, specialized agencies and related
organizations United Nations Childreis Fund (UNICEF),United Nations Entity for
Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women (UN Women);

(d)  Observers fointergovernmentabrganizatios: Council of EuropeEuropean
Union;

(e) Observer for the Sovereign Military Order of Malta;

)] Observer for a national humaights institution: Conseil national des droits
de Bhomme du Maroc;

(g0 Observers for nogovernmental organizationéssociazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIII (also on behalf of Association PoiriBoeur; Company of the Daughters of
Charity of St. Vincentde Paul, Congregation of Our Lady of Charity of the Good
Shepherd; Foundation for GAIA; International Confederation of the Society of St. Vincent
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de Paul; International Movement ATD Fourth World; Mouvement International
déApostolate des Milieux Sociaux Iagendants; New Humanity; Passionists International
and World Union of Catholic Womém Organizations); Centro de Derechos Humanos
Miguel Agustin Pro Juarez; Comision Mexicana de Defensa y Promocién de los Derechos
Humanos, Asociacion Civil; Dominicans fdustice and PeaceOrder of Preachers (also

on behalf of Franciscans International); Foundation ECPAT International (End Child
Prostitution, Child Pornography and Trafficking in Children for Sexual Purposes);
International Volunteerism Organization for Wen, Education and Developmeit
VIDES; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development; Make Mothers Matter; Terre Des
Hommes Federation Internationale (also on behalf of Save the Children International)

104. At the 8th and 9th meetingson the same day, th@pecial Rapporteur answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.

Working Group on the issue of discrimination against women in law and in practice

105 At the 9th meeting, on 20 June 20118 Chairperson of the Working Group on the
issue of discrinmation against women in law and in practitey a n a ,Reesktridd ithé
reportsof theWorking Group(A/HRC/38/46 and Addil2).

106. At the same meeting, on the same day, the representatives of Chad and Samoa made
statements as the States concerned.

107. During the ensuing interactive dialogue,tla 10th and 11thmeeting, on21 June
2018 the following made statements and asked Ghairperson of the Working Group
questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Angola,
Australia, Belgium, Brazil, China, Coéteddoire, Croatia, Ecuador, Georgia, Germany,
Hungary, Iraq, Mexico, Nepal, New Zealdhthlso on behalf ofustralia, Canada, Iceland
and Mexico), Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, South Africa,
Togo (also on behalf of the Group of risfan States), Tunisia, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Bosnia and tdegovina, Botswana, Djibouti, France, Greece,
Honduras, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Lithuania,
Malaysia, Maldives, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, Norway (also on behalf of Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, Iceland, Latvia and &¥en), Paraguay, Poland, Russian Federation, Sri
Lanka, Thailand;

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
(UN Women);

(d)  Observer folmn intergovernmental organization: European Union;

(e)  Observer for nomgovernmental organizationAction Canada for Population
and Development; Akhoei Foundation; Alulbayt Foundation; Association for Wofsen
Rights in Development; Center for Reprotive Rights, Inc., The (also on behalf of
Association for Womes Rights in Development; International Federation for Human
Rights Leagues; International Planned Parenthood Federation and Plan International, Inc.);

13 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Centro de Estudios Legales y Sociales I(SE Asociacion Civil; Espace Afrique
International; European Region of the International Lesbian and Gay Federation (also on
behalf of Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van Homoseksualiteit
COC Nederland and International Leshian &ay Association); Indian MovemenTupaj
Amaruw; International Human Rights Association of American Minorities (IHRAAM);
Make Mothers Matter; Youth Coalition for Sexual and Reproductive Rights (YCSRR).

108 At the 10th and 11th meeting®en the same dayhé Chairperson of the Working
Groupanswered questions and maae ¢toncluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on trafficking in persons, especially women and children

109 At the 9th meeting, on 20 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur on trafficking in
personsespecially women and children, Maria Grazia Giammarinaro, presented her reports
(AVJHRC/38/45 and Add.1).

110 At the same meeting, on the same day, the representative of Cuba made a statement
as the State concerned.

111 During the ensuing interactive diglue, at thelOth and 11thmeeting, on21 June
2018 the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuosttalia,
Belarug* (also on behalf of Bahrain, BangladeBlolivia (Plurinational State of), Ecuador,
Egypt, Eritrea, India, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, the Lao Pélemocratic Republic,
Libya, Nicaragua, Nigeria, the Philippines, Qatar, the Russian Federation, Singapore,
Tajikistan, Turkmenistan, the United Ar&8mirates, Uzbekistan and Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)), Belgium, Brazil, China, Coteddoire, Egypt, Georgia, Germany, Iraq,
Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines, Slovakia, South Africa, Togo (also on behalf of the
Group of African States), Tunisi&nited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statgieria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Botswana,
Bulgaria, Colombia, Djibouti, France, Greece, Honduras, Israel, Italy, Jordan,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Malaysia, Maldives, Morocco, Myanmar, Paraguay, Portugal,
Russian Federation, Seychelles, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Viet Nam, Holy See;

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Natiorisntity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
(UN Women);

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European Union;
(e)  Observer for the Sovereign Military Order of Malta;

)] Observers for nogovernmental organizationsCaritas Inérnationalis
(International Confederation of Catholic Charities); Foundation ECPAT International (End
Child Prostitution, Child Pornography and Trafficking in Children for Sexual Purposes);
VIVAT International (also on behalf of Franciscans International).

112 At the 10th and 11th meeting®n the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and made her concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on extreme poverty and human rights

14 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking onlbeh&ember and observer States.
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113 At the 12th meeting, on 2 June 2018, the Special Rapporteur orraare poverty
and human rights, Philip Alston, presented his reports (A/HRC/38/33 and-&dd.1

114. At the same meeting, on the same day, the representatBfeapbmade a statement
as the State concerned.

115 During the ensuing interactive dialogue tla 12th and 13thmeeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Co@fgila,
Cuba, EgyptFrancés (also on behalf of Albania, Belgium, CéjlMorocco, PeruRomania
and Senegal)\igeria, Pakistan, Philippines, Senegal, Togo (also on behalf of the Group of
African States), Tunisia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republi¢ of)

(b) Representatives of observer State#&lbania, Bangladesh, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Colombia, France, Honduras, India, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Malaysia, Paraguay, Russian Federation;

(c) Observer for United Nation®ntities, specialized agencies and related
organizationsUnited Nations Childreis Fund (INICEF);

(d)  Observer fomn intergovernmentarganization: European Union;

(e Observers for nogovernmental organizationsdAmerican Civil Liberties
Union; Center for Reproductive Rights, Inc., The; Conectas Direitos Humanos; Conselho
Indigenista Missinario CIMI (also on behalf of Franciscans International); Humanist
Institute for Ceoperation with Developing Countries; United Towns Agency for North
South Cooperation; Womémlinternational League for Peace and Freedom.

116 At the 13th meeting, on theame day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the human rights of internally displaced persons

117. At the 12th meeting, on 22 June 2Ql1tBe Special Rapporteur on the human rights
of internally displaced persons, Cecilia Jimeri@amary, presented her reports
(AJHRC/38/39 and Add.13).

118 At the same meeting, on the same day, the represestafiiz Salvador, Libya and
Niger madestatemergas the Stateconcerned.

119 Also at the same meegnthe national human rights institutidProcuraduria para la
Defensa de los Derechos Humanos of El Salvadadea statement (by video message).

120, During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at &h and 13th meetingsn the same
day, the followingmade statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuositalia,
China, Croatia, Egypt, Georgia, Irag, Kenya, Nigeria, Philippines, Senegal, Togo (also on
behalf of the Group of Afdan States), Tunisia, Ukraine, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statédbania, Austria (also on behalf of
Honduras and Uganda), Azerbaijan, Estonia, France, Honduras, Malaysia, Netherlands,

15 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Norway, Portugal, Russian #eration, Serbia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, State of
Palestine;

(c)  Observers fointergovernmentabrganizationsCouncil of EuropeEuropean
Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAlsalam Foundation;
Association of World CitizensComision Mexicana de Defensa y Promocion de los
Derechos Humanos, Asociacion Civiluropean Centre for Law and Justice, The / Centre
Europeen pour le droit, les Justice et les droitsddenime; Indigenous People of Africa
Coordinating Committee; MbororooSial and Cultural Development Association; Pasumai
Thaayagam Foundation; Prahar; United Towns Agency for Neotith Cooperatian

121 At the 13th meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made her concluding remarks.

122 At the same meetingyn the same day, statemeiri exercise of the right of reply
weremade by the representative of Armeragerbaijan andBrazil.

123 Also at the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply were
made by the represetitaes of Armeniaand Azerbaijan

Working Group on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and
other business enterprises

124. At the 14th meeting, or25 June 2018, the Chair of tMgorking Group on the issue
of human rights and transnatelncorporations and other business enterprigesta
Ramasastrypresented theeportsof theWorking Group A/HRC/38/48 and Add -R).

125 At the same meeting, on the same day, the representatives of Canada and Peru made
statements as the States concérne

126. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at Hagnemeeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Chair of the Working Group questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBetgium,
Brazil, Chile, China, Ecuador, Egypt, Germany, Kenya, Pakistan, Spain, Togo (also on
behalf of the Group of African States), Venezuela (Bolivarian Repubtic of)

(b)  Representatives of observer Stat&serbaijan, France, India, Mozambique,
Namibia, Netherlands, Naay, Thailand, Russian Federation, Holy See, State of Palestine

(c) Observefrfor anintergovernmentabrganization: European Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organization€onectas Direitos Humanos;
Human Righs Law Centre; Human Rights Nownternational Service for Human Rights;
Sikh Human Rights Group

127. At the same meeting, on the same dthe Chair of the Working Group answered
guestions and madwerconcluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers

128 At the 14th meeting, on 25 June 2Q1Be Special Rapporteur on the independence
of judges and lawyers, Diego GarSayan, presented his reports (A/HRC/38/38 and
Add.1).

129, At the same meeting, on the same day, the representative of Polandamade
statenent as the State concerned.

130. Also at the same meeting, the national human rights institution, Commissioner for
Human Rights of Poland, made a statement.
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131 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at dagnemeeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuostkalia,
Belgium, Brazil, China, Egypt, Hungary, Iraq, Kenya, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru (also on
behalf of Brazil, Chile, Colomhi Guatemala, Mexico, Paraguay and Uruguay), Togo (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, Ukraine, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statégerbaijan, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Botswana, Burkina Faso, Estopi&rance, Greece, Montenegro, Morocco, Myanmar,
Russian Federation, Sudan

(c) Observers fointergovernmentabrganizationsCouncil of Europe, European
Union, International Development Law Organization

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAmnesty International;
Comisién Mexicana de Defensa y Promocidn de los Derechos Humanos, Asociacion Civil,
European Centre for Law and Justice, The; Human Rights House Foundation; International
Bar Association (also on behalf of Lawyers for Lawyédmwyersd Rights Watch Canagla
The Law Society and Union Internationale des Avoedtdernational Union of Lawyers);
International Commission of Jurists; International Federation for the Protection of the
Rights of Ethnic, Religious, Linguistic and Other Mii@s; Iragqi Development
Organization; Nonviolent Radical Party, Transnational and Transparty

132 At the samemeeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

General debate on agenda item 3

133 At its 15th and 16thmeeting, on 25 June 2018the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on thematic reports under agenda items 2 dndng which the following
made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Membergh&f Human Rights CounciAustralia
(also on behalf of Argentina, Austria, Canada, Costa Rica, Czechia, Estonia, France,
Finland, Germany, Ireland, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstgihuania, Mongolia, New
Zealand, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Spain, Sweden, Tunisia and the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), Australia (also on behalfrgéntina,
Austria, Belgium,Brazil, Chile, Canada, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, France, Finland,
Germany, Icelandlreland, LuxembourgWlontenegro, New Zealand, the Netherlands,
Norway, Malta, Mexico, Portugal, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Ukraine, the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and UruguAyktriat® (also on
behalf of Argentina, Australia, Botswana, Brazil, Chile, France, Greece, Latvia, Lithuania,
Morocco, the Netherlands, Qatar, the Republic of Korea, Sweden and TuB&ligiym
Brazil (alsoon behalf ofFrance, Indonesia, Norway, Senegal and South Afrigalgaria’
(on behalf of the European Umjp Cote dlvoire (alsoon behalf ofAfghanistan,Albania,
Algeria, Angola, Azerbaijan Bahrain Bangladesh Belarus Benin Botswana Brunei
DarussalamBurkina FaspBurundi Cabo VerdeCameroonthe ntral African Republic

16 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
17 Observer of the Human Rights Courspleaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Chad Ching Comoros theCongq theDemocratic Republic of the CongBjibouti, Egypt,
El-Salvador Equatorial GuineaEritrea Eswatinj Ethiopig Gabon the Gambia Ghana
Guinea GuineaBissay GuyanaIndonesialran (Islamic Republic of\Jordan Kazakhstan
Kenya Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan Lebanon Lesothq Liberia, Libya, Madagacar Malawi,
Malaysia Maldives Mali, Mauritanig Mauritius Moroccg Mozambique Namibia the
Niger, Nigeriaz Oman,Pakistan Qatar the Russian FederatiprRwanda Sao Tome and
Principe Saudi Arabia Senegal SeychellesSierra Leone Somalia South Arica, South
Sudan the Sudan Suriname the Syrian Arab RepublicTajikistan Togo, Tunisig Turkey,
Turkmenistan Uganda the United Arab Emiratesthe United Republic of Tanzania,
Uzbekistan Yemen Zambig Zimbabweand the State of Palestin€uba Georgia, Japan
Kuwait*® (on behalf of the Cooperation Council for the Arab States of the QRaRistan
(alsoon behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperatidtortugal® (alsoon behalf of
Brazil, Mozambique, Paraguay and Thailan@atar Republic of Koreag Russian
Federatiof? (also on behalf ofBelarus, Brazil, China, Pakistan, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) and Zimbabwe), Togo (alsm behalf of the Groumf African Statey
Turkmenista® (also on behalf of Afghanistan, Albania, Armenia, Banglate Belarus,
Cambodia, Canada, China, the Democratic PéepRepublic of Korea, Georgia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Maldives, Malipnaco, Mongolia,
Pakistan, the Russian Federation, -8&rino, the Sudan, the Syrian Arab Repabli
Tajikistan and Uzbekistanlnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelafadsoon
behalf of Afghanistan, Albania, Andorra, Angol&rgentina,Armenia, Australia, Austria,
Azerbaijan, the Bahamas, BahraBelarus,Belgium, Bhutan, Bosnia and Hsmgovina,
Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Cambodia, Canada, Gbhaik, China, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechiae Democratic Peopfis Republic of Koreathe
Democratic Republic of the Cong®@enmark, Djibouti, Ecuador, El Salvador, Eréa,
Estonia, Eswatini, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Frantee Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Iraq, Ireland,
Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Latvia, Lebanon, Libdrec¢htenste, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Maltslauritius, Mexico, Monaco, Mongolia
MontenegroMoroccq Myanmag Namibia,Nepal,the NetherlandsNew ZealangNorway,
Oman Pakistan (on behalf of th@®rganization of Islamic CooperatiprPdau, Panama,
ParaguayPery the PhilippinesPoland Portuga) the Republic of Koreathe Republic of
Moldova, Romania Rwanda Samoa, San MarinoSenegal Serbia Seychelles Sierra
Leone Slovakig Slovenig Spain Sri Lanka,Sudan Sweden Switzerland Thailand, the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonidimor-Leste Togo, Trinidad and Tobago
Tunisig Turkey, Turkmenistan Uganda, Ukrainethe United Arab EmiratesJruguay
Zambiaand Zimbabwg, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofalsoon behalf of theNon
Aligned Movement)

(b) Representatives of observer Statésgentina, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Greece, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Libya, Maldives, Morocco,
Netherlands, Norway, Russian Federation, Singapore, Tonga, United Reyuldiczania,
Holy See

(c)  Observer fomnintergovernmental organizatiomter-Parliamentary Union

Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Huan Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Global Alliance of National
Human Rights Institutions (GANHRI) (also on behalf of national humgintsiinstitutions
of Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Cameroon, Denmark, Ecuador, Germany, India, Ireland,
Morocco and the Philippines);

(e)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationéction of Human Movement
(AHM); African Development Association; Adé&am Foundation; American Association of
Jurists; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Association Bharathi
Centre Culturel Franedamoul; Association @ntraide Médicale Guinée; Association
Dunenyo; Association for Progressive Commundare; Association for the Protection of
Women and Childreds Rights (APWCR); Association of World Citizens; Association pour
I@ntégration et le Développement Durable au Burundi; Association Solidarité
Internationale pour@Afrique (SIA); Association Thendl; Associazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIII (also on behalf of Congregation of Our Lady of Charity of the Good
Shepherd; International Volunteerism Organization for Women, Education and
Developmenti VIDES; Istituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice telSalesiane di Don
Bosco and World Union of Catholic WomisnOrganizations); Center for International
Environmental Law (CIEL); Centregdction pour le développement rural; Centre Europe
tiers monde; Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy; Chinatysémr Human
Rights Studies (CSHRS); Christian Solidarity Worldwide; Commission africaine des
promoteurs de la santé et des droits@erhme; Conectas Direitos Humanos; Conseil de
jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Conseil International pour le soutigiesaproces
équitables et aux Droits déHomme; Coordination des Associations et des Particuliers
pour la Liberté de Conscience; Coup de Pousse" Chainé&sjgolr NordSud ( C.D.P
C.E.N.S); European Centre for Law and Justice, The / Centre Europeele miyoit, les
Justice et les droits déhbmme; FIAN International e.V.; France Libertes : Fondation
Danielle Mitterrand; Franciscans International (also on behalf of VIVAT International);
Global Welfare Association; Graduate Women International (GWI); &tumRights Law
Centre; Human Security Initiative Organization; Il Cenacolo; Indian Council of South
Amer i ca (ClI sA); I ndi an ; Mdigemouse Pebple fT Afrita | Amar uo
Coordinating Committee; International Career Support Association; International
Commission of Jurists (also on behalf of CIDSE and Dominicans for Justice and -Peace
Order of Preachers); International Educational Development, Inc.; International Federation
for the Protection of the Rights of Ethnic, Religious, Linguistic & Other Miresit
International Fellowship of Reconciliation; International Humanist and Ethical Union;
International Muslim Womeis Union; International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Service for Human Rightgriational
Lawyers.Org; Iragi Development Organization; IUS PRIMI VIRI International Association;
Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; Liberation;8bservatoire
Mauritanien des Droits déHomme et de la Démocratie; Maarij Foundation foadgeand
Development; Make Mothers Matter; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association; Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la
Cooperation Economique Internationalé€DCAPROCE Internationale; Organization for
Defending \Mctims of Violence; Palestinian Center fDevelopment and Media Freedoms
i MA D ARasumai Thaayagam Foundation; Prahar; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense
des droits dethomme; Save the Children International; Sikh Human Rights Group; Society
for Threatmed Peoples; Solidarité SuisSainée; Stichting International Center for
Ethnobotanical Education, Research & Service; Tamil Uzhagam; Tourner La Page; Union
of Arab Jurists; United Nations Watch; United Towns Agency for NB8dhbth
Cooperation; Verein Swdnd Entwicklungspolitik; Victorious Youths Movement; Villages
Unis (United Villages); World Barua Organization (WBO); World Evangelical Alliance;
World Jewish Congress; World Muslim Congress.
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134. At the 16th meeting, or25 June 208, statements in exes®s of the right of reply
were made by the representatives Byhzil, Ching India, Japan Pakistan Qatar the
Republic of KoreaSaudi ArabiaThailand and the United Republic of Tanzania

135 At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a seconafirgyly were made by
the representatives bidia andPakistan

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Elimination of all forms of discrimination against women and girls

136. At the 36th meeting, orb July2018, the representative bfexico, alsoon behalf of
Colombia, introduced draft resolution A/HRC/B81/Rev.1, sponsored bgolombia and
Mexico and cesponsored byAlbania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Croatyjpru€, Czechia,
Denmark, Ecuador, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, PortigalRepublic of
Moldova, Romania, Rwanda, San Marino, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand,
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Urugu8ybsequentlyBolivia (Plurinational State

of), Botswana, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Monaco, Mongolia, Nepal, the Republic of Korea,
Serbiaand Slovakigoined the sponsors.

137. At the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1 hadeen orally revised.

138 Also & the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that amendments
A/HRC/38/L.23, A/MHRC/38/L.25 and A/HRC/38/L.34 to draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1 as orally revised had been withdrawn by their sponsors.

139 At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation introduced
amendment A/HRCEL.24 to draft resolutio®/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1as orally revised

140 Also & the same meeting, the representativ€atidi Arabiantroduced amendment
A/HRC/38/L.35to draft resolutiol’A/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1as orally revised

141 Amendmers A/HRC/38/L.23 and A/HRC/38/L.25 weresponsored by the Russian
Federatiorand cesponsored by Egypt and Saudi AradaendmentA/HRC/38/L.24 was
sponsored by the Russian Federatand cesponsored by Egypt and Saudi Arabia.
Subsequently, Indonesia joined the spons@mendmentA/HRC/38/L.34 was sponsored
by Egypt the Russian Federatioand Saudi ArabiaAmendment A/HRC/8/L.35 was
sponsored byEgypt the Russian Federatioand Saudi Arabia Subsequentlylndonesia
joined the sponsors.

142 At the same meeting, the representativdVieiico made a statement in relation to
the proposed amendmemtsdraft resolutio’A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1 as orally revised

143 Also & the same meetg, the representatives diistralia, Belgium, Brazil,Chile,
Slovakia,on behalf of States membeo$ the European Union that are members of the
Council and theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelanthde general
comments in relation to thdraft resolutionA/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1 as orally reviseas well

as on the proposed amendngent

144, At the same meeting, the Council took action on amend#ehtRC/38/L.24 and
A/HRC/38/L.35to draft resolutio’A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1 as orally revised
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145 Also at the same meeting, the representative of Australia made a statement in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendma#HRC/38/L.24.

146. At the same meeting, at the request of the representatideistfalia a recorded
vote was takeon amendmemd/HRC/38/L.24. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, ChinaEgypt, Ethiopia,Iraq, Kenya, Nigeria, Pakistaf®hilippines,
Qatar,Saudi ArabialJnited Arab Emirates

Against

Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croatigkcuador, Georgia Germany,
Hungary, Japan, MexicoMongolia, Panama, Peru, Republic of Korea,
Rwanda, Slovakia, Slovenia,South Africa, Spain, Switzerland,Tunisia,
Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
AfghanistanAngol a, & 1Kyrgyzstrg Nepad, Senegdlpgo
147. Amendment A/HRC38/L.24 was rejected by Ibtes to 2, with 7 abstentiong?

148 At the same meeting, at the request of the representatMe>a€o, a recorded vote
was taken on amendment A/HR@/B.35. The votng was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China,Egypt, Iraq, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qat8gudi
Arabia, SenegalJnited Arab Emirates

Against

Angola, Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croatid&cuador, Georgia,
Germany, Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Mmlia, Panama, Peru, Republic of
Korea, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Switzerland, Tunisia,
Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
AfghanistanC* t e d Bthiopia, Kenya, Nepal, Philippines, Togo
149 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.35 was rejected by Motes to 2, with 7 abstentions?

150 At the same meeting, the representatveBgypt, Iraq, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatand
Saudi Arabiamade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation tcafhe dr
resolutionA/HRC/38L.1/Rev.1as orally revisedin their statemers, the representatigef
Egypt, Nigeria, PakistanQatarand Saudi Arabiadisassociated the delegatiofiom the
consensus on preambular paragrafth and operative paragraph 4 (dj the draft
resolution. Inhis statement, the representativeRalkistardisassociated the delegation from
the consensus onperative paragraph @f the draft resolutionln his statement, the
representative ofSaudi Arabia disassociated the delegation fromet consensus on
preambularparagraphs 12, 15 and 2if the draft resolution.in his statement, the

22
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representative ofQatar disassociated the delegation from the consensus on preambular
paragraphs 12, 15 and 21 aaod operative paragraph @f the draft reshition. In his
statement, the representative Idq disassociated the delegation from the consensus on
preambulamparagraphs 6, 12, 15, 16 and 19 amdperative paragraphs 4, 6 (a) andf7

the draft resolution.

151 Also & the same meeting, the dradisolutionas orally revisedvas adopted without
a vote (resolution&1).

152 At the38thmeeting on 6 July 2018the representatives of AustralBrazil, Senegal

and Slovakianade statements in explanation of vote after the vote and general comments
in relation to all draft proposals adopted under agenda item Bedrstatement, the
representative oSenegaldisassociated the delegatimom the consensusn preambular
paragraph 19f the draft resolution as orally revised.

Human rights and international solidarity

153 At the 37th meeting, orb July 2018, the representative @ubaintroduced draft
resolution A/HRC/38..3, sponsored byCuba and cesponsored bythe Democratic
Peopl ebs Republ i c teefSyridhoArab aRepublitand ¥enezgtal a ,
(Bolivarian Republic of) SubsequentlyAngola, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Botswana, China, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Indonesia, Malaysia,
Maldives, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Senegal, South Afritan&dand the
United Arab Emirates (on behalf of tB¢ates members of tli&oup of Arab Stategbined

the sponsors.

154. At the same meeting, the representativieldlexico and Slovakiagn behalf of States
membersof the European Union that are membefsh®e Counci] made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolaidiRC/38/L.3.

155 Also & the same meeting, at the request of the representat®eatkia,on behalf
of States membexs the European Union thate members of the Coundil recorded vote
was taken owlraft resolutiomPA/HRC/38/L.3. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Afghanistan,Ango |l a, Brazil, Burundi CubaChi | e,
Democratic Republic of the Cong&cuador, Egypt, Ethiag, Iraq, Kenya,
Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines,
Qatar,Rwanda,Saudi Arabia, Senegal, South Africa, Todanisia, United
Arab EmiratesVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Croatia, @®egia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Republic of
Korea, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
Mexico
156. The draft resolution was adopted BY votes to #, with 1 abstention(resoluton
38/2).
Enhancement of international cooperation in the field of human rights

157. At the 37th meeting, orb July2018, the representative thie Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuela also on behalf of he States Mmbers of the Movement of Ne&digned
Couwntries States membersf the Group of Arab States, China and the Russian Federation,
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introduced draft resolution A/HRC/A84, sponsored bythe Bolivarian Republic of
Venezuelaon behalf of he States Mmbers of the Movement of NeXligned Countries
Subsequently, China, El Salvador, Paraguay and the Russian Federfiioad the
sponsors.

158 At the same meeting, the representativeAabtralia made a general comment in
relation to the draft resolution.

159 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules obgedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

160. At the same meeting, the representativeédapan Mexico, Peruand Slovala, on
behalf of States membeo$ the European Union that are members of the Coumeibe
statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

161 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representativeusifdia, a
recorded vote was taken draft resolutionrA/HRC/38/L.4. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Angol a, Burundi , C h CubaDemoCratic Republic 6f1 t e
the Congo Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Iragq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia,
Nepal Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Philippines, Qatdwanda,Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, South Africa, Togd unisia, United Arab EmiratesVenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Croatia, Georgi&ermany, Hungary, Japan, Republic of
Korea, Sovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
Afghanistan Brazil, Mexico

162 The draft resolution was adopted B§ votes to #, with 3 abstentiongresolution
38/3.24

Human rights and climate change

163 At the 37th meeting, on5 July 2018, the representativeof Viet Nam, the
Philippines and Bangladesimtroduced draft resolution A/HRC/A85, sponsored by
Bangladesh,the Philippines andviet Nam, and cesponsored byAlgeria, Andorra,
Australia, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Chile, Fiji, Maldives, Mexico, Pakistan,
Paraguay, Peru, San Marino, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Uragday
Zambia SubsequentlyAfghanistan, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Benin, Botswana, Costa Rica,
Cuba, the Dominican Republic, France, Georgia, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Iraq, Malawi,
Mauritius, Nepal, Panama, Senegal, Sri Lanka, Switzerland and the United Arab Emirates
(on behalf of the States members of the Group of Arab Sjatasjl the sponsors.

164. At the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.5 had been orally revised.

24 The delegation dPanamalid not cast a vote.
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165 Also & the same meeting, the representatioé Slovakia, on behalf of States
membersof the European Union that are membefshe Council and South Africanade
general commensin relation to the draft resoluticasorally revised

166. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to thenased administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluisrorally revised

167. At the same meeting, the draft resolutiasiorally revisedwas adopted without a
vote (resolution 8/4).

Accelerating efforts to eliminate violenceagainst women and girls: preventing and
responding to violence against women and girls in digital contexts

168 At the 37th meeting, orb July 2018, the representative Ganadantroduced draft
resolution A/HRC/34..6, sponsored byCanadaand cesponsoredoy Albania, Andorra,
Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile,
Colombia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Haiti,
Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtensteirhulibtia, Luxembourg,
Malta, Mexico, Monaco, Montenegrthe Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Pethg
Philippines, Poland, Portugathe Republic of Moldova, Romania, Rwanda, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, the former YugoslgubRe of
Macedonia, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainand Uruguay Subsequently,Benin, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Costa Rica, Cuba, Denmark, Ecuador, Estonia,
Fiji, Guatemala, Honduras, Kazakhstan, Malawi, Mali, Mongolia, the Repubkoida,
Serbia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Timbeste, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Zambjained the sponsors.

169 At the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that amendment
A/HRC/38/L.33 to draft resolutiod/HRC/38L.6 had been withdrawn by its sponsor.

170 Also & the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation introduced
amendment A/HRCEL.32to draft resolutiorA/HRC/38/L.6.

171 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.32 was sponsored by the Russian Fatlen and ce
sponsored byEgypt and Saudi Arabia Subsequentlylndonesiajoined the sponsors.
Amendment A/HRC/8/L.33 was sponsored by the Russian Federatiot cesponsored
by EgyptandSaudi Arabia

172 At the same meeting, the representativeBelfjium, Chile, Georgia,Japan and
Slovakia,on behalf of States membeo$ the European Union that are members of the
Council made general comments in relation to dhnaft resolutionA/HRC/38/L.6, as well

as on the proposed amendment.

173 Also & the samameeting, the Council took action on amendment A/HRC/32to
draft resolutionA/HRC/38/L.6.

174. Atthe same meeting, the representative of Australia made a statement in explanation
of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRBL/32.

175 Also & the same meeting, at the request of the representatiearfjia a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HR8I332. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Afghanistan, Burundi, China,Democratic Republic of the Cong&gypt,
Ethiopia, Iraq, Kepa, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatafaudi Arabia,United Arab
Emirates

Against
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Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croatigkcuador, Georgia, Germany,
Hungary, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico, Mongolia, Panama, Peru, Republic of
Korea, Rwanda,Slovakia, Slovenia, Solt Africa, Spain, Switzerland,
Tunisia,Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
Angol a, CNepal Rhilippines Senegal, Togo
176, Amendment A/HRC/8/L.32 was rejected by Ibtes to25, with 6 abstentiong?®

177. At the same meeting, the representativé£gypt, Iraq, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar
Saudi Arabiaand South Africanade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in
relation to the draft resolutioA/HRC/38L.6. In their statemers, the representzes of
Egypt, Iraq, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar aSdudi Arabiadisassociated the delegatifnom

the consensus aoperative paragraph 10 @f the draft resolution. Itheir statemerg, the
representative of Irag, Qatar andSaudi Arabiadisassociatedhe delegatios from the
consensus oaperative paragraphs 5 and 11 ¢éiyhe draft resolution.

178 Also & the same meeting, the draft resolutveess adopted without a vote (resolution
38/5).

Elimination of female genital mutilation

179 At the 37th meeting, onb July2018, the representative ©bgo, on behalf of States
membersof the Group of African Statesntroduced draft resolution A/HRC/A89,
sponsored byrogo, on behalf of States membefsthe Group of African Stateand coe
sponsored byAlbania, Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria,
Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany,
Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, Monao, the Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Turled theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland SubsequentlyAustralia, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazanada

El Salvador Honduras Japan Maldives Mexico, Montenegro New Zealandthe Republic

of Koreg Switzerland, Ukrainghe United Arab Emirates (on behalf 8tates membersf

the Group of Arab StateandUruguayjoined the sponsors.

180 At the same meetindghe President of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.9 had been orally revised.

181 Also & the same meeting, the representatfeAustralia, Belgium and&lovakia,on
behalf of States membeod the European Union that are membefdhe Council made
general commensin relation to the draft resoluticasorally revised

182 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated adntiméstaad
programme budget implications of the draft resolutisrorally revised

183 At the same meeting, the draft resolutiasiorally revisedwas adopted without a
vote (resolution 8/6).

25 The delegations of CutendVenezuela (Blivarian Republic ofgid not cast a vote
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The promotion, protection and enjoyment of human rights on tle Internet

184. At the 37th meeting, orb July 2018, the representativef Sweden, on behalf of
Brazil, Nigeria and Tunisiaand Brazilintroduced draft resolution A/HRC/8810/Rev.1
sponsored brazil, Nigeria,Sweden and Tunisiand cesponsored bylbania, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Benin, Bulgaria, Gh#eZongo,
Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Haiti,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Lukewrg, Malawi, Malta,
Mexico, Monaco, Montenegrathe Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Ukraineand the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northetreland
Subsequently,Canada, Costa Rica, the Dominican Repuyblkcuador El Salvador,
Georgia Guatemala,Honduras Hungary Japan Maldives Mongolia New Zealand
PanamaPery thePhilippines Qatar theRepublic of Koreathe Republic of MoldovaSan
Marino, SenegalSerbiaand TimorLestejoined the sponsors.

185 At the same meeting, the representaiveChing Egypt Iraqg, Pery also on behalf
of Chile and Panam&lovakia,on behalf of States membearkthe European Union that are
members of te Counci] South Africaand Tunisiamade general commexin relation to
the draft resolution.

186 Also & the same meeting, the draft resolutveess adopted without a vote (resolution
38/7).

Human rights in the context of HIV and AIDS

187. At the 37th meeting, on5 July 2018, the representative &razil, on behalf of
Colombia, Mozambique, Portugal and Thailandntroduced draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.12, sponsored brazil, Colombia, Mozambique, Portugal and Thailaaual]
co-sponsored by Andorra, Angod, Argentina, Azerbaijan, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, Estonia,
Finland, Georgia, Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland Italy, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malta, Mexico, Montenegrahe Netherlamls, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Romania,
San Marino, Slovakia, Sweden, Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Turkey and Uruguay SubsequentlyHonduraswithdrew its original co-sponsorship of the

draft resolution.Subsequently Armenia, Australia, Austria, Benin, Botswana, Canada,
Czechia, El Salvador, France, Germany, Guatemala, Haiti, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Lithuania, Malawi, New Zealand, Panama, the Philippines, Senegal, Slovenia, Spain,
Timor-Leste, Ukraine and the United KingdahGreat Britain and Northern Irelajoined

the sponsors.

188 At the same meeting, the representaiveEgypt Mexico andQatar, also on behalf

of Indonesia, IragKuwait, Oman, Pakistamand theSudan,made general comments in
relation to the draft redution. In his statement, the representative @étardisassociated

the delegatiosfrom the consensus gueambular paragraph 22 and operative paragraphs 4,
16 and 22f the draft resolution.

189, In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedurthefGeneral Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolutisrorally revised

190. At the same meeting, the draft resolutimas adopted without a vofgesolution
38/8).
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The right to education: follow-up to Human Rights Council resolution 8/4

191 At the 37th meeting, orb July2018, the representative Bbrtugalintroduced draft
resolution A/HRC/38..13, sponsored byortugaland cesponsored bylbania, Andorra,
Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Lithuania, Luxembourg, tstar, Maldives,
Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Norway, Paraguay, Pehe Philippines, Polandthe
Republic of Moldova, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tisia, Ukraine andJruguay Subsequefyt, Algeria,
Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Benin, Botswana, Brazil, Canada, Cuba, Czechia, Ecuador, EI
Salvador, Fiji, France, Georgia, Honduras, Hungary, Indonesia, Iraq, Japan, Latvia,
Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, the Netherlands, Panama, Qatar, San Marindarika,
Switzerland and the United Arab Emirajemed the sponsors.

192 At the same meeting, the draft resolutimas adopted without a vote (resolution
38/9).

Human rights and the regulation of civilian acquisition, possession and use of firearms

193. At the 37th meeting, on5 July 2018, the representativeof Ecuador and Peru
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/A814, sponsored byEcuador and Perand co
sponsored byAustralia, Azerbaijan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Chile, Cyprus, Cuba,
Greee, Honduras, Liechtenstein, Paraguthe Philippines, Switzerlandand Uruguay
Subsequently Honduras withdrew its original co-sponsorship of the draft resolution.
SubsequentlyBrazil, the Congo, Egypt, El Salvador, Haiti, Ireland, Jamaica, Maldives,
Mexico, Nigeria, Portugal, the Russian Federation, Senegal, Singapore, Thailand and the
State of Palestinined the sponsors.

194. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council wdseawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

195 At the same meeting, the draft resolutimas adopted without a vote (resolution
38/10).

The promotion and protection of human rights in the context oppeaceful protests

196 At the 38th meeting, on6 July 2018, the representative &witzerland, also on
behalf of Costa Ricantroduced draft resolution A/HRC/A816, sponsored by osta Rica

and Switzerlandnd cesponsored byAlbania, Australia, AustriaBosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Honduras, Iceland, Italy,
Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenetiie Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, PortilgalRepublic of Moldova, Romania,

San Marino, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Tunisia and theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern IrelarSubsequently,
Belgium, Benin, Brazil, Canada, the Dominican Republic, BV&kor, Estonia, France,
Georgia, Greece, Hungary, Iraq, Ireland, Panama, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea,
Sweden and Ukraineined the sponsors.

197. At the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.16 had been orally revised.

198 Also & the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation introduced
amendment A/HRCBL.26to draft resolutiorA/HRC/38L.16 as orally revised

199 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.26 was sponsored by the Russian Federatnd coe
sponsored bZhina. Subsequently, Indonegiéned the sponsors.
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200. At the same meeting, the representativ&witzerland made a statement in relation
to the proposed amendmeatdraft resolutio’A/HRC/38L.16 as orally revised

201 Also & the same meeting, the representaiobBelgium, Ching Egypt Pakistan
Panamaand Slovakia, on behalf of States members the European Union that are
members of the Coung¢inade general commesih relation to the draft resoluticas orally
revised as well as on the proposed amendmenthis statement, the representative of
China disassociated the delegation from the consensus on the draft resalsitmmally
revised

202 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assehbly
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resoluisrorally revised

203 At the same meeting, the Council took action on amendment A/HBIRCZ® to
draft resolubbn A/HRC/38L.16 as orally revised

204. Also at the same meeting, the representaifedustralig Georgia and Switzerland
made statemerd in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment
A/HRC/38/L.26.

205 At the same meeting, at thequest of the representative ®ivitzerland a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HR&IL326. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China,Cuba Egypt, Ethiopia,Kyrgyzstan,Pakistan,Philippines,
Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab Emirates
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Afghanistan,Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croati&cuador,Georgia,
Germany, Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Panama, Peru, Republic of Korea,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerlan@ipgo, Tunisia, Ukraine, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Angol a, C ! Deenocrdtiz IRgpahlicr of the Congdragq, Kenya,
Nepal,Nigeria, Senegal

206. Amendment A/HRC/8/L.26 was rejected bg4 votes to23, with 8 abstentiong®

207. At the same meeting, the draft resolutias orally revisedvas adopted without a
vote (resolution 8/11).

Civil society space: engagement with international and regional organizations

208 At the 38th meeting, oré July2018, the representatisef Ireland, also on behalf of
Chile, Japan, Sierra Leone and Tunisia, and Tunisi@oduced draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.17/Rev.1 sponsored byChile, Ireland, Japan, Sierra Leone and Tunésid
co-sponsored byAlbania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, BenifBosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Canada, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
France, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Latvia,

26 The delegatiomf Mongoliadid not cast a vote
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Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monteneghne,Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portutfad, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Ukraarel Uruguay. SubsequentlyArgentina,
Colombia, the Congo, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Saly&l@mtemala, Mexico,
Panama, the Republic of Korea, Senegal, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and the State of Palesjaieed the sponsors.

209 At the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.17/Rev.1 had been orally revised.

210 Also & the same meeting, the representativeChfna, also on behalf of Cuba,
Pakistan and the Russian Federatiomtroduced amendment A/HRC/38/L.36,
A/HRC/38/L.37 and A/HRC/38/L.38 to draft resolutionA/HRC/38L.17/Rev.1 as orally
revised The representative @hina, also on behalf of Cuba and the Russian Federation,
introduced amendment A/HR@R&..39 to draft resolutiolA/HRC/38L.17/Rev.1 as orally
revised

211 At the same meetingChina withdrew amedment A/HRC/B/L.36 to draft
resolution A/HRCL.17/Rev.1as orally revised.

212 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.36 was sponsored bghinaand cesponsored byakistan
and the Russian Federatiosubsequently,Cuba joined the sponsorsAmendmens
A/HRC/38/L.37 and A/HRC/38/L.38 were sponsored byChina and cesponsored by
Pakistanand the Russian Federatio®ubsequently,Cuba, Indonesia and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic ofjoined the sponsor&dmendment A/HRC/8/L.39 was sponsored
by China and cesponsored byhe Rissian FederatiorSubsequentlyCuba and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic ofjoined the sponsors

213 At the same meeting, the representativ€bile made a statement in relation to the
proposed amendmerntts draft resolutiorA/HRC/3817/Rev.1 as orallyavised

214, Also & the same meeting, the representatiok Pakistan Slovakia,on behalf of
States membersf the European Union that are members of the Couswed Switzerland
made general commaexih relation to the draft resoluticas orally revisedas well as on the
proposed amendmemnt

215 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the dm&fsolutionas orally revised

216. At the same meeting, the Council took action on amendm&tiRC/38/L.37,
A/HRC/38/L.38 and A/HRC/38/L.39 to draft resolutionA/HRC/3817/Rev.1 as orally
revised

217. Also at the same meeting, the representatiféSemany and Peru madgatemerd
in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCEY.

218 At the same meeting, at the request of the representati@hilef a recorded vote
was taken on amendment A/HR@/B.37. The voting was aflows:

In favour.

Burundi, China,Cubg Egypt, Ethiopia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria,
Pakistan, QataiSaudi ArabiaUnited Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

Against

Afghanistan Australia, Belgium, Chile, Croati&cuadorGeorgia,Germany,
Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Panama, Peru, Republic of Korea, Rwanda,
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Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Tuni&ifiraine, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Angola,Brazil,C* t e d DdmucaaticrRepublic of thEongq Mongolia,
Nepal, Philippines, Seneg&outh Africa,Togo

219 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.37 was rejected by 1votes to22, with 10 abstentions.

220. At the same meeting, the representativkeAustralia and Chile madstatemerstin
explanation of votdefore the vote in relation to amendment A/HRRZL338.

221 Also & the same meeting, at the request of the representati@ebilef a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HR&IL338. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China,Cuba Egypt, Ethiopia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Philippines, QateBaudi ArabialJnited Arab Emiratesyenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Afghanistan,Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croatia, Georgfaermany,
Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Rama, Peru, Republic of Korea, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Tunisidkraine, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Angol a, C ! tDemocrhtic | Republic ef, the CongdEcuador,
Mongolia Nepal, RwandaSenegalSouth Africa, Togo

222 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.38 was rejected by Motes to21, with 10 abstentions.

223 At the same meeting, the representaipeBelgium and Tunisia mad&gatemergin
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRRICED.

224, Also & the same meeting, at the request of the representati@bilef a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HR&I339. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China,Cuba Egypt, Ethiopia, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan, Philippines,
Qaar, Saudi ArabiaUnited Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of)

Against
Afghanistan,Australia, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, Croati&cuador,Georgia,
Germany, Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Panama, Peru, Republic of Korea,

Rwanda, Slovakia, Slovenia, $in, Switzerland, TogoTunisia, Ukraine,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Angol a, C ! Desnocrdtiz IRepablicr f the Congdraq, Kenya,
Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Senegabouth Africa

225 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.39 was rejected by 1%otes to24, with 10 abstentions.

226. At the same meeting, the representativehina, Egypt, Iraq, Panama atitk
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelaméde statements in explanation of
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vote before the vote in relatiow the draft resolution A/HRC/38/L7/Rev.1 as orally
revised

227. Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution as orally revised was adopted without
a vote (resolution 382).

Business and human rights: improving accountability and access to remedy

228 At the 38th meeting, oré July2018, the representative Nbrway introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/38..18, sponsored byArgentina, Ghana, Norwawnd the Russian
Federationand cesponsored byAndorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegwina, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Denmark, Finlartde Gambia, Germany,
Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Liechtenstein, Luxemboufwe Netherlands,the Niger,
Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland, Thailand, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Tunisia andTurkey. SubsequentlyBulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, the
Dominican Republic, France, Georgia, Greece, Hungary, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Lithuania,
Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Montenegro, New Zealand, Poland, the Republic of Korea,
Slovenia, Swedeand the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irejaitked the
SpPONSOrs.

229 At the same meeting, the representatioE Ecuador,Slovakia,on behalf of States
membersof the European Union that are members of the Cou8oilith Africa and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelaméde general commexin relation
to the draft resolutian

230, In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to thémated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

231 At the same meetinghe draft resolution as orally revised was adopted without a
vote (resolution 38/43).

232 Also at the same meetinghe representatives of Ausiel Brazil, Senegal and
Slovakiamade statements in explanation of vote after the vote and general comments in
relation to all draft proposals adopted under agenda item 3.
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Human rights situations that require the Council s attention

Interactive dialogue with thelndependent International Commission of
Inquiry on the Syrian Arab Republic

233 At the 17th meeting, on26 June 208, the Chairperson of théndependent
InternationalCommission of mquiry on the Syrian Arab Republic, PawgérgioPinheto,
provided an oral updatgoursuant to Human Rights Council resolusi@d/17 and 3J/29.

234. At the same meeting, the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic made a
statement as th®&tate concerned

235. During the esuinginteractive dialogue, at ¢h17th and18th meeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and asked thembersof the Independent
International Commission of Inquiry on the Syrian Arab Repudpliestions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuosttalia,
Belgium, Brazil, Chile, China, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Georgia, Germany, Iraq,
Japan, Mexico, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (BadimaRepublic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statédgeria, Bahrain, Belarus, Canada,
Czechia, Democratic PeofeRepublic of KoreaDenmark (also on behalf of Finland,
Iceland, Norway and Swederstonia, France, Greece, Iran (Islamic Repuliiclceland,

Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Liechtenstein, Maldives, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Poland, Romania, Russian Federation, Turkey;

(c) Observefrfor anintergovernmental organizatioBuropean Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizatisn Cairo Institute for Human
Rights Studies; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; International Federation for Human Rights
Leagues; Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Union of Arab Jurists; United
Nations Watch; Womes International League for Ree and Freedom (also on behalf of
Action Canada for Population and Development); World Council of Arameans (Syriacs)

236. At the 18th meeting, on the same day, the representative of the Syrian Arab
Republic made final remarks as the State concerned.

237. At the 17th and 18th meetingsn the same dayhe Chairpersomnd members of
the Commission of InquiryKaren Koning Abuzayad and Hanny Megalgnswered
guestions ad madeheir concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with the Commission of Inquiry on Burundi

238 At the 19th meeting, on27 June 208, the Chairperson of th€ommissionof
Inquiry on Burundi Doudou Diéneprovided an orabriefing, pursuant to Human Rights
Council resolutior86/19.

239 At the same maing, members of the Commissiaf Inquiry on Burundi, Francoise
Hampson and Lucy Asuagbor, made statements.

240 Also at the same meeting, the representative of Burundi made a statement as the
State concerned.
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241 During the ensuingnteractive dialogue, at theamemeeting on the @ame daythe
following made statements and asked the Chairpeasdrithe members of the Commission
of Inquiry questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuostkalia,
Belgium, China, Georgia, Germarygxico, Spain, Switzeaind, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republi¢ of)

(b) Representatives of observer Stat&enmark, Eritrea, France, Ireland,
Luxembourg, MyanmaiNetherlandsRussian Federatioisudan;

(c)  Observerfor anintergovernmental organizatioiEuropean Union,

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organization&mnesty International; East
and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project; Espace Afrique International; Human
Rights Watch; International Federation of ACAAction by Christians for the Abolition of
Torture) (also on behalf of Centre pour les Droits Civils et Politigu@sntre CCPR; East
and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project; and World Organisation Against
Torture); International Organization rfothe Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droitstdamime; Tourner La
Page

242 At the same meetinggn the same daythe Chairpersorof the Commissiorof
Inquiry on Burundianswered questions anddehis concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with special proceduresnandate holders

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Belarus

243 At the 18h meeting, or25 June 2018the Special Rapporteur on the situation of
human rightsn Belarus, Miklds Haraszti, presented his report (A/HE8I%1), pursuant to
Human Rights Council resolutiorb27.

244. At the same meeting, the representative of Belarus made a statement as the State
concerned.

245 During the ensuing interactive dialog, at thesamemeeting, on thesameday, the
following made statements and askeel 8pecial Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuosttralia,
Belgium, Slovakia, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Bnitand Northern Ireland

(b) Representatives of observer Stat&zechia, Estonia Finland France
Ireland Lithuaniag Poland

(c)  Observers for intergovernmental organizatiobsuncil of EuropeEuropean
Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organifans: Amnesty International;
Human Rights House Foundation; Human Rights Watch; International Federation for
Human Rights Leagues; United Nations Watch

246. At the same meeting, on the same gne Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made his cohaling remarks.
Special Rapporteur on the sitation of human rights in Eritrea

247. At the 17th meeting, on26 June 208, the Special Rapporteur on the situatan
human rights in EritreaSheila Keetharuthpresenteder report (A/HRCB8/50, pursuant
to Human Rights Council resolutio®/35.
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248 At the same mektg, the representative of Eritrenade a statement as the State
concerned.

249 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements aagdked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuostkalia,
Belgium, China, Cuba, Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer StateSgeria, Belarus, Djibouti, France,
Greece, Netherlands, Norway, Russian Federation, Sudan;

(c)  Observerfor anintergovernmental organizatioBuropean Union

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationdrticle 19 - International
Centre Against Censorship, The; Association Mauritanienne pour la promotion du droit;
Center for Global Nonkilling; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; CIVICUSVorld Alliance
for Citizen Participation; East and Horn of Africa Human RightseDdérs Project; Human
Rights Watch; International Fellowship of Reconciliation

250 At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur answered questions anchenade
concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Myanmar

251 At the 19th meeting, on27 June 208, the Special Rapporteur on the situatafn
human rights in Myanmaryanghee Lee, presenteth oral progresseport pursuant to
Human Rights Council resolutiory/32.

252 At the same meeting, the representative of Myanmade a statement as the State
concerned.

253 During the ensuing interactive dialogus,the19th and20th meetings on the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of thembdu Rights Council:
Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium, China, Germany, Iraqg, Japan, Mexico, Republic of Korea,
Saudi Arabia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer StatBangladesh, Belarus, Canada, Czechia,
Denmark, Estonia, France, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Lao &eople
Democratic Republic, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Maldives, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Poland, Russian Federation, Sweden, &ahdjlTurkey, Viet Nam;

(c) Observers for intergovernmental organization€uropean Union,
Organization of Islamic Cooperation (OIC)

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationsiliance Defending Freedom;
Amnesty International; Asian Forum for HumdRights and Development; Christian
Solidarity Worldwide; Human Rights Now; Human Rights Watch; International Federation
for Human Rights Leagues; Internatioawyers.Org; Lawyei@Rights Watch Canada.

254 At the 20th meeting, on the same daye SpeciaRapporteur answered questions
and madéherconcluding remarks.
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D. General debate on agenda item 4

255 At its 20th and 21stmeeting, on 27 June 208, the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on agenda item 4, during which the following madmetate

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuostkalia,
Belgium, Bulgari& (on behalf of the European Union), China, Cuba, Egypt, Georgia,
Germany, Japan, Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation),
Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (also on behalf of the
Non-Aligned Movement), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (also on behaBebérus,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China, Cubthe Democratic Peoplis Republic of Korea,
Egypt, Eritrea, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Myanmar, Nicaragua, Pakistan, the
Russian Federation, the Sudan and Zimbapwe

(b) Representatives of observer Sta#snenia, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Canada, Czechia, Democratic Pe@pl®epublic of Korea, Denmark, Finland, France,
Iceland, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Maldives, Netherlands, Norway, Russian
Federation

(c) Observer for a national humarights institution: Procuraduria para la
Defensa de los Derechos Humanos of Nicaragua,

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Action
internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des Grands Lacs; Africa
Culturelnternationale; African Development Association; Agir ensemble pour les droits de
IGhomme; Alliance Creative Community Project; Alsalam Foundation; American
Association of Jurists; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc;
Amnesty Internatiorla Article 19 - International Centre Against Censorship, The (also on
behalf of Committee to Protect Journalists, Inc.; Freedom House and International PEN);
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel
FranceTamoul; Association culturelle des Tamouls en France; Associati@ntchide
Médicale Guinée; Association des étudiants tamouls de France; Association Dunenyo;
Assaociation for the Protection of Women and ChildseRights (APWCR); Association of
World Citizens; Asociation pourdntégration et le Développement Durable au Burundi;
Association Thendral;, Ballalnternational Community; Bai B&ith; Cairo Institute for
Human Rights Studies; Center for Inquiry; Center for Organisation Research and
Education; Centre @ction pour le développement rural; Centre Euref&rs monde;
Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy; China Society for Human Rights Studies
(CSHRS); Christian Solidarity Worldwide; CIVICUS World Alliance for Citizen
Participation; Commission afidine des promoteurs de la santé et des droithdeine;
Conectas Direitos Humanos; Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Conseil
International pour le soutien a des proces équitables et aux Droifslatarhe; Coup de
Pousse Chaine dékpoir Nod-Sud (C.D.PC.E.N.S); East and Horn of Africa Human
Rights Defenders Project; Ensemble contre la Peine de Mort; European Centre for Law and
Justice, The / Centre Europeen pour le droit, les Justice et les drdit®aene; European
Region of the Internainal Lesbian and Gay Federation; France Libertes: Fondation
Danielle Mitterrand; Global Institute for Water, Environment and Health; Helsinki
Foundation for Human Rights; Human Rights Law Centre; Human Rights Now; Human
Rights Watch; Human Security Initige Organization; Indian Council of South America

27 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(CISA); Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating Committee; Institut International pour
les Droits et le Développement; International Career Support Association; International
Commission of Jurists; Inteational Educational Development, Inc.; International
Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Fellowship of Reconciliation;
International Human Rights Association of American Minorities (IHRAAM); International
Humanist and Ethical Union (also doehalf of Ensemble contre la Peine de Mort and
Freedom Now); International Lesbian and Gay Association; International Muslim Véd®men
Union; International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination; International Service for Humd&ights; International Youth and Student
Movement for the United Nations; Internatioh@lwyers.Org; Iragi Development
Organization; IUS PRIMI VIRI International Association; Jssor Youth Organization;
Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; Ront; Liberation; BObservatoire
Mauritanien des Droits déHomme et de la Démocratie; Maarij Foundation for Peace and
Development; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development Association; Minority Rights
Group; Nouveaux droits dehomme (NDH); Organizatiorfor Defending Victims of
Violence; Pasumai Thaayagam Foundation; Presse Embleme Campagne; Rencontre
Africaine pour la defense des droits deoimme; Réseau International des Droits Humains
(RIDH); Society for Development and Community Empowerment; Sdlé&d8uisse
Guinée; Tamil Uzhagam; United Nations Watch; United Towns Agency for Ngmtith
Cooperation; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; Victorious Youths Movement; Villages
Unis (United Villages); VIVAT International (also on behalf of Franciscanarivational);
World Barua Organization (WBO); World Environment and Resources Council (WERC);
World Evangelical Alliance; World Jewish Congress; World Muslim Congress

256. At the 21stmeeting on 27 June 2018statements in exercise of the right of reply
were made by the representatives Byazil, Cambodia, China, Cubdhe Democratic
Peoplés Republic of Korea, Egypt, Greece, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Irag, Japan,
the Lao Peoplé Democratic Republid?akistan the Philippines the Republic of Koea

the Sudan Turkeyand Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of).

257. At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply were made by
the representatives ahe Democratic Peoptis Republic of Korealndia, Japanand
Pakistan

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Situation of human rights in Belarus

258 At the 38h meeting, oné July 2018, the representative éfustria, on behalf of
States member®f the European Unignintroduced draft resolution A/HRC/A87,
sponsored byAustria, Belgium,Bulgarig Croatia, Cyprus, Czechidyenmark, Estonia,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Hunghstand, Italy,Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, the NetherlandsPoland, Portugal, Romani8jovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Swedand

the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelaand cesponsored byAlbania,
Andorra, Australia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, Iceland, Japan, Liechtenstein,
Monaco, Montenegro, New Zealand, Norway, San Marama the former Yugoslav
Republic of Maedonia Subsequenth$witzerlandioined the sponsors.

259 At the same meeting, the representatioé Australia and Switzerland, also on
behalf of Iceland, Liechtenstein, New Zealand and Norwagdegeneral commeastin
relation to the draft resolution.

260 Also at the same meeting, the representativBeldrusmade a statement as the
State concerned.
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261 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimatednsstrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

262 At the same meeting, the representatieésChina, Cuba, Egypt, Pakistan and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic offiade statements in explanation of vote before the vote
in relationto the draft resolution.

263 Also @ the same meeting, at the request of the representati®biné,a recorded
vote was taken odraft resolutionA/HRC/38/L.7. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Australia, Bel gi um, BoattaGeringny, Bumgaty,e Cite dol
JapanMexico, PanamaPery Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Against
Burundi, China, Cuba, Egypt, United Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivaria
Republic of)

Abstaining

Afghanistan,Angola, Democratic Republic of the CongBcuador, Ethiopia,
Georgia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Philippines, QatarRwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, South Africa, Togo
Tunisia

264. The draft resolution was adopted b9 votes to 6 with 21 abstentiongresolution
38/7).

Situation of human rights in Eritrea

265 At the 38th meeting, or6 July 2018, the representativef Djibouti and Somalia
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/A815/Rev.], sponsored byDjibouti and Somalia
SubsequentlyAustria, Belgium, Canada, Croatia, Czechia, France, Greece, Luxembourg,
the Netherlands, Poland and Ukrajomed the sponsors.

266. At the same meeting, the representativSlofrakia,on behalf ofStates membensf
the European Union that are members of the Coumeilea general comment in relation
to the draft resolution.

267. Also at the same meeting, the representatiieribfeamade a statement as the State
concerned.

268 In accordance withule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

269 At the same meeting, the representatise<hina and Egyptmade statements in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolutidheir statemers, the
representativ@of China andegypt disassociated tliredelegatios from the consensus on
the draft resolution.

270 Also at thesame meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
38/15).

271 At the 39th meeting on 6 July 2018, the representatives dBrazil, Cuba and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic offade statements in explanation of vote after the vote
ard general comments in relation to all draft preqis adopted under agenda itentréhis
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statement, the representative tbé Bolivarian Republic ofVenezueladisassociated the
delegation from the consensus on the draft resolution.

The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab Republic

272 At the 39th meeting, orb July 2018, the representative tife United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irelandlso on behalf ofFrance, Germany, Italy, Jordan,
Kuwait, Morocco, Qatar, Saudi Arabiand Turkey, introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.20, sponsored byrance, Germany, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Qatar,
Saudi ArabiaTurkey and theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelazad
co-sponsored bylbania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgh, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia,
Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Georgia, Iceland, Ireland, Japan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Montenetne, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovenia, Spain, Swigeformer Yugoslav
Republic of Macedoniaand Ukraine SubsequentlyBotswana, Monaco, Norway, the
Republic of Korea, San Marino, Slovakia, Switzerland and the United Arab Enjoimied

the sponsors.

273 At the same meeting, the representative of Bhessian Federation introduced
amendmerst A/HRC/38/L.28, A/HRC/38/L.29, A/HRC/38/L.30 and A/HRC/38/L.31 to
draft resolutiorA/HRC/38/L.20.

274, Amendmers  A/HRC/38/L.28, A/HRC/38/L.29, A/HRC/38/L.30 and
A/HRC/38/L.31 weresponsored by the Russian Fedematamd cesponsored byChina
Subsequentlythe Bolivarian republic of Venezuelained the sponsors.

275 At the same meeting, the representativéhefUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Irelandmade a statement in relation to the proposed dmentsto draft
resolutionA/HRC/38/L.20.

276. Also & the same meeting, the representativeg\wdtralia, Slovakia,on behalf of
States membersf the European Union that are members of the Cou8uiltzerland and
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofjnade general comments in relation to tlraft

resolutionA/HRC/38/L.20, as well as on the proposed amendrmsent

277. At the same meeting, the Council took action on amendm&tiRC/38/L.28,
A/HRC/38/L.29, A/HRC/38/L.30 andA/HRC/38/L.31to draft resolutiolm/HRC/38L.20.

278 Also at the same meeting, the representatioE Germany and Mexicanade
statemergin explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRRCEB.

279 At the same meeting, at the request of the representatihe bhited Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irelanda recorded vote was taken on amendment
A/HRC/38/L.28. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Brazil, Burundi, China, Cubg Ecuador, Egypt,Iraq, Pakistan,Tunisia,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Chile, Croatia, Georgi&ermany, Hungary, Japan,
Mexico, Panama, Per@Qatar, Republic of KoreaSaudi Arabia,Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, UkrainéJnited Arab Emirates,United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
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Afghanistan,Angol a, C ! Demnocrdtit IRgpohlic af the Congo
Ethiopia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeri®hilippines,
Rwanda SenegalSouth Africa,Togo

280. Amendment A/HRC/8/L.28 was rejected byQdvotes to21, with 15 abstentions.

281 At the same meeting, the representatio€ Australia andthe United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland made statesanexplanation of vote before the vote
in relation to amendment A/HRG3A..29.

282 Also a the same mdimg, at the request of the representativéhefUnited Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, a recorded vote was taken on amendment
A/HRC/38/L.29. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China, Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Tunisiayenezuela (Blivarian
Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Chile, Croatia, Georgi&ermany, Hungary, Japan,
Mexico, Panama, Peru, Qat&epublic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Taodgdkraine, United Arab EmiratesUnited
Kingdomof Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Afghanistan,Ango |l a, Br azi IDemocéatict Repuldicddf ¥he i r e,
Congq Ethiopia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Philippines, Rwand&enegal, South Africa

283 Amendment A/HRC/38/L.29 was rejected by votes to22, with 16 abstentiong®

284. At the same meeting, the representativEBelgium and Qatamade statemesin
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRICED.

285 Also & the same meetingt the request of the representativéhefUnited Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, a recorded vote was taken on amendment
A/HRC/38/L.30. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Brazil, Burundi, China,Cubg Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Pakistan,ufisia,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Chile, Croatia, Georgi&ermany, Hungary, Japan,
Mexico, Panama, Peru, Qatd&epublic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, UkrainéJnited Arab Emirates,United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

28 The delegatiomf Cubadid not cast a vote
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Afghanistan,Angol a, C ! Demnocrdtit IRgpohlic af the Congo
Ethiopia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Philippines,
Rwanda Senegal, South Africa, Togo

286. Amendment AHRC/3B/L.30 was rejected by Mbtes to21, with 15 abstentions.

287. At the same meeting, the representatioé Georgia and Slovakiagn behalf of
States membersf the European Union that are members of the Coumcitle statemest
in explanation of vte before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRL/3B1.

288 Also a the same meeting, at the request of the representatifie dhited Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, a recorded vote was taken on amendment
A/HRC/38/L.31. The voting wa as follows:

In favour.

Brazil, Burundi, China,Cuba, Ecuador, Iraq, Pakistan, Tunisidenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Australia, Belgium, Chile, Croatia, Georgi&ermany, Hungary, Japan,
Mexico, Panama, Peru, Qat&epublic of Korea, SaudArabia, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, UkrainéJnited Arab Emirates,United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Afghanistan,Ango |l a, C ! Demnocrdtit IRepohlic af the Congo
Egypt, Ethiopia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mgolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Philippines,
RwandaSenegal, South Africa&ogo

289 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.31 was rejected by @tes to21, with 16 abstentions.

290 At the same meeting, the representatigé®razil, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,
Iragq, Mexico andvVenezuela(Bolivarian Republic offmade statements in explanation of
vote before the vote in relation to the draft resoluAdHRC/38/L.20.

291 Also & the same meeting, at the request of the represerstafihina and Cubag
recorded vote was takem draft resolutionA/HRC/38/L.20. The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Australia, Bel gi um, B r a zEcuador,Gedrgia, e , Cilte dob
Germany, Hungary, Japakexico, PanamaPeru, QatarRepublic of Korea,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Slovakia, I&enia, Spain, Switzerland, Togo
Ukraine, United Arab EmiratesUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland
Against
Burundi, ChinaCuba,lraqg, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
Abstaining

Afghanistan,Angola, Democratic Republic of the CoogEgypt, Ethiopia,
Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nepal, Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines,
Senegal, South Afric&unisia

292 The draft resolution was adopted B§ votes to5, with 15 abstentiongresolution
38/16.
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293 At the same meetindhe representaks ofBrazil, Cuba and/enezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)made statements in explanation of vote after the vote and general comments in
relation to all draft propgals adopted under agenda item 4
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Human rights bodies and mechanisms

Forum on Business and Human Rights

294 At the 21stmeeting, or27 June 2018 the Chair of the Working Group on the issue

of human rights and transnational corporations and other business enterprises, Anita
Ramasastrypresentedhe reportof the Forum on Business dtduman Rights on its sixth
sessionheld from27 to 29 November 2017 (A/HRC/38/49)

General debate on agenda item 5

295 At its 21stmeeting on 27 June2018, and atits 22ndmeeting on 28 June2018 the
Human Rights Council held a general debatagenda item 5, during whiche following
made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Azerbaijar®® (also on behalf o5eorgia, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation and Venezuela (Bolivaridepublic of) (on behalf of the Nefligned
Movement), Belgium, Brazil (also on behalf dAlbania, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Bosnia and Herzegovindulgaria, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czeghtcuador,Estonia, Finland, Georgi&ermany,
Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, Irelandtaly, Kazakhstan,Latvia, Lebanon, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Monacq Montenegro,the Netherlands,New
Zealand,ParaguayPeru, Poland,Portugal,Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia,Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland,Ukraine and Uruguay, Bulgari&® (on behalf of the European Union), Chile,
China, Ecuador, Fran&e(also on behalf ofAlbania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, BkaBulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
Croatia, Czechia, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, the Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Poland, Portugal, the Republic of Korea tRepublic of Moldova, Romania,
Slovakia, Slovenia, SwedeBwitzerland,Ukraine, the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and Uruggayuxembour (also on behalf oBelgium and the
Netherlandy Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organiaatiof Islamic Cooperation),
Moroccd® (also on behalf ofEcuador, Italy, Maldivesthe Philippines, Romaniaand
Spair), Switzerland, Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States), United Arab Emirates
(on behalf of the League of Arab States), Urugtiésiso on behalf ofAustralia, Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Mexico, Monaco,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, Norway, Paraguayambl Portugal, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

Observer of the Hman Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and @hStates.
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(b)  Representatives of observer Statéahrain, Botswana, Colombia, Fiji, India,
Ireland, Mahwi, Maldives, Montenegro, Sudan;

(c) Observeffor an intergovernmental organizaticBooperation Council for the
Arab States of the Gulf;

(d)  Observer for the Sovereign Military Order of Malta;

(e)  Observers for nogovernmental organization®ABC Tamil Qi; Alsalam
Foundation; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Association
Bharathi Centre Culturel Frandamoul; Association Culturelle des Tamouls en France;
Association @ntraide Médicale Guinée; Association des étudiants tamouls atedir
Association for the Protection of Women and ChildseRights (APWCR); Association of
World Citizens; Association poudhtégration et le Développement Durable au Burundi;
Association Solidarité Internationale poudAfrique (SIA); Center for Orgasation
Research and Education; Centre Europdiers monde; Commission africaine des
promoteurs de la santé et des droits dmrhme; Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle
(COJEP); Conseil International pour le soutien a des procés équitables et aux ®roits d
ItHomme; FIAN International e.V.; Global Institute for Water, Environment and Health;
Indian Council of South mer i ca (CIlI SA) ; Il ndi an; Indigenoesme n t
People of Africa Coordinating Committee; Institute for NGO Research; International
Felowship of Reconciliation; International Human Rights Association of American
Minorities (IHRAAM); International Muslim Womeds Union; International Organization
for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Service for Human
Rights; InternationaLawyers.Org; Iragi Development Organization; Khiam Rehabilitation
Center for Victims of Torture; Le Pont; Liberationdbservatoire Mauritanien des Droits
de BHomme et de la Démocratie; Nouveaux droits @erhme (NDH); Organization fo
Defending Victims of Violence; Prahar; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droits de
IGhomme; Solidarité SuissBuinée; Tamil Uzhagam; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik;
Villages Unis (United Villages); World Barua Organization (WBO); World Muslim
Congress.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

The Social Forum

296. At the 39%h meeting, or6 July 2018, the representative Gubaintroduced draft
resolution A/HRC/38..2, sponsored byCuba and cesponsored bythe Democratic
Peopl eublic ofRkomea, Nicaraguathe Syrian Arab Republicand Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of) SubsequentlyAngola, Argentina, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Botswana, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Indnesia, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, the
Philippines, the Russian Federation, Senegal, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Thailand and the
United Arab Emirates (on behalf of the States members of the Group of Arab Biiated)
thesponsors.

297. At the same meeting, the representatofeSlovakia,on behalf of States membesk
the European Union that are members of the CoumgHea statement in explanation of
vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

298 Also & the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopitdut a vote (resolution
38/17).
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The contribution of the Human Rights Council to the prevention of human rights
violations

299 At the 3%th meeting, oré July2018, the representativef Norway, al® on behalf
of Colombia, Sierra Leone and Switzerland, and Switzerlatrdduced draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.19/Rev.]1 sponsored byColombia, Norway, Sierra Leone and Switzerland
and cesponsored byAfghanistan, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Benin, BulgarBurkina
Faso, Croatia, Czechia, El Salvador, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, Ireland, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegtiee Netherlands, Romania, Slovakia,
Spain, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedotie United Kingdom ofGreat Britain
and Northern Ireland, Uruguand Zambia Subsequentlythe United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Irelanevithdrew its original co-sponsorship of the draft resolution.
Subsequently,Argenting Canada the Congqg Denmark the Dominican Republic Fiji,
Ghana Greece Guatemala, Hungaryrag, Italy, Latvia, LiechtensteinMozambique New
Zealand PanamaPortuga) the Republic of KoreaSenegal Slovenia Sweden Thailand
Togoand theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelgothed the sponsors.

300, At the same meeting, the representative Nirway orally revised the draft
resolution.

301 Also & the same meetinghe President of the Council announced that amendment
A/HRC/38/L.40 to draft resolutionA/HRC/38L.19/Rev.1 asorally revised had been
withdrawn byits sponsors.

302 At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation introduced
amendment A/HRCEL.27 to draft resolutiol’/HRC/38L.19/Rev.1 as orally revised

303 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.27 was sponsed by the Russian Federatiamd co

sponsored by hina andegypt SubsequentlyCubg Indonesiaand Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)joined the sponsorsAmendment A/HRC/8/L.40 was sponsored bigypt

and South AfricaSubsequently, Cubjained the spaosors.

304. At the same meeting, the representativéwitzerlandmade a statement in relation
to the proposed amendmeatdraft resolutiol/HRC/38/L.19/Rev.1as orally revised

305 Also atthe same meeting, the representativeBrakil, GeorgiaSlovekia, on behalf
of States membeis the European Union that are members of the Couhuitisia and the
United Arab Emiratesalsoon behalf of Bahrain, Egypt and Saudi Arghizgade general
comments in relation to thdraft resolutionrA/HRC/38L.19/Rev.1 a orally revisedas well

as on the proposed amendment.

306. At the same meeting, the Council took action on amendment A/HBRCZ3 to
draft resolutio’A/HRC/38/L.19/Rev.1 as orally revised

307. Also at the same meeting, the representativieCroatia ad Switzerlandmade
statemergin explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HIRCZY.

308 At the same meeting, at the request of the representatSwitferland a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HR8I327. The voting wa as follows:

In favour.

Burundi, China, Cubg Ecuador, Egypt,Ethiopia, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria,
Pakistan,Saudi Arabia, South AfricaUnited Arab EmiratesVenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Afghanistan, Australia, Belgium, Croatia, Georgigsermaty, Hungary,
Japan, Mexico, Panama, Republic of KorBayanda,Slovakia, Slovenia,
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Spain, SwitzerlandTogo Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Angola, Brazil, Chile, C1 t e d ®émoaatia Republic of the Congo
Iraq,Kenya, Mongolia, NepaReru,Philippines,Qatar,SenegalTunisia,

309 Amendment A/HRC/8/L.27 was rejected by3votes tol9, with 14 abstentions.

310 At the same meeting, the representativE€hina, Egypt, South Africa, thenited
Kingdom of Geat Britain and Northern Irelangnd Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
made statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.19/Rev.1as orally revised

311 Also & the same meeting, at the request of therasentative othe Bolivarian
Republic of Venezuela a recorded vote was taken ordraft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.19/Rev.1 as orally revised he voting was as follows:

In favour.

Afghanistan, Austr al i a, Bel gi um, Brazi|l
Georda, Germany, Hunganyraq, JapanMexico, Mongolia, NepalPanama
Peru, QatarRepublic of KoreaRwanda,SenegalSlovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Switzerland, TogpTunisia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland

Against

Burundi, China, Cuba, Egypt, Kyrgyzstan,Saudi Arabia,South Africa,
United Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Abstaining

Angola, Democratic Republic of the Congdccuador, Ethiopia, Kenya,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Philippines

312 The draft resolution was adopteg B8 votes t09, with 8 abstentiongresolution
38/18.%

35 The delegatiomf Ukrainedid not cast a vote
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VI.

Universal periodic review

313 Pursuant to Generd&lssembly resolution 60/251, Human Rights Council resolutions
5/1 and 16/21, Human Rights Council decision 17/119 and Pre&dstdatements
PRST/8/1 and PRST/9/2 on modalities and practices for the universal periodic review
process, the Council considered the outcome of the reviews conducted during the twenty
ninth session of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review, held from B to 2
January 2018.

314 In accordance with resolution 5/1, the President outlined that all recommendations
must be part of the final document of the universal periodic review and accordingly, the
State under review should clearly communicate its positionlae@mmendations either

by indicating that it fAsupportso or fAnoteso

Consideration of universal periodic review outcomes

315 In accordance with paragraph 4.3 of Presi@estatement PRST/8/1, the section
below containa summary of the views expressed on the outcome by States under review,
Member and observer States of the Council, as well as general comments made by other
stakeholders before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary.

France

316. The review of France &s held on 15 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(8 The national report submitted by France in accordance with thexato
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/FRA/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/FRA/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/RA/3).

317. At its 22nd meeting, on 28 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of France (see section C below).

318 The outcome of the review of France comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/4), the views of France concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently adiressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group (see also
A/HRC/38/4/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

319 The head of the delegation Bfance stated that France carefully examined the 297
recommendations made at its review on 15 January 2018. The decision to accept or not to
accept, or only partially accept the recommendations, was the subject of extensive
interdepartmental consultationgnd saw the welcomed involvement of the National
Consultative Commission for Human Rights. For the sake of clarity, France drafted an
annex to the official document that set out positimihBranceon each recommendation.
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320, France ultimately accepted3 recommendations, 80 per cent of those that were
formulated, and partially accepted 34 recommendations because it cannot implement them

in full, or because of legal or constitutional obstacles hindering their full implementation.

Only 25 recommendatiorser e rated fAnotedd as France felt
either for legal or constitutional reasons, or because France did not endorse them on their

merits.

321 France, determined to continue and strengthen its fight against discrimination,
racism, aritSemitism, xenophobia and intolerance, accepted 60 of the 70 or so
recommendations it had received on these subjectsder to deepen the previous national
plan of action to combat racism and aB@mitism, in accordance with the
recommendations addsexd to France at the third universal periodic review cycle, the
Prime Minister presented on 19 March 2018 the main measures of the third national plan to
combat racism and arBiemitism for the period 2018020.

322 France accepted the recommendaiom c er ni ng t hethntprafiimgg agai nst
by the police and the gendarmerie. In fact, any measure of ethnic profiling was contrary to

the Republican principle of equality, which was included in the code of ethics of the police

and the national gendarm& Any control deviating from these rules would be sanctioned

by the hierarchy and by justice.

323 Equality between women and men was considered as a major national matter by the
5-year Presidential period and French authorities: measures to combait aecigender

based violence, nested in a fiyear strategy, were oriented around education, support for
the victims, and reinforcement of the repressive arsenal.

324, In 2018, the Government sought to strengthen legislation to combat sexual and
genderbased violence. Street harassment, mass sexual harassment on the internet and sexist
harassment in all its forms was penalized. The prescription period was extended from 20 to
30 years for sexual and violent crimes, while the legal arsenal to punish ragexamad

assault against minors under 15 years of age was strengthened.

325 The fight for equal wage remained at the heart of public policy action and a plan to
reduce the pay gap between women and men was announced in January 2018.
Of course, France alsaccepted the recommendations on discrimination against LGBTI
people. A 1.5 million euro antiGBT mobilization plan was adopted in January 2017.

326. The rights of persons with disabilities were the subject of several recommendations
that France acceptebh October 2017, France hosted the Special Rapporteur on the Rights
of Persons with Disabilities for an official visit. Her remarks, which were in line with the
public policy of the Government contributed to the development of several plans,
particularly on access to apprenticeship, work, and education.

327. Commitmentof Franceto fighting terrorism in accordance with the rule of law and
rights and freedoms was emphasized by accepthgc€rance of more than twenty
recommendations on that matter. Fgcia durable terrorist threat, France strengthened
ordinary law on criminal procedure, intelligence and administrative police. The measures
provided for by the law of 30 October 2017 were exclusively related to the purpose of
preventing and combating terrem. By welcoming, in May 2018, the Special Rapporteur
on the protection of human rights in the context of the fight against terrorism, the French
authorities have shown transparency in addressing this subject.

328 France was also determined to ensurpeaesfor human rights by the security forces

and therefore accepted the recommendations in this regard. Indeed, France had institutions
and procedures capable of ensuring the right to effective recourse to persons allegedly
victims of police violence, whe@an lodge a complaint, take legal action and turn to the
Defender of Rights.
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329 Regarding the protection of human rights in places of imprisonment, a number of
states called on France to improve conditions of detention. Since 2013, France has changed
its penal policy by encouraging the use of alternative sentences to the deprivation of liberty,
and by developing different forms of penalties and sentences. The Government launched a
vast reform project through the 202822 reform bill.In the same spirithe President of

the Republic, in October 2017, reaffirmed before the European Court of Human Rights his
wish to develop the use of community services. The improvement of the material
conditions of detention was the main objective of the constructiongrogr

330 Several States recommended that France strengthen its policy against trafficking in
human beings. In fact, since 2012, France has put in place a public policy dedicated to the
fight against human trafficking in all its forms, which resulted in strengthening of
legislation, the creation of the Intarinisterial Mission for the Protection of Women
against Violence and the Fight Against Trafficking in Human Beings, and the adoption of a
first plan for national action against trafficking in 2014lléwing a broad consultation
process, the second action plan should be finalized by the end of 2018.

331 Several recommendations related to the fight against poverty, particularly in terms
of housing. In addition to the general emergency shelters,oatyprof the Government

80,000 places were dedicated to asylum seekers. This amount was reinforced with 4,000
additional places in 2018. Ten thousands emergency temporary accommodation places for
migrants were available in Hde-France. The Government waalso committed to
improving housing conditions for disadvantaged people: the Housing First Plar2@QP28

set out a structural reform to significantly reduce the number of homeless people over five
years, and develop sustainable solutions to returnusiihg.

332 As regards shantytowns, the action of the public authorities mainly focused on the
dismantling of those camps, following a court decision or administrative police:-teomg
solutions were found. An instruction, signed by 8 ministers, to ginevaimpetus to the
elimination of shantytowns and illegal encampments was published in January 2018, with a
goal of slum upgrading.

333 Children rights were the subject of several recommendations. France was developing
a comprehensive policy aimed at ttemplete development of the child, with the protection

of childhood, support for parenthood and family policy. France was also determined to
continue its fight against poverty and the exclusion of children, families and young people
between the ages of 1&#d 25. Moreover, France had a body of criminal legislation
severely repressing any form of violence, including psychological violence, committed
against minors.

334 The presence in 2017 of 15,000 persons declared unaccompanied minors motivated
severalrecommendations that France obviously accepted. France put in place a system for
the protection of unaccompanied minors present on its territory regardless of nationality
and legal status. An isolated foreign minor may apply for asylum and, under Frenemla
unaccompanied foreign minor child cannot in any way be removed and cannot be detained.
Furthermore, the French Republic educated all the children present on its territory, without
distinction of any kind.

335 France accepted 16 recommendations om tiights of migrants and refugees.
Asylum was, in accordance with French tradition and international and European
commitmentsof France an imprescriptible right guaranteed by the Constitution. The
French authorities intended to build a balanced and dtagrmigration policy through the
reinforcement of the human resources of the French Office for the Protection of Refugees
and Stateless Persons and the National Asylum Court, and legislative provisions currently
being debated by Parliament. Improving mggen conditions and orientation guidance for
asylum seekers will involve the creation of 7,500 places in 2018.
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336. France was unable to accept the recommendations concerning the ratification of the
International Convention on the Protection of the Rigbf All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families because of the -d@tinction between legal migrant workers

and migrant workers in an irregular situation, which is problematic under French law.

337. Nor can France accept the recommendations coimgerthe ratification of the
Kampala amendments to the Statute of the International Criminal Court, relating to the
crime of aggression because of its vague definition creating an unfortunate legal
uncertainty. Moreover, the conditions for the exercisthefjurisdiction of the International
Criminal Court could lead to divergent positions between the International Criminal Court
and the United Nations Security Council, or the International Court of Justice, on the
characterization of an act of aggression.

338 France did not accept certain recommendations which implied the recognition of the
concepts of minority and indigenous peoples. Indeed, French law was based on two
essential principles enshrined in Article 1 of the Constitution: the equal rightszehs,
fiwithoutdi sti nction as to origin, race or religiono,
Thus, France did not recognize collective rights to groups that would be defined by a
community of origin, culture, language or belief. Consequettily production of statistics
disaggregated by racial or ethnic origin, mentioned by certain recommendations, was not
practiced in France. And it was by virtue of that same constitutional tradition that France
cannot guarantee collective cultural rights garticular groups on an identity basis.
Similarly, France cannot recognize the concept of indigenous peoples and that is why it did
not envisage ratifying International Labor Organization Convention No. 169.

339 FurthermoreFrance did not accept recorandations that might call into question
the implementation of the principle of secularism [laicité]. France did not plan to review the
law of 15 March 2004 governing the wearing of religious signs or outfits in public schools,
colleges and high schools.nSlarly, France did not plan to revisit the law of 11 October
2010 prohibiting any clothing intended to hide its face in the public space.

340. France held the obligation of neutrality of public service requiring that the behavior
of public officials andhose who carry out a public service mission, acts or decisions, were
dictated solely by the interest of the public service. This obligation of neutrality applied
only to the public service. The Labor Code prohibited religious discrimination at any stage
of working life.

341 Freedom of religion or belief was enshrined by the Declaration of the Rights of Man
and the Citizen of 1789, and it was within those principles of constitutional value that the
French Republic guaranteed the free exercise of religithrout distinction.

342 Although Islam phobia, mentioned in some recommendations, was not recognized as
a particular legal category in French law, all forms of discrimination based on origin or
religion were condemned and fought vigorously. France phddiach year a statistical
summary of the penal response to racist offenses, including all those motivated by
xenophobia or rejection of any religion.

343 France will submit a miderm report on the effective implementation of the
recommendations, mada January 2018. All relevant independent authorities, including
the National Consultative Commission for Human Rights, will be involved in this
monitoring exercise. France also undertook to share its experience in the universal periodic
review with other &&tes and to promote this unique mechanism which strengthened the
indivisibility and universality of human rights.
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Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

344. During the adoption of the outconad the review of France, 14 delegations made
statement8®

345 Egypt appreciated efforts in combating racism and discrimination, countering
poverty and terrorism, pursuing social solidarity, and providing redress and justice for
victims of police violencelt urged to respect human rights in the coutgerorism context,

and to assist and protect migrants and asylum seekers. It also urged to ratify the
International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families

346. Haiti appreciated the acceptance of recommendatiefiesred to increasing aid to
developmentby France implementing the Real Equality Overseas Act, and guaranteeing
freedom of expression on the Internet.

347. Honduras appreciated efforts in combating discrimination and human trafficking,
and guaranteeingducation, regardless of the childé@migration status. It encouraged
ratifying the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families

348 The Islamic Republic of Iran raised concerns about Roma people, practices
impeding justice for racist offences, dete$® living conditions, human trafficking,
migrant®discrimination, including Muslim women, and allegations of French involvement
in the genocide against the Tutsis in Rwanda.

349 Iraq wished for continued progress in the human rights promotion aretpoot

350 The Lao Peopls Democratic Republic commended the promotion of gender
equality and the fight against gender based violence.

351 Libya welcomed the ratification of the 2014 Protocol related to the ILO Convention
No. 29 (Forced Labour Conveah).

352 Madagascar noted measures to address pdsomsrcrowding and combat
discrimination in the field of education. It encouraged further efforts to promote and protect
human rights.

353 Pakistan commended efforts to combat discrimination indlieaion sphere.

354 The Philippines commended legislation ensuring accountability for human rights
violations committed abroad by French enterprises. It urged to adopt policies aimed at
implementing recommendations on the rights of women, children amplambs. It
welcomed the acceptance of recommendations on human rights and -teuntésm, and

on considering the ratification of ILO Convention No. 189.

355 Rwanda regretted that some recommendations about the 1994 Genocide against
Tutsis were partiagyf accepted and hoped that France will address its shortcomings
regarding its response to the Genocide.

36

The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time constraints are
posted, if available, on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, at
https://extranet.ohchorg/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/38thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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356. Senegal saluted measures adopted for vulnerable groups, migrants and refugees, and
to combat racism, sexism, intolerance and discrimination.

357. Sri Lanka noted measures on women rights, particularly on gender equality. It
encouraged continuing the combat against racism, xenophobia ai®kartism.

358 The Sudan noted the growing xenophobia, intolerance and racism towards migrants.
It urged tofight discrimination and implement the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights, fight human trafficking and withdraw the ban on using religious clothing
in public.

3. General comments made by other stakeholders

359 During the adoption ofhie outcome of the review of France, 10 other stakeholders
made statements.

360 Commission nationale consultative des droits dihorhme the National
Consultative Commission on Human Rightgpressed appreciation to the Government for
having involved te Commission in all stages of the review. The adoption of the first plan
of action on business and human rights as well as progress accomplished on LGBT rights
were welcomed developments. The Commission was concerned at the lack of an
independent mechanisfor the monitoring of antterrorist measures, and at restrictions
related to migrant policies and the right to asylum.

361 The World Evangelical Alliance noted that respect for the freedom of conscience of
mayors, caregivers or pupils and parents & Kational Education system, as well as the
protection of the freedom of religion of asylum seekers, remained issues of concern. It
invited France to extend the mandate entrusted to thermtesterial Delegation to the
Fight against Racism, ArtBemitisn and AntiLGBT Hate in order to also include the fight
against hatred against people by virtue of their opinion, beliefs or religion in general.

362 The Open Society Institute supported the creation of an independent body to
supervise security forcestagties in the fight against terrorism as it felt that the present
parliamentarian control on the protection of human rights in the fight against terrorism was
not sufficient. The Institute suggested that this role could be played by the National
Consultdive Commission on Human RightEhe Institute also indicated that the Muslim
community in France was the main target of racial profiling and that Muslims were very
frequently subjected to allegations of being Islamists.

363 The WomeBs International Leage for Peace and Freedoorged France to

implement universal periodic review recommendation 145.31 and to stop arms transfers to

countries where there is a substantial risk that they will be used to violate international

human rights law and/or internat@inhumanitarian law. France should also take into

account the recommendations in teportof theOHCHR on t he fAl mpact of ar ms
on the enj oy me ras$welhds bytothenBnited Natignk husan rights bodies,

to ensure transparent anchdersensitive human rights impact assessment of arms exports.

364, Caritas Internationalis drew attention tre need to establish a national reference
mechanism for the identification and support of victims of human trafficking and to provide
them withcompensations and equal access to their riginésice should apply the principle

37 The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time constraints are
posted, if available, on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, at
https://extanet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/38thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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of nonprosecution of victims who have committed an offense in the course of their
exploitation.France should set up, at the crossing of its borders, an information system o
the right of asylum and identification of families, minors and adults, and a dignified
welcome prohibiting any form of deprivation of liberty outside the legal framework.

365 Amnesty International stated that asylum seekers suffered significant waities)

before being able to lodge an asylum application and benefit from related rights including
access to temporary accommodation. The legal registration period of three days was rarely
respected, exposing asylum seekers to removal. It was also conabmédhe number of
people returned without a thorough and individual examination of the risks of torture in
their country of originlt called on France to ensure that the rights of migrants and refugees
were respected, especially regarding unaccompamiedrs. It expected the Government to

fully implement the accepted recommendations.

366. The International Federation for Human Rights Leagues remained concerned about:
the implementation, monitoring and evaluation of the law of 30 Oct@bér and the
circular of 31 October 2017, introducing new aetirorism measures; and about the new
legislation on asylum and immigration which was being finalized in Parliament, in the
absence of any idepth reflection to improve the conditions for asylum applicatamms
long-term basis. It also asked France to make the texts in force on equality between women
and men fully effective.

367. Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIIl suggested measures to provide a
better fulfilment of the human rights of persons witkathilities in France: make a greater
effort for training, sensitization and education on the culture of diversity and disability;
proceed very fast in including in ordinary schools the too many disabled children that were
still excluded; guarantee in eyesocial or medical residential structure the valorisation and
development of the autonomy and siddtermination of persons with disabilities; put at the
centre of business policies the dignity of the person with disabilities.

368 CIVICUS i World Alliance for Citizen Participation was concerned by the recent
introduction of a new national security and counter terrorism law which effectively made
permanent extraordinary powers given to the French security forces since the November
2015 state of emergencit also noted with concern the use of disproportionate force
against protestorby the police and risks eroding the right to freedom of expression in
France, including the use of legal proceedings to compel media to release their sources.

369 Africa Culture Internationale encouraged France to give priority to the development
of the principle of equality between women and men in practice, to advance the protection
of migrant®rights and in particular stateless children, and to progress in the fighttagains
racism targeting refugees and asylum seekers and guarantee their right to movement.

370 Human Rights Watch and the International Service for Human Rigbesd France

to ensure that police stops were based on individualized reasonable suspicion and to
introduce fAstop for mso, a simple yet effective wa
accountability and improve relations between security forces and cititkeg.also stated

that France should hold police accountable for harassment and attacks rmggriasts and

those assisting them, and cease the judicial harassment of individuals and organizations

providing assistance to people on the move.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

371 The President stated that, based on the informatiorvided, out of 297
recommendations received, 238 enjoy the support of France, additional clarification was
provided on another 34 recommendations, and 25 are noted.

Tonga
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372 The review of Tonga was held on 15 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevat provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@ The national report submitted by Tonga in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WGBIZDN/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(A/JHRC/WG.6/29/ TON/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(A/JHRC/WG.6/29/ TON/3).

373 At its 23rd meeting, on 28 June 2018, the HurRaghts Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Tonga (see section C below).

374 The outcome of the review of Tonga comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/5), the views of Tonga concertiigg
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Greeg #&lso
A/HRC/38/5/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

375 The delegate of Tonga extended the appreciation of the Government oftddhga
Human Ridnts Council, the Universal Periodic Review Working Group and the Troika
composed of Angola, Slovakia and the United Arab Emirates, in considering third universal
periodic review reporbf Tongg as well as to Member and observer States and non
government mganizations for their participation and their constructive and cooperative
engagement dhird universal periodic reviewf Tongaon 15 January 2018.

376. She stated thatut of the 110 recommendations received, 52 were supported in
January and 58 recanendations required further consideration

377. The delegate of Tonga emphasized tlzt, with many small island developing
states, Tonga continued to grapple with the @vereasing threats of climate change that
have recently brought an onslaught of meevere and more frequent natural disasters.

378 She noted that following its third universal periodic review in January, Tonga was

hit by a severe Category 4 Tropical Cyclone Gita, the strongest in its history. The cyclone
destroyed almost 2,000 homemmaged 85 per cent of schools, caused the evacuation of

over 4,500 people and left more than 80 per cent of homes in Tonga without power.

379 The devastation caused by Tropical Cyclone Gita meant thanthediate priority

of theGovernment, and alrdg limited resources, were redirected towards the recovery and
rebuilding of the country, which is anticipated to take years. This presented a chédlenge
the Government of Tonga in domestic engagement processes in addressing the
recommendations from thhkird cycle universal periodic review of Tonga.

380 The delegate of Tonga stated that Tonga noted all the 58 recommendations deferred
from January 2018.

381 Regarding recommendations related to the ratification of international treaties, the
delegate ofTonga stated that Tonga was committed to ensuring that it ratifies all core
international human rights conventions to protect and promote the rights of its citizens.
Tonga would consider acceding to the conventions in accordance with its domestic
processs. Notwithstanding the fact that Tonga is not yet a member of these conventions,
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many of the underlying human rights principles enshrined in core human rights
conventions, already formed the basis for many Tongan laws. In relation to
recommendation 94.3he highlighted thaTonga acceded to the Convention on the Rights
of the Child on 6 November 1995.

382 The delegate of Tonga also highlighted that, in June 2017, His MajeSabinet
established a Committee comprised of relevant ministries, departménagemcies to
consider the ratification of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment, and to review relevant legislationOffice of
Attorney General and the Ministry of Police continued to take thibifethe assessment of
accessionoy Tonga

383 With respect to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination
against Women, the delegate of Tonga emphasized that, although Tonga had not yet ratified
the Convention, it was not in a ptigh to reconsider all potential reservations at this time.
Careful consideration needed to be taken into account following targeted and strategic
consultations through revisiting its domestic treaty examination processes.

384, She went on to state that iga was considering ratification of theO Convention

No. 182. The Cabinet appointed Tonga National Tripartite Consultation Committee, or the
TNCCC, which had been mandated with undertaking necessary measures towards the
ratification of two ILO Conventios in 2018, one of which is ILO Convention No. 182.
These efforts reflected commitmeot Tongato protecting children, including from the
worst forms of labour, alsm line with its obligations under the Convention on the Rights

of the Child.

385 She futher noted that sincekecoming a member of the ILO in 2016, the TNCCC,
together with the Ministry of Commerce, Consumer, Trade, Innovation and Labour, had
prioritized the domestic treaty examination process for the ratification of ILO Convention
No. 182.This included the completion of a legal review by @ffice of Attorney General

and the engagement of a consultant to translate the Conventions. Stakeholder consultation
on the ratification of ILO Convention No0.182 was scheduled to take place within the
coming weeks before undertaking the constitutional process of ratification under clause 39
of the Constitution of Tonga.

386. Moreover, she emphasized that, due to limited capacity, ratificaidrongaof all

other ILO conventions was delayed. Beforefi@tion, Tonga wishes tensure that it will

have the capacity to implement the core ILO conventions effectively, so they become
meaningful tools for developmeritonga will also need significant technical assistance in
order to do so.

387. With respectad the recommendations related to the national human rights institution,
the delegate of Tonga stated tfianga did not have the necessary resources at this point to
facilitate a national human rights institution in accordance with the Paris Principies.
establishment of a national human rights institution continued to be a challenge for Tonga
given its limited financial and human resources.

388 She further stated that the functions of @ffice of the Ombudsman operated within

the standards of the B& Principles providing an important, impartial and effective
complaints resolution mechanism. It also worked to promote best practices in public
administration providing guidance and advice in order to ensure people are treated fairly.
The Office of theOmbudsman continued to actively conduct outreach programmes to all of
major island groupef Tongato raise public awareness.

389 Regarding the recommendations related to sexual equality and discrimination, the
delegate of Tonga noted th&tet main recomendations under this theme were to:
eliminate all discriminatory treatment related to sexual orientation or gender identity, and
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the decriminalizing of samgex consensual sex. She highlighted Tratga had no national
policies or regulations, which coade discrimination against sexual orientation and gender
identity.

390 She stated that the Government continued to support the work 6fThe nga Lei t i
As s o c i, artTLA which advocates for the rights of people with different sexual
orientation or gedler identity and celebrates their contribution to Tongan society in
entertainment, sport and business. Through government grants, the TLA had received
assistance for the refurbishment of their office space and the provision of a vehicle to help
improve thé public awareness and advocacy outreach.

391 She also noted th#tte decriminalisation of consensual sex between same sex adults
was an issue that Tonga still wished to consider further. It required thorough, robust and
comprehensive dialogue againse thackdrop ofcultural sensitivities and conservative
Christian values of the Tongan society.

392 With respect to the recommendation on capital punishment, the delegate of Tonga

stated that Tonga reiterated its position taken during its second cydiatiifdnga will

continue to retain the death penalty as the ultimate criminal sanction under its criminal

justice system for the crimes of murder and treasbe. Tongan Courts had already set the

guiding policy that the death penalty will only be usedtihe cont ext of mur der , f
rarest of rare cases when the alternative option

393 She further stated that Tonga might be seen as a de facto abolitionist of the death
penalty, however, in reality, it reserved its positmnthe utilization of the death penalty

only to be used in thérarest of rare cas@swhere violence has been at its most abhorrent,
the victim at its most vulnerable, the impact universally and emotionally devastating and
the alternative sentences do gatlify as appropriate or acceptable alternatives.

394 On the recommendations related to legislative frameworks, the delegate of Tonga
stated that in accordance with its domestic laws and processes and available resources,
Tonga would work towards ensng that human rights are featured in its legislative
frameworks. With regards to recommendation 94.58 to prioritize work to eliminate violence
against women, improve gender equality and including in relation to property and
employment, the Family ProtecticAct Coordinator had been established to focus on the
successful implementation of the Act. Thiftamilies Free of Violendeprogramme further
focussed on responses to violence in supporting the implementation of the Family
Protection Act 2013.

395 She s0 stated that, in close collaboration with its external partners, the Government
ofTongasupported i niTheiUd Womepsogrammeshon thesprevention of

violence against women. progeammeof Aust r al i an P&dfiv Womeme n t f
Shaping Pacific Developme t bad provided specific resources to assist with the
implementation of the Family Protection Act 2013, as well as the Revised National Policy

on Gender and Development (RNPGAD) 2@018.The current review of RNPGAD was
scheduled for Sgember 2018.

396 She also highlighted that the Government of Tonga further committed, in the
Revised National Policy on Gender and Development, ufiidatcome 2: Equitable access
toeconomi c asset stoenabliing wamen to pamneva indedsEcess to
income generating business and employment opportunities; have access to resources,
markets and jobs; and access to increased incomes, assets and life TheiGsvernment

of Tonga was also committed to increasing woéseparticipation in labur mobility
schemes through the development of a Wdm&trategy for Labour Mobility.
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Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

397. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Tongeg €ielegations made
statements.

398 The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland understood the

difficulties faced by Tonga in ratifying core human rights conventidnsvelcomed

intention of the Government ofongato ratify the Convention o the Rights of Persons

with Disabilities. It was also encouraged by the consideration of Tonga of ratifying the

Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or

Punishmentlt also welcomed the progress made by Tonga in emggender balance and

awareness in school s, and the significant drop i
be Girlsodo campaign. It continued to encourage T
Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Womelt. further welcomed the

decision of Tonga to establish a national human rights institution while appreciating the fact

that lack of resource makes it difficult to ensure that it complies with the Paris Printiples.

this regard, the United Kingdom of Gre&titain and Northern Ireland urged Tonga to look

at measures to be done to strengthen the institution to meet compliance in the course of the

next universal periodic review cycle.

399 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela appreciated the efforts madeohga to
implement the supported recommendations of the second cycle universal periodic review. It
noted the continued commitments of Tonga at international, regional and national levels to
increase the participation of women in public life. It was aleaged with the progress in

the ratification of the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against
Women. It also congratulated Tonga for becoming a member of ILO in 2016 and
encouraged Tonga to continue consolidating its social ipsli@specially in the area of
economic, social and cultural rights in favour of the most vulnerable sectors of the
population. It reiterated its call for the international community to provide the cooperation
and assistance that Tonga requires to finaamoe implement these social policies, to
implement the accepted recommendations and other commitments in the field of human
rights.

400. Angola commended Tonga for the measures and policies undertaken to promote and
protect human rights, as well as for thegagement of Tonga with international human
rights mechanisms. It also commended Tonga for the efforts made in the implementation of
the previous universal periodic review cycle recommendations encouraging Tonga to
continue with the same commitment to iepenting the third cycle recommendations.

401 China commended Tonga for its constructive engagement with the universal
periodic review and appreciated the acceptance by Tonga of recommentgtiGhsa

China also expressed the hope that Tonga cagimith socieeconomic development and
further creation of jobs in order to raise the living standards. It also expressed the hope that
Tonga continues to take legislative and administrative measures to advance gender equality
and to further protect thedfits of the vulnerable groups such as women, children and
persons with disabilities. It also welcomed the renewed commitment of Tonga to the
protection and promotion of human rights.

402 Honduras appreciated the acceptance by Tonga of the recomroasdathde by

Hondur as Adopt alegidlative gmeaBures and political measures to combat

discrimination against women and guarantee gender equality in the public and private
sphereso and ACriminalize all/l for ncsexwmmff viol ence
v i ol eHomderds.also expressed its hope that Tonga would have the opportunity to:

ratify the main human rights instruments, to which it is not yet a party, as well as the

fundamental ILO Conventions; decriminalize consensual sexual relétdween adults of
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the same sex; abolish the death penalty; eliminate, from its legal system, gender
discriminatory provisions; and redouble its efforts to combat any discriminatory practice
against women, in particular their right to property.

Generalcomments made by other stakeholders

403 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Tonga, no other stakeholders
made statements.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

404. The Vice President stated that, based on the information mayvidut of 110
recommendations received, 52 enjoy the support of Tonga, and 58 are noted.

405 The delegate of Tonga stated that Tonga was fully committed to the work of the
Human Rights Council.Tonga viewed the universal periodic review as a valuable
opportunity for Tonga to reflect and review its human rights obligations.

406. She also stated that Tonga appreciated the support from the Voluntary Trust Fund on
SIDs/LDCs, which enabled Tonga to participate in th& 88ssion of the Human Rights
Council,and to provide its formal responses to the recommendations received duriffg the 3
cycle universal periodic review.

407. She also emphasized that Tonga continued to be constrained by limited financial and
human resources. As witnessed by the national thti@s caused by Tropical Cyclone, the
strongest in the history of Tonga, climate change exacerbated these challenges. In this
regard, Tonga continued to look for international partners for their continued support in
addressingTongds capacity constraintshrough technical assistance and training. The
capacities if strengthened would accelerate effoft¥ongato achieve and advance the
human rights obligations of Tonga.

Romania

408 The review of Romania was held on 16 January 2018 in conformity witieal
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Romania in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (AJHRC/WG.6/29/ROU/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/ROU/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/ROU/3).

409, At its 23rd meeting, on 28 June A)lthe Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Romania (see section C below).

410. The outcome of the review of Romania comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/6), the views ofrfania concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialoguehi@ YWorking Group (see also
A/HRC/38/6/Add.1).
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Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

411 The delegation of Romania noted with appreciation the participation dfnied
Nations member states in the interactive dialogue of the universal periodic review of
Romania that was held in a spirit of cooperation in January 2018 as well as welcomed the
recommendations put forward during the interactive dialogue.

412 The dekgation has informed the Human Rights Council that the Government has

supported 163 recommendations out of total 203 recommendations, and noted 37
recommendations. It also partially noted 3 recommendations by indicating which parts of
the recommendationstias noted and which parts it has supported.

413 The delegation presented some clarifications regarding the position of the
Government on some of the recommendations that were noted. With regard to
recommendation no. 114.101, the Government was ofvathiat the legislation concerning

the enforcement of sentences and detention measures had provided for sufficient safeguards
to ensure the respect for human dignity, to prevent torture and inhuman treatment and to
punish such offenses.

414. Regarding recmmendations nos. 114.174, 114.175 and-197 related to national
minorities, the delegation stated that Romania had managed to develop, with the substantial
contribution of the members of the 20 national minorities, a systeaheqdrotection of the

ethni, cultural, linguistic and religious identity of members of minority groups. The legal
and institutional system designed to guarantee the respect for and promotion of the rights of
persons belonging to national minorities had proven to be efficient iteqbireg and
promoting their cultural, linguistic and religious identity.

415 In particular, Romania had ensured the right of persons belonging to a national
minority to use their mother tongue when dealing with public authorities and judiciary, to
be taght in their mother tongue at all levels of education, to have religious service and
access to media in their mother tongue, to be involved in public life and public decision
making concerning the entire society, including but not limited to issues oéshtier the
minority groups they belong to. Moreover, Romania had promoted cultural activities for
minority communities to develop their identity, by making substantial financial allocations
through representative organizations of the national minorities.

416. In respect of recommendation no. 114.177, Romania had a specific law regulating
property restitution to ethnic minorities and religious denominations. Regarding
recommendation no. 114.179, the delegation stated that the right of peaceful assembly had
been ensured to all individuals with no exception within the requirements of the law.
Furthermore, Romania supported recommendations nos. 114.176 and 114.199 and it would
continue to implement legislation and policies in order to protect and promotghtee of
persons belonging to national minorities.

417. The delegation explained that some of the recommendations were noted as the
Government considered that they had been already complied ih. example,
recommendations nos. 114.55, 114.157, 114ak8B114.194 on inclusion of the Roma and
their equal access to education, health care, housing and employment fell under this
category. The legislation provided for equal rights and unhindered access to services of all
citizens and prohibited and sanctidral forms of discrimination, including on the ground

of ethnicity. Furthermore, the authorities had been taken positive measures and
implemented targeted programmes to ensure equal andismniminatory access to inter

alia quality education, housingealth and employment for all citizens and particularly for
members of the Roma community.
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418 Romania supported recommendations nos. 114.53, 114.54 and 114.869 on
combatting discrimination against the Roma. The National Contact Point for Roma has
been carrying out assessment of implementation of legal provisions and policies-on non
discrimination and equal opportunities, sustainable developmentegragation, access to
housing and education. The Government has also supported recommendatiéig 182

T 114.187, 114.18914.193, 114.195 and 114.197 and it would continue to implement the
Romanian Government Strategy for the inclusion of Romanian citizens belonging to Roma
minority 20152020. An annual report would be submitted to the Europeamn@ssion

and the Strategy would be further improved based on evaluation carried out.

419, Regarding recommendation no. 114.200 to adopt a national strategy to promote
gender equality, the delegation mentioned that three strategic documents had besh adopt
and implemented since 2006. A new national strategy on gender equality fe2@D1L8as

been in the process of adoption. The Parliament had adopted two laws aimed at preventing
and combating domestic violence in June 2018. The delegation reiteratsahthetment

of Romania to promote gender equality.

420. Romania partially noted three recommendations. Romania noted a part of
recommendation nd.14.21 to ratify the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rightacasupported the rest of the recommendation. The
part of recommendation no. 114.66 calling for measures to prevent discrimination against
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex persons was noted as the Government
Ordinance no. 137/2000 on previegt and sanctioning all acts of discrimination had
already contained an open list of grounds of discrimination. Other part of the
recommendation to legalize samex marriages and partnership was supported even
though the Government was of view that theees no legal obligation to legalize saisex
marriage. Two draft laws on legally recognized partnership, including for-sarmeouples

have been pending for adoption.

421 Having in mind the abovenentioned, Romania also partially noted recommendation
no. 114. 67. It supported a part of the recommendation to introduce a civil legal partnership
between sameex couples. However, it noted a part of the recommendation calling for
refraining from a referendum on constitutional changes prohibiting -same&oples to
marry. The delegation noted that constitutional referendum fell under the sovereign right of
Parliament. Additionally, such a referendum would not have a negative impact on the legal
partnership of samsex couples due to the recent broad integpiat of the Constitutional
Court on the right to family.

422, Romania considered that some of the supported recommendations had been already
implemented. For example, recommendations nos. 114.71 and 114.74 calling for applying
the law prohibiting incitem@ to hatred to all political figures using racist, homophobic and
xenophobic rhetoric, the delegation noted that the respective law was applicable to all
persons with no exceptioithe codes of conduct for the members of the Government and

of Parliament vere adopted in 2017.

423 The Government considered that recommendation no. 114.100 on access to justice
of vulnerable groups had been partially implemented. The Strategy for the development of
the judiciary for the period 2018020 aimed at making thediciary more efficient and
accessible.

424. The delegation provided additional information on those recommendations that it

has supported. I n April 2018, Dr . | oan GOnf Ll ean
for a Syear term. The annual budget of tewnOmbudsman had been approved along with

the allocation of 18 positions in its central and territorial structures.

425 Regarding recommendations nos. 114.36 and 1141974.99, the delegation
reassured that amendments to the Justice Laws and Crimidals Geould ensure the
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respect of human rights and European democratic values, including standards of Venice
Commission of the Council of Europe. Regarding recommendations nos. 114.82, 114.83
and 114.96 on the independence of the judiciary, the delegatitad ¢hat the National
Anticorruption Strategy for the period 202620 included a specific objective of
enhancing integrity, reducing vulnerabilities and corruption risks in the judiciary.

426. Regarding recommendation no. 114.68, the delegation sthtgd under the
Criminal Procedure Code, victims of hate crimes and discrimination were entitled to special
protection measures under the law. The Romanian Police investigated cases of hate crimes
and hate speech and applied fines or launched a crimirag®o

427. In respect of recommendations nos 114.13714.140, the delegation stated that an
increase of state funding for education remained a priority and the national strategies on
education had targeted specific issues such as early school leanditifglong education.

428 Concerning recommendations nos. 114.1334.135, the delegation stated that the
National Health Strategy for 2042D20 had a separate chapter related to HIV/AIDS by
focusing on policies, legislation, prevention measures, tmang and treatment. The
National HIV Programme has been implemented nationwide since 2001.

429 Being fully aware of the challenges that persons with disabilities had been facing in

various areas, the Government had adopted a series of normative acisrdve the

respect of the rights of persons with disabilitiese National Strategy fahe period 2016

2020 eAtiSbkceédtfi without Barriers for Persons wit
the implementation of the Convention on the Rights of dtexrswith Disabilities and

embraced the vision of the European Strategy for persons with disabilities fo2@R0A0

AA renewed commifrmentEuroe@pa obamMhieerStrategy under|
commitment of the authorities towards effectivatyproving the quality of life for persons

with disabilities and thus, allowing the full and effective exercise, by persons with

disabilities, of their rights and fundamental freedoms.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rightsuoil on
the review outcome

430. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Romania, 10 delegations made
statements.

431 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela noted with appreciation the commitment of
Romania to human rights which has been demnatezl by the cooperation of Romania with

the universal periodic review mechanism. It noted the efforts of Romania to implement
recommendations received during its second review. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela
commended Romania for its efforts toyeat and punish all forms of discrimination and to
improve its legal system in order to effectively combat trafficking in human beings and
prevent domestic violence.

432 Afghanistan commended Romania for supporting a large number of
recommendations frorthe universal periodic review. It regretted, however, that Romania
did not support the recommendations put forward by Afghanistan to create favourable
conditions for national minorities to express and develop their culture and tradition in their
own languge and to take additional measures in the field of education for various minority
groups. Therefore, Afghanistan urged Romania to consider again the above mentioned
recommendation.

433 Azerbaijan commended Romania for its constructive participation sinthird
universal periodic review. It noted with appreciation that Romania has accepted the
majority of recommendations, including those put forward by Azerbaijan. The delegation
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reiterated its appreciation the consistent policy pursued by Romania ainmedeaising
quality, efficiency and accountability in public and private institutions.

434. Chad noted with satisfaction that Romania has supported a large number of
recommendations in order to ensure the Wwelhg of its population.

435 China noted wh appreciation the constructive engagement of Romania in the
universal periodic review. It thanked Romania for supporting recommendations put forward
by China, and hoped that Romania would continue its efforts to promoteezmiomic
development, increasemployment level, further improve living standards of its population
and to effectively combat trafficking in human beings.

436. Egypt noted the continuous efforts of Romania to promote human rights. It
encouraged Romania to pursue its efforts to conra#ficking in human beings and child

abuse. It also encouraged Romania to take the necessary measures to protect the family as a
vital part of society. Egypt called on Romania to ratify the International Convention on the
Protection of the Rights of All Mrant Workers and Members of Their Families.

437. lIrag noted with appreciation the positive engagement of Romania during the
universal periodic review and acceptance by Romania of many recommendations, including
those recommendations that were put fodnay Iraq.

438 The Republic of Moldova noted with appreciation the commitment of Romania to
the protection of human rights and the measures taken to implement the outcome of the
universal periodic review. It welcomed particularly the measures taken stareetthe
functioning of the Ombudsman for Children and the adoption of the law on domestic
violence. The Republic of Moldova commended Romania for its active engagement with
the universal periodic review, which was reflected in the acceptance of the tynajori
recommendations from the review, including those put forward by the Republic of
Moldova.

439, Honduras noted with satisfaction the acceptance by Romania of several
recommendations put forward by Honduras during the review, including those concerning
the antidiscrimination legislation and efforts to combat trafficking in human beings. At the
same time, Honduras encouraged Romania to reconsider its position on those
recommendations that called for the ratification of the International Conventioneon th
Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families, a
comprehensive review of the national human rights system in order to correct existing
duplications and combat discrimination against Roma and guarantee their acces$to healt
education, housing, and employment.

440. Albania commended Romania for undertaking measures and adopting new strategies
aimed at protecting the rights of and providing access to health care and education of
members of the Roma community and developireasares designed to improve their
inclusion in the society. Albania noted with appreciation that Romania accepted the
majority of recommendations during its third review, including three recommendations put
forward by Albania.

3. General comments made byther stakeholders

441 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Romania, three other
stakeholders made statements.

442 Centrul de Resurse Juridice noted a high rate of teenage pregnancies and stated that
the Government rejected to introdutendatory sexual and reproductive health education

in the school curricula. It noted that Romania did not support recommendations on the
inclusion of Roma in society by considering that those recommendations had been
compiled with. It noted, however, thensisting socieeconomic gaps between Roma and

72



A/HRC/38/2

non- Roma population and a decrease in enrolment of Roma children in early childhood
education. It also indicated a high percentage of Roma living in households without tap
water and the social exclusion amatism against Roma.

443 In a joint statement, the European Region of the International Lesbian and Gay
Federation and International Lesbian and Gay Association commended Romania for
supporting 13 recommendations made on sexual orientation and gendity idsues, but
regretted that it partially noted two recommendations on saxecivil partnership and
marriage. They noted the widespread intolerance towards lesbian, gay, bisexual and
transgender persons. In the joint statement, they highlighted aforetite authorities to
ensure that awareness raising campaigns on equality andisooimination, as well as
educational and continuous learning programmes were available and implemented in
schools and training centres for civil servants and other miofesls. Romania needed to
update legal gender recognition procedures in order to respect human rights standards.

444, The Association of World Citizens noted that the justice system of Romania had
been under attack since the beginning of 2017 and thiafant adopted laws to increase
political influence on the administration of justi¢enoted that the new Penal Code made it
difficult for judges and prosecutors to bring the perpetrators of corruption cases to justice. It
hoped that the acceptance bgriRania of the recommendations on amiruption measures
would lead to ending those developments.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

445 The VicePresident stated that, based on the information provided, out of 203
recommendations receiveti63 enjoyed the support of Romania and 37 recommendations
were noted. Additional clarifications were provided on three recommendations, indicating
which part of the recommendations were supported and which parts were noted.

446. In conclusion, the delegah of Romania thanked the United Nations Member States
and norgovernmental organisations that participated in the review process. It reassured the
Human Rights Council that all comments, observations and concerns expressed would be
given due consideratioin the follow up process and that Romania would continue to make
every effort to implement the highest standards in human rights and fully comply with its
international and European commitments. The delegation expressed full determination of
the Governmet of Romania to make best use of the universal periodic review process in
order to further strengthen its national system of human rights.

Mali

447 The review of Mali was held on 16 January 2018 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions containednirelevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by Mali in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/MLI/1);

(b)  The compilation preparebdy OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/MLI/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/MLI/3).

448 At its 23rd meeting, on 28 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted th outcome of the review of Mali (see section C below).

449 The outcome of the review of Mali comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/7), the views of Mali concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, #@adoluntary commitments and replies presented
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before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group (see also
A/HRC/38/7/Add.1).

Views expresed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

450. The delegation recalled that 78 speakers acknowledged praogeekes byMali in
promoting and protecting human rights and the major ehgdls that Mali faces since
2012, including insecurity and subsequent violations of human rights. Mali is going through
difficult times related to terrorism.

421. 194 recommendations were addressed to Mali, 133 of which were accepted, 54
postponed for desion and seven noted. At the end, Mali accepted 175 recommendations
and noted 19.

452 Taking a position on the recommendations received resulted from a participatory
approach. In this regard, the Ministry of Human Rights initiated an interactive diabogue
the third universal periodic review cycle of Mali, including the organization of a round
table, which brought together different ministerial departments, national institutions and
representatives of civil society, as well as international partnersydingl the Human
Rights and Protection Division of The United Nations Multidimensional Integrated
Stabilization Mission in Mali (MINUSMA).

453 Mali has accepted the recommendations that it believes can be implemented until the
next universal periodic rewe cycle. It also accepted the recommendations concerning
measures already in place. In some cases, by accepting a recommendation, Mali has
committed to continuing efforts or continue with the measures already in place.

454. In terms of peace and securithe implementation of the peace and reconciliation
agreement resulting from the Algiers process was being pursued through stabilization and
security efforts in the center and the north of the country, as well as through deploying
administrative and judiclaservices in the localities where they were absent due to the
insecurity situation. In this respect, convincing results have already been obtained in the
Segou and Mopti regions through the implementation of the Integrated Safety Plan. With
regard to seaity sector reform, the National Security Council has been established and the
process of disarmament, demobilization and reintegration is ongoing.

455 In the area ofthe fight against impunity, the Government has taken steps to
investigate and prosecute members of the armed and security forces involved in cases of
human rights abuses and international humanitarian law. In addition, the delegati@drefer

to the creation of an International Inquiry Commission to investigate war crimes, crimes
against humanity, sexual crimes and other serious violations of international human rights
law and international humanitarian law.

456, With regard to womeds andchildrerts rights, two bills were being drafted: the first

one concerns gendéased violence; and the second one to the protection of the child. The
adoption of these two draft texts will make it possible to eliminate existing discriminatory
provisions inthe Code of Persons and the Family, and to criminalize all forms of violence
based on gender. In addition, a ministerial decree prohibited the practice of female genital
mutilation in health facilities and sanctions were provided for this purpose.

457. With respect to recommendations on the use of child soldiers, according to the
delegation, the State did not use militias. National security was provided by a republican
army that did not use child soldiers. As a result, Mali has noted these recommendations.

458 Moreover, as previously mentioned, Mali was making enormous efforts in the area
of traditional and harmful practices. However, Mali noted recommendation 116.5 because
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of the reference to polygamy that is inscribed in the Individuals and Family Gube a
remained an option for spouses and not an obligation.

459, The third cycle of the universal periodic review provided Mali with a framework for
dialogue on human rights. Despite the difficult context of confétated human rights
abuses and violationthe delegation stated that Mali will make a point of taking ownership

of the task force report and making all the necessary arrangements to implement the
accepted recommendations.

460. Finally, Mali was ready to cooperate fully with all the special pdoces mandate
holders and reiterate its commitment to examine expeditiously any request for a visit by the
latter.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

461 During the adoption of the outcoméd the review of Mali, 12 delegations made
statement$?

462 Chad welcomed the updated information provided by Mali in its report, which
reflects the importance that Mali attached to the universal periodic review. It noted with
satisfaction that Mali hadcaepted most of the recommendations and called upon bilateral
and international partners to support Mali in the implementation of those recommendations.

463 China thanked Mali for accepting its recommendations and hoped that Mali will
continue to promot¢he peace and reconciliation process to achieve stability and security,
and to continue to promote social and economic development, and raise the standard of
living of the population so as to lay a solid foundation for the human rights. China
welcomed re#ration by Mali of its commitment towards human rights.

464. The Congo welcomed M&k support to most of the recommendations received, and
strongly appreciated its efforts to build on the promotion and protection of human rights
and its cooperation wittheé United Nations mechanisms, despite a difficult context. The
Congo wished Mali success in the implementation of the recommendations.

465 Cote divoire congratulated Mali for its interest in the recommendations received,
which will contribute to improvehe human rights situation in the country. It appreciated
the efforts of Mali to strengthen the rule of law, and encouraged Mali to continue full
cooperation with the United Nations human rights mechanisms.

466. Egypt thanked Mali for the explanations te recommendations and paid tribute to
Mali for having established a Ministry of Human Rights and for the provisions in the
Constitution of human rights. Egypt encouraged Mali to pursue cooperation with the
Human Rights Council and invited the Council toyide Mali with technical cooperation.

467. Ethiopia commended Mali for accepting many recommendations and welcomed the
adoption of the national policy on human rights and the establishment of the Ministry of
Human Rights. Ethiopia reiterated its call ttee international community to strengthen
support to Mali for the capacities of State and-Sbate actors working in the human rights
field, and encouraged Mali to take all necessary measures to implement the
recommendations.

38

The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time constraints are
posted, if available, on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, at
https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/38thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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468 Honduras congratulated & for having accepted its recommendations. In order to
improve enjoyment of the rights of women and girls, and eliminate discrimination and
gender violence, it hoped that Mali will reconsider its position regarding its
recommendation to redouble its effoto put an end to traditional and harmful practices,
such as child and forced marriage, polygamy, humiliating and degrading practices and
forced feeding.

469. The Lao Peoplis Democratic Republic appreciated that Mali has accepted a large
number of reommendations, including two made by the Lao PdsplBemocratic
Republic. It welcomed the Strategic Framework for Economic Recovery and Sustainable
development which is to promote inclusive and sustainable development in order to reduce
poverty and inequay in a unified and peaceful Mali on the basis of the Agenda 2030
Sustainable Development Goals.

470. Lesotho noted that, despite a very difficult security situation, Mali has taken steps to
inculcate respect for human rights and rule of law in the cpuhtnoted progress in the
implementation of the Agreement on Peace and Reconciliation and legislative measures
taken. It commended Mali for the establishment of the Ministry for Human Rights and for
its cooperation with the United Nations human rightcma@isms. According to Lesotho,

Mali requires support from the international community in order to consolidate peace and
reconciliation.

471 Senegal thanked Mali for pertinent additional information provided. It paid tribute to
the inclusive process to qutuce the national report and measures taken to enhance the
security situation in the country. In view of the commitment of the Malian authorities to
continue promoting human rights, Senegal invited the Council to adopt the report of Mali.

472 South Afria appreciated the acceptance by Mali of its recommendations on
implementing the agreement for peace and reconciliation; continuing efforts to provide
state assistance to people living with HIV/AIDS, and strengthening measures to protect
womerts rights andensuring equal pay for equal work. It encouraged Mali to continue
addressing the challenges of insecurity, terrorism and transnational organised crime. It
reiterated its support for the transitional justice programme of Mali, and its commitment to
economicrecovery and sustainable development.

473 The Sudan commended the efforts of Mali during the period under review
particularly, its commitment with the universal periodic review process in order to protect
human rights. It also welcomed the country acaept of the majority of the
recommendations and the fact that Mali has taken a number of measures based on those
recommendations. The Sudan was pleased to note that Mali accepted the recommendation
to strengthen the National Human Rights Commission armbmtinue implementing the
National Development Programme.

General comments made by other stakeholders

474. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Mali, nine other stakeholders
made statement8.

475 Amnesty International was concerned abthe gross violations of human rights by
all parties, including extrajudicial killings, forced disappearances, acts of torture and

39
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arbitrary arrests. It stated that the critical security situation in the-affsisted regions has

had a negative impacin the right to education. More than 200,000 students were out of
school in the central and northern parts of the country because of threats from armed
groups. More than 400 schools were closed. It was pleased that Mali accepted the
recommendations to guartee the right to education, including in conflict situations.
However, it regretted the rejection of the recommendation from 12 states calling for the
ratification of the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Right on the abolition of the death penalty.

476. The International Service for Human Rights (ISHR) welcomed the recent adoption
of a specific human rights defenders protection law and encouraged the Government to
further the work done during a workshop orgexi jointly by civil society and the national
human rights commission and to adopt the implementation decree. It called on Mali to:
investigate and prosecute all attacks and false accusations against journalists; develop and
support a two years strategi@p for the National Human Rights Commission aiming to
build its institutional capacity and independence so it is fully compliant with the Paris
Principles; and provide the National Human Rights Commission with the necessary
resources for it to be fully fictional and able to fulfil its mandate as a defender protection
mechanism.

477. Human Rights Watch urged the Government to swiftly and fully implement the
recommendations aimed at addressing ongoing concerns about weak rule of law and the
dramatic increas in reports of human rights abuses both within the context of
counterterrorism operations and combatting communal violence. It remained concerned
about persistent intertommunal conflicts in central and northern Mali, exacerbated by
ethnic tension over Ingitry and access to land and water, that had left several hundred
people dead and thousands displaced. The conflicts around Menaka and in the Mopti region
had dramatically worsened in 2018, resulting in dozens of deaths. It urged the Government
to take dlnecessary measures to protect the population at risk from communal violence.

478 Rencontre Africaine pour la défense des droitsdenhme (RADDHO) stated that

the human rights situation in the country was worsening and that the authorities in the
Cental part of the country were losing effective control of the territory. RADDHO
indicated that the climate of insecurity reigned in the country and that there was a
multiplication of attacks in the north. According to RADDHO, the coming presidential
electiors may raise concerns about the heightened potential for the escalation of violence
and deterioration of the already deplorable human rights in the country. RADDHO urged
Mali to ensure holding of peaceful presidential elections.

479, The International Cathic Child Bureau stated that a Plan of Action for the
implementation of the universal periodic review recommendations should be adopted
together with the participation of civil society. It called upon Mali to give priority to
alternative measures to depiion of liberty; network public and private vocational
training centres to provide +education and professional reintegration of children;
strengthen the practice of penal mediation by training the actors of justice in the effective
implementation of thedecree of 13 April 2006 on penal mediation; and remove all
obstacles to the use of mediation, including the settlement of financial matters related to
mediation, the formality of acceptance in writing, and the specialized training of criminal
officials or mediators.

480. The Association of World Citizens stated that women in Mail had been following
peace education with the objective of continuing their studies to become active members of
the society. It urged Mali to provide women in the country with tingt Rid i a possibility

to provide trainings on health issues in remote villages.

7
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481 The International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination commended Mali for moratorium on the death penalty and encouraged Mali
to comkat impunity and end the worst form of the child labour, including child soldiers. It
congratulated endorsemerty Mali of the Security Council resolution 1325 and
commitment to protect human rights defenders. It was concerned aboutanmterunal
violence that resulted in deaths and casualties. It urged Mali to commit to peaceful
resolutions of conflicts.

482 The United Towns Agency for NorBiouth Cooperation stated that, despite the
presence of Mali security forces, according to their investigationsstade actors remain

the main perpetrators of human rights violations in the country. Terrorist attacks targeted
civilian population, religious minorities and foreign troops. The persistence of security
situation in Mali had paralyzed local economy, sbekrvices and access to education,
justice and health care. More than 700 schools had been forced to be closed, leaving
190000 pupils without education.

483 Fondation @Auteil welcomed the acceptance of a recommendation to promote the
sociaeconomic reitegration of children in street situations. It stated that civil society
organizations accompanied children in street situations in their reintegration journey. It
invited Mali to collaborate closely with the decentralized services of the State, soilhey w
be able to offer proposals to help the children identify and implement solutions adapted to
each of these children. It indicated that efforts would also have to be made in terms of
prevention and awarenesssing of the communities, especially regaglihe quality of
learning in Koranic schools from which many children and young people in street situations
come, as well as for the care of these children and young people.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

484. The President stated thabased on the information provided, out of 194
recommendations received, 175 enjoy the support of Mali, and 19 are noted.

485 The delegation stated that recommendations from the third cycle will be given
priority attention by the Government. These will jresented to the various institutions of
the Republic and will then be translated into an action plan. A mechanism to monitor the
implementation of this action plan will be put in place. The consultation of all the actors
involved in the implementation dfie recommendations will continue under the aegis of the
Government. A mieterm report will be submitted to the Human Rights Council.

486. Mali was also consolidating progress on human rights. In order to address persistent
challenges, Mali will seek suppofrom international cooperation, and affirmed that the
political will to implement all human rights was unshakeable.

487. In conclusion, Mali reiterated its commitment to the universal periodic review
mechanism and expressed its deep gratitude to thehlRights Council.

Botswana

488 The review of Botswana was held on 17 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(&) The naibonal report submitted by Botswana in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/BWA/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/BWA/2);

(c) The summary preparedy tOHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/BWA/3).
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489, At its 24th meeting, on 28 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Botswana (see section C below).

490. The outcome of the review of Bavana comprises the report of the Working Group

on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/8), the views of Botswana concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcomg the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working G(se@ also
A/HRC/38/8/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntay commitments and the outcome

491 The delegation of Botswana, headed by Her Excellency, D. Athaliah Lesiba
Molokomme, recalled that, during its universal periodic review, Botswana received 207
recommendations of which 76 recommendations were deferreftirfber consideration.

All 76 recommendations were assessed and responded to within the stipulated timeframe.

492 The delegation stated 93 of the 207 recommendations Botswana had received were
supported. The remaining recommendations could not be deppfor various reasons.

Most of the unsupported recommendations related to ratification of various human rights
instruments and the abolition of the death penalty and the issuance of a moratorium on
executions.

493 Botswana supported all the recommenulai that called for the extending of a
standing invitation to all special procedures mandate holders of the Human Rights Council.
Support for those recommendations affirmed and renewed the commitment of Botswana to
the work of all special procedures maredablders. The delegation stated that Botswana
had never declined a request for a country visit by any special procedures mandate holder.
Requests for visits from the Special Rapporteur on Minority Issues, the Special Rapporteur
on the right to food andhé Special Rapporteur on the rights of persons with disabilities
were currently being processed with the visits expected to take place in 2018. Three other
visits were expected in 2019.

494. With regard to recommendations on the ratification of the Cdiveon Genocide,
internal consultations have begun with a view to ratifying the Convention within this
reporting period.

495 Although Botswana had noted recommendations on the ratification of the
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilitieg ttelegation stated that the
Government had taken a decision to ratify the Convention. The Convention should be
ratified by December 2018.

496, While it was of paramount importance to ratify international instruments, including
all human rights treatieshe rationale for such ratification should always be accompanied
by a firm commitment and readiness to domesticate and implement the treaties. It is for this
reason that Botswana had supported the recommendations relating to the ratification of only
two treaties. However, despite capacity constraints, Botswana would continue to strive
towards ensuring that mechanisms were in place to support ratification, as well as the
implementation of the remaining treaties.

497. Recommendations calling for a moratoriem or abolition of, the death penalty had

not been supportedRositionof Botswanaon the death penalty remained unchanged. The
Government respected the different views on the issue, but remained convinced that the
death penalty is a criminal justice neattdefined by sovereign States in accordance with

the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The delegation reiterated that the
death penalty was a competent sentence in the laws and Constitution of Botswana that was
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only applied after a fatrial, and due process of law administered by an independent
judicial system.

498 Botswana had supported almost all of the recommendations relating to women and
children who were most vulnerable and therefore deserved special consideration. Botswana
will appear before the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women in
February 2019, and will constructively engage with the Committee, with a view to
addressing all challenges faced by Batswana women and implement the recommendations
stemning from that review.

499, With a view to addressing the high rate of sexual abuse of children, as exposed in
fithe ViolenceagainstChildren Survey, a response plan will be finalized and disseminated
by September 2018.

500 Internal consultations have monenced with a view to lifting the reservation on
Article 1 of the Convention of the Rights of the Child and Article 2 of the African Charter
on the Rights and Welfare of the Child. In the interim, several laws that have a bearing on
the definition of thechild, including the Penal Code and Adoption of Children Act,
continue to be reviewed.

501 Botswana was preparing to embark on the Fifth Botswana AIDS Impact Survey
(BAIS V) which was expected to be rolled out in September 2018. Its aim is to update the
existing HIV and AIDS data, and will be combined with a first ever TB prevalence survey.

502 The AntiHuman Trafficking Act commenced on 1st January 2015, and since then,
Botswana has made great strides in preventing, suppressing and combating th&heime.
Anti-Human Trafficking National Action Plan was expected to be launched and operational
before the end of 2018.

503 The delegation conveyed the gratitude and appreciafitire Governmento all the
States that have participated in the review. Tleéeghtion also thanked civil society
organizations for their contribution.

504 Botswana remained committed to the universal periodic review process and will
through its national InteMinisterial Committee on Treaties, Conventions and Protocols
and otherrelevant structures, ensure the implementation of recommendations, as well as
prepare and submit a comprehensive-teiun report

2. Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

505 During the adoptiomf the outcome of the review of Botswana, 13 delegations made
statement$?

506 Senegal welcomed the adoption of the 11th National Development Plan in

December 2016 to ensure that the economic development in Botswana is consistent with

t he obj edtiisni @ @Rf0 3 60 . It congratul at ed Bot swan
recommendations from the review, including those made by Senegal.

507. South Africa congratulated Botswana on notable milestones, including the launching
of Vision 2036 and its National DevelopmePlan. Progress had also been made in

40 The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time cors&aints
posted, if available, on the extranet of the HnnRights Council, at
https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/38thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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improving the lives of members of communities located in remote areas under the
Affirmative Action Framework for Remote Area Communities.

508 The Sudan welcomed the resolute commitment of Botswana to adhere to the
principles of the universal periodic review and to bolster the protection of human rights in
the country. It welcomed the efforts of the Government to find solutions to the concerns
that had been expressed.

509 The United Nations Childréa Fund (UNICEF)regretted that Botswana was not
ready to accede to the Convention on the Reduction of Statelessness, or to provide
nationality if a child would otherwise remain stateless. It also regretted that Botswana was
not ready to ratify the UNESCO Convention agaiDiscrimination in Education. It stood
ready to provide technical assistance to Botswana with regard to amending the Ghildren
Act to include a definition of child trafficking and to criminalize the worst forms of child
labour. It noted the reluctance take appropriate measures to provide quality education,
including mother tongue instruction.

5100 The United Natiots Development Programme noted the absence of legal aid for
indigent people involved in most criminal cases and welcomed the commithéme
Governmento extend legal aid for serious cases. It was concerned by the limited progress
Botswana had made in establishing a national human rights institution in line with the Paris
Principles.

511 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela expresdgsdecognition for the efforts made

by Botswana to followup on its human rights commitments. It noted the importance of the
poverty reduction initiatives that had been undertaken including the development
programme for remote areas to guarantee accessctal programmes. It was pleased by
the efforts to improve the quality of education for childrigrurged Botswana to continue

to promote its social plans and programmes.

512 Zambia applauded Botswana for the dedication and commitment exhibited in its
work in the Human Rights Council, the universal periodic review and other mechanisms
promoting and protecting human rights. It congratulated Botswana for a successful review.

513 Zimbabwe stated that Botswana had taken its human rights obligation serasus
evident by its open and constructive engagemenibted that Botswana had continued to
implement initiatives aimed at improving the lives of all its citizens. It also noted that
Botswana had continued to cooperate with Special Procedures ang Bodas.

514 Afghanistan urged Botswana to consider full incorporation of the provisions of the
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment, the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms ofaRac
Discrimination as well as the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Discrimination against Women, into its national legislation.

515 Algeria noted with satisfaction the commendable progress made by Botswana in
implementing the development pn and poverty reduction programmes. It noted the
initiatives taken in the areas of conservation and development, which recognised the rights
of the local population to manage and utilize natural resources.

516 Angola encouraged Botswana to continueingplement necessary and effective
measures to reduce the HIV prevalence, which undermined the -esmriomic
development of the country. It wished Botswana success in implementing the supported
recommendations.

517. Belgium noted the commitment of Botsveato the universal periodic review. It
appreciated the efforts made by Botswana to implement recommendations from the
previous review, as well as leadership in the promotion of human rights in the riégion.
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noted that the recommendation made by Belgiunaddress gender based violence was
supported by Botswana and asked about the impact of implementing the recommendation.
Two other recommendation relating to issuing a moratorium on executions and aligning the
law on nationality with the Convention on thégRts of the Child had not been supported.
Belgium invited Botswana to reconsider its position on those recommendations. It hope that
a national debate could be held to lay down the foundation for abolition of the death
penalty.

518 Chad noted the accepice of recommendations by Botswana and requested that
international community provide assistance in their implementation.

General comments made by other stakeholders

519 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Botswana, five other
stakelolders made statements.

520, Center for Global Nonkilling stated that, in the two previous reviews, Botswana
accepted recommendations to hold a public debate on the death penalty. It stated that the
Government must show to its people that it values lideenthan killing and the people will

learn from the guiding authority of the Government.

521 Amnesty International welcomed acceptanbg Botswana of a range of
recommendations but regretted that Botswana rejected the majority of the
recommendations. Iiso regretted that Botswana had rejected recommendations relating to
the rights of journalists to freedom of expression. Journalists have continues to be
intimidated and harassed by the authorities. Amnesty International also regretted rejection
by Botswara of recommendations to ratify certain conventions and to establish an official
moratorium on the death penalty.

522 Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van Homoseksu&li@
Nederland and the International Lesbian and Gay Associatgretted that Botswana had
rejected 13 of the 15 SOGIESC recommendations. It commended the Government for
upholding court rulings on the registration of lesbians, gays, and bisexuals of Botswana
(LEGABIBO) and legal gender recognition. It urged Botswato accept all
recommendations and continue the law reform process, including by revising the Penal
Code to decriminalize consensual same sex conduct.

523 Action Canada for Population and Development welcomed the issuance of a
standing invitation to th special procedures, but remained concerned by the unwillingness

to put in place guarantees for civil society participation and space. It called on Botswana to
accept the recommendations to adopt legislation to protect victims of violence and other
humanrights violations, and to incorporate in domestic law the international conventions

ratified by Botswana.

524. Rencontre Africaine pour la défense des droits deomhme (RADDHO)
congratulated Botswana for its positive progress to the improvement ohthean rights
situation and acknowledged the work done in the areas of economic development to
achieve socioeconomic progress. It noted the importance of intensifying efforts to prevent
genderbased violence. It called for the strengthening of the rightwarfien and girls,
prevent and investigate the trafficking of women and girls and increase efforts in the
implementation of policies on the eradication of poverty and ensure gender equality.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

525 The VicePresident stated that, based on the information provided, of 207
recommendations received, 93 enjoy the support of Botswana, and 114 are noted.
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526. In addressing some the issues that were raised, the delegation expressed its
appreciation to UNICEF for its edinued work with Botswana in relation to childéen

rights. Government consultations were ongoing on the sensitive issues relating to
nationality and statelessness.

527. The Legal Aid Programme was relatively new and it commenced modestly by only

offering legal aid services for cases involving capital crimes. However, with the passage of
time and inspired by the principle that lead to the establishment of the Legal Aid

Programme, it was hoped that legal aid will be extended to indigent accused insll case

528 The delegation stated that Botswana was committed to establishing a national human
rights institution and that the establishment of such an institution was in progress.

529 The process of incorporating international conventions into the natenalaried

from one country to another. In Botswana, this process was quite involved and it was not
for the lack of will that some ratified conventions had not been incorporated into national
law. Botswana has ratified conventions with the serious imerdf implementing them.
Incorporating those Conventions into national law can sometimes take a while for the
institutions to be put place to ensure the implementation of the Conventions.

530, With regard to the impact of the recent training of policecefs, the delegation
stated that it took a while to assess the impact of any intervention. However, there were
promising signs.

531 With regard to the allegations of harassment of journalists, the delegation stated that
Botswana was open to the work journalists and had no intention of harassing them.
However, all journalists must respect the law.

532 Botswana was fully committed to implementing all supported recommendations.
The implementation process would be informed by the same -stakéholderand
participatory approach that informed the preparation of the National Report.

The Bahamas

533 The review of the Bahamas was held on 17 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutighdezisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by the Bahamas in accordance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/BHS/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordandgi waragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/BHS/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/BHS/3).

534 At its 24th meeting, on 28 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the reviefitlee Bahamas (see section C below).

535 The outcome of the review of the Bahamas comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/9), the views of the Bahamas
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, anlilgtary commitments and
replies presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group
(see also A/HRC/38/9/Add.1).
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Views expressedby the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

536. The delegation of the Bahamas recognized that the attainment of human rights was a
progressive and continuous effort, and highlighted it @ghtinue to be fully engaged with
this body and the international community in this journey.

537. Addressing issues that; due to time constraints, it had not reported before, the
Bahamas addressed the issues of correction facility, statelessnesffarkihg in persons.

On correctional facility, it emphasized that the Bahamas Department of Correctional
Services, formerly Her Majedly Prison, was renamed to divert from a penal approach to a
correctional approach, and to provide for the modernizatbihe law governing the
custody and rehabilitation of inmates, in line with international standards.

538 On the issue of Statelessness, the Migration Working Group was presently
reviewing the Convention relating to the Status of Stateless Personsabdrbention on

the Reduction of Statelessness and was engaging in a benchmarking exercise on a Standard
Operational Determination for Statelessness.

539 The Government introduced an Independent Review Committee, chaired by a retired
Chief Justice, to raew all pending applications for citizenship in an effort to clear the
existing backlog. The Committee will make recommendations in all cases to the
Immigration Board and the Minister. These recommendations will ordinarily be followed
unless there are comlling reasons, usually of public safety or national security, to refuse
to follow the recommendation.

540. In November 2014the Government implemented a policy providing for all children

up to eighteen years of age to obtain a Belaoisgeermit, intendedo give some form of
status/documentation to children who were born in the Bahamas to immigrant parents. The
Government is giving consideration to extending the age limit to apply for a Befenger
permit. The plan is to extend the time so that the pemtisubsist pending the outcome of

an application for citizenship pursuant to the Constitution.

541 The delegation explained that the Bahamas was a destination and transit country for
men, women, and children from other Caribbean countries, South atrdl@enerica, and

Asia seeking a better life or subjected to sex trafficking and forced labour. Vulnerable
populations included migrant workers who arrived voluntarily to work as domestic
employees and labourers, but may be recruited or deceived bykeedfidOespite this
challenge, the Bahamas had maintained a Tier 1 ranking for the third year in the 2017
Trafficking in Persons Report released by the United States Secretary of State on 27 June,
2017.

542 The Government enacted amendments on 31 March @0the Criminal Procedure
Code and the Trafficking in Persons Act to allow prosecutors the option to prosecute
trafficking cases directly before the Supreme Court without the necessity of going first to a
lower Magistratés Court and created a new offenthat criminalizes the organizing,
engagement in, or directing another to engage in trafficking in persons.

543 Regarding the 141 universal periodic review recommendations received by the
Bahamas, the Government was pleased to report that it was addeept nearly 70 per
cent of these recommendations. This affirmed its commitment to implementing
international norms to give effect to human rights in an effective and sustainable manner.

544, In addition to a general commitment to strengthening hunginsriby acceding to
additional conventions and improving domestic processes for implementation and
monitoring, among the accepted positions were those thematic recommendations dealing
with gender equality, domestic violence, children, detention conditivetional human
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rights institute, freedom of information, access to justice, access to education, persons with
disabilities, trafficking in persons and migrants.

545 With respect to the accession to human rights instruments, the Bahamas was pleased
to report that it had ratified the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment in May of 2018.

546. On gender discrimination, the delegation underscored that eradication of

discrimination was a slow process and thalblic awareness and education was one of the

fundamental building blocks for assuring meaningful attitudinal changes toward gender
discrimination.After further consultation, an amendment to the Sexual Offences Act which

provided for tweteodfepcoces alf dderxpgfatlee da btuos ead fnsapso ursea
sexual abuse Bill o, based on replies from civil
taken to Cabinet for approval in July. Although the proposed offence is not labelled

i mar i t alill hasalpoétbe elerhents df the offence of rape.

547. The Bahamas is in the process of drafting an amendment to the Bahamas Nationality
Act to provide for all minor children of Bahamian males or females, born anywhere in the
world, regardless of theirgpents marital status, to be granted Bahamian nationality upon
application to the extent that the same does not derogate from the existing Constitution
provisions, which do not confer an automatic right to citizenship without the need for
application.

548 With respect to domestic violence, the Government continued its efforts to promote
awareness of the avenues to seek redress and the protection available to victims of domestic
violence under the relevant legislation.

549, The National Strategic Planrfahe Management, Prevention and Elimination of
Family Violence will be implemented within the next year.

550 The Bahamas had tabled the Ombudsman Bill, 2017. The Office of Ombudsman
was designed to provide a direct source of relief wherever peopledituihdte grievances

due to the actions or inactions of the Government or any agency thereof. Since the review
in January 2018, the Government has committed to review the Bill to determine if it can
incorporate the Paris Principle.

551 The Government alsmentioned that the Bahantdseedom of Information Bill Act
was enacted in 2017.

552 Regarding noted recommendations, the Government asserted it was unable to
support several of the recommendations which fell generally under the following treads:
death penalty, corporal punishment, ratification of some of the conventions and
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation.

553 The Government of the Bahamas was aware of the longstanding recommendation
for the establishment of a moratorium on exeadi@nd/or the abolition of the death
penalty in the Bahamahl. underscored, inter alia, that: the imposition of the death penalty
on a discretionary basis continued to be recognizddvefsi, subject to the principles laid
down by the highest coudf the country (Judicial Committee of the Privy Council), as a
punishment for the crimes of murder and treason; there was no international consensus on
the abolition of the death penalty; even in the absence of a formal morattheiiast
execution in the Baamas took place twelve years ago; and every State had an inalienable
right to choose its political, legal, economic, social and cultural systems, and had
prescriptive jurisdiction to make and enforce laws which were not in violation of
peremptory norms dhternational law.

554 In the Bahamas, it was legal for a parent to physically discipline a child and for
corporal punishment to be administered in schools in certain clearly defined and limited
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circumstances. Strict procedures were in place, howevamsure that the application of
corporal punishment, particularly within the schooling system, was used only as a last
resort to positively modify behaviouPhysical abuse of a child was punishable under the
laws of the Bahamas.

555 Since the reviewn January 2018, the Attorn&yeneral met with various alternative
lifestyle groups that represent gays, lesbians, transgenders, and men having sex with men to
listen to their concerns and to remind them of their rights and the relief and remedies
availablein case of violations.

556. Because of its limited resources and its vulnerability to illegal migration, the
Bahamas was not in a position to accede to and give effect to all of the subject matter
conventions dealing with migrants or statelessnétssontinued to work very closely with

the International Organization for Migration and the United Nations High Commissioner

for Refugees to assess and evaluate persons who claimed refugee status and to respect the
principle ofnonrefoulement

557. The delgation stated it will continue to put great effort in the role of its National
Reporting Cooperation Mechanism to ensure that its reports are submitted on time and that
the recommendations that have been accepted are implemented.

Views expressed by Memer States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

558 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the Bahamas, seven delegations
made statements.

559 Afghanistan commended the Bahafma&sntinued commitment to the univats
periodic review and appreciated it for accepting Afghan&staecommendation to ratify the
Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment.

560 Belgium welcomed efforts on the implementation of recommendatibpsevious

cycles and the acceptance of the recommendation on the ratification of the Convention
against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment delivered
by Belgium.It took note that its recommendation on the ratificatibthe Second Optional
Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights was not accepted,
inviting the Bahamasauthorities to reexamine its position. Belgium hoped that a national
debate on the subject be carried out in order to laygtbundwork for a complete abolition

of the death penalty following the moratorium on executions that has already been in place
for 17 years. It encouraged the authorities to promptly finalize the consultation process on
the ratification of the Internatiml Convention for the Protection of All Persons from
Enforced Disappearance.

561 China thanked the Bahamas for accepting its recommendations and expressed hope
that the Government will take further positive measures to continue promoting sustainable
ecoromic and social development, improve peéplé/ing standard, further strengthen the
public health system, and protect the right to health for the people. China welcomed
reiteration by the Bahamas of its commitment to the protection and promotion of human
rights.

562 Cuba recognized the wide consultations taken place and the careful evaluation of
each recommendation in order to take position about them. It expressed satisfaction about
the acceptance of the recommendation delivered by Cuba to continkiaguo implement

and present the reports regarding the conventions and treaties to which the Bahamas is State

party.
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563 Haiti welcomed the acceptance by the Bahamas of recommendation 105.33 in order
to ensure followup to the recommendations by the tddi Nations human rights
mechanisms, recommendation 105.49 on climate change and recommendation 105.35 to
put in place a simplified naturalisation procedure for children with foreign parents born in
the Bahamas. It regretted that recommendations 105.18@H&5 on the ratification of
certain international human rights covenants, particularly the Statelessness conventions
were not accepted.

564. Honduras welcomed the support by the Bahamas to, inter alia, recommendations on
the ratification of the Optiondrotocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the
sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography, and on the establishment of a
national plan of action with a human rigtitased approacti encouragedhe Bahamas to
reconsider itposition regarding: the ratification of the Convention on the Protection of the
Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families; the modification of the law
on persons with disabilities to incorporate a righased and integrated approach to
education of these persons, recognizing their right to education; and the revision of national
legislation in order to apply alternative measures to deprivation of liberty in managing
migration.

565 Chile highlighted the commitment of the Bahamas to thwewsal human rights
system and its efforts to implement universal periodic review second cycle
recommendationslt underscored, as a step forward, the ratification of the Convention
against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment ohRemis a strong
message in the region to eradicate tortlreénvited the Bahamas to continue working
regarding this Convention with the objective of implementing it.

General comments made by other stakeholders

566. During the adoption of the outconw the review of the Bahamas, four other
stakeholders made statements.

567. United Villages (Villages Unis) appreciated the change in administration on 7 May
2017 by a national general election carried out in accordance with the Constitution of the
Commawealth of the Bahamas, underscoring the strength of the democratic ptocess.
considered commendable that the Bahamas participated in various international and
regional institutions such as the United Nations, CARICOM and the Organization of
American Sttes to contribute to the development of international standards on human
rights. It highlighted that the Bahamas had worked hard to formulate a comprehensive
approach to address asylum and refugee issues.

568 The Commonwealth Human Rights Initiative rensal deeply concerned about
inhumane prison conditions in the Bahamas, which had reportedly led to a series of inmate
deaths. It urged the Government to address overcrowding, unhealthy conditions, poor
availability of resources and high rates of crime iisgns.Reportedly over 700 irregular
migrants and asylum seekers were being held in inhumane conditions at the Carmichael
Detention Centre. It called on the Bahamas to address mistreatment of undocumented
migrants and to ratify the International Conventfor the Protection of All Persons from
Enforced Disappearance.

569 The United Towns Agency for NoHBouth Cooperation stated that it was alarmed

by the discriminatory use of new Bahamian laws on migration. Since 1 November, with the
application of newprovisions by the Bahamas, the State had increased arrests and
incarceration in bad conditions for migrantBhe new provisions of the Migration
Department of the Bahamas and its new policy meant that thousands of children live in fear
of detention of aritrary expulsion.The Bahamas should comply with its obligation of
protecting children, regardless of their status or their ethnic origin. It condemned the
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increase of arrests and detentions in bad conditions of Haitian migrants in the Bdhamas.
called o the international community to take urgent and practical measures to end the
discriminatory use of these new measures.

570. Africa Culture Internationale welcomed progress in the development of
infrastructures to improve the situation of economic, d$oama cultural rightslt also
highlighted the implementation of capaehvilding measures and institutional conferences

on the judiciary systemlt underscored progress stemming from the 2014 Bill on
penitentiary services and that the norms on the irtipasiof corporal punishment to
inmates as disciplinary measure had been repealed. It underscored finally the regulations
relating to the management of early childhood, particularly regarding freedom of
expression and assembly and the measures taken tovienie situation of children.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

571 The Vice President stated that, based on the information provided, out of 141
recommendations received, 78 enjoy the support of the Bahamas, additional clarification
was povided on another six recommendations, and 57 are noted.

572 In its final statement, the delegation thanked Member States, other stakeholders and
members of the Troikdt reaffirmed the commitment of the Government to the universal
periodic review and tavorking with other States and civil society organizations towards the
application of human rights for all.

Burundi

573 The review of Burundi was held on 18 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human RightsnCibuesolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Burundi in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/BDI/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/BDI/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/BDI/3).

574, At its 24th meeting, on 28 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcomd the review of Burundi (see section C below).

575 The outcome of the review of Burundi comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/10), the views of Burundi concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, aads/oluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working G(sep also
A/HRC/38/10/Add.1)

1. Views expresed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

576, Burundi stressed that it attached great importance to the mechanism of the universal
periodic review, as a unique process, allowing fquad treatment for all countries, a
constructive dialogue between States and a sharing of best practices between States and
other stakeholders for the sole purpose of improving the situation of human rights in the
world.
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577. Burundi stated that since 7nr12018, Burundi had a new Fundamental Law better
adapted to the current sogiolitical context, with the ultimate goal of establishing and
sustaining institutional stability and social cohesion in the spirit of the Arusha Agreement,
signed on 20 Augusti®0.

578 Burundi asserted that its citizens were committed to reconciliation and sustainable
development. The voluntary participation by all sections of the population to the 2020
elections showed the will of the people bruised by the effects of cotmmizand
dependency to take control of their own destiny.

579 Burundi added that the universal periodic review of 18 January 2018 had been an
opportunity to listen, with great attention, to relevant recommendations to strengthen the
respect of human rigé but also to capture the concerns of some members of the Human
Rights Council.

580 During the universal periodic review, the Government was represented by a large
delegation led by His Excellency MXivyabandiMartin, Minister of Human Rights, Social
Affairs and Gender showing the importance that Burundi granted to this mechanism.

581 On that occasion, Burundi had provided some replies and a promise had been made
to follow-up on the many recommendations; 242 in total, made by 96 delegations. A multi
sectorial team had been set up to analyse them and the Government accepted a set of
recommendations that were not in contradiction with the laws of the country, the
international instruments which Burundi had ratifiede social and cultural values of
Burundi culture as well as its economic development.

582 Of the 242 recommendations received, 125 were accepted while the remaining 117
were noted. The details of the recommendations accepted and those noted are contained in
the Addendum transmitted by the ¥@onment of Burundi.

583 As it was the case for the recommendations issued during the second cycle of the
universal periodic review of Burundi, the Government had undertaken to implement the
accepted recommendations and requested the cooperation ofreverybis context.

584. As for the recommendations that had been noted, the Government would not hesitate
to implement them if the conditions were met.

585 Burundi praised the hard work of the Universal Periodic Review Working Group,
the Secretariat, the€roika and all the other persons who worked tirelessly in this process. It
thanked all the different teams who had dedicated their time to prepare the report of the
universal periodic review, to make it available for adoption. The relevant advice and
expetise they had provided was the pride of the Human Rights Council and Burundi in
particular.

586, Notwithstanding the fact that the universal periodic review allowed for a
constructive dialogue between States with a view to improving human rights iniesuittr

was regrettable to note that some United Nations experts in some countries, redoubled their
efforts to tarnish the image of Burundi by an apocalyptic presentation of the facts.

587. Burundi referred to the alleged expulsion of United Nations ¢spby the
Government of Burundi in the context of the implementation of Human Rights Council
resolution 36/2 adopted by the Human Rights Council during its September 2017 session.
Burundi regretted that some delegations, relying on false information,egcBusundi of
refusing to cooperate with the United Nations human rights mechanisms, the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights and the Human Rights Council.

588 The delegation of Burundi informed that people whose visas hadrbeeked at
that time were experts who came for the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights in Burundi. The Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
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Human Rights had asked Burundi to grant them entry visas as intern&fiahakrvants,

who came for a short stay duration as United Nations experts without any other detalil.
Burundi had authorized their entry into its territory in this capacity. The letters for their
visas request had no reference to the Human Rights Caasciltion 36/2.

589 Upon their arrival in Burundi, the mission for which the visas had been granted to
them had changed, and therefore, their visas had been cancelled. Moreover, on 21 March
2018, during the general debate on country reports, inclulmgituation in Burundi, the
Government had publicly lamented the fact that the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights had not contacted them regarding the implementation of
the Human Rights Council resolution 36/2. Burundi wiskeedeiterate its full support to

this resolution 36/2.

590 In conclusion, Burundi asked the Human Rights Council to adopt by consensus the
final report on its universal periodic revieBurundi reiterated its readiness to make the
adopted report a road mdor the preparation of the fourth universal periodic review cycle
on Burundi and reaffirmed its determination to spare no effort to better promote and protect
human rights for all.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rightsudcil on
the review outcome

591 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Burundi, 13 delegations made
statement$!

592 Egypt welcomed the legislative reforms in the field of human rights and the
establishment of the national council for reciiation and for the improvement of
detention facilities and for joining the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture
and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and the Convention on
the Rights of Persons with Disabilitidscalled upon Burundi to further cooperate with the
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights and to combat violence
against women

593 Ethiopia commended Burundi for accepting many recommendations including theirs
aimed at continuig ensuring girleducation by abolishing school fees in basic education
and to continue its efforts in reintegrating disaster victims by putting in place the national
reintegration strategy. Ethiopia encouraged Burundi to take all necessary measures in
advance for the full implementation of the accepted recommendations.

594, Haiti thanked the delegation of Burundi for taking into account the
recommendations on the implementation of a strategy to reduce the length of custody, the
constitutional referendunhat took place in May 2018 and the significant reduction in the
rate of chronic malnutrition throughout the country. Haiti encouraged the government and
the people of Burundi to continue fighting for peace, justice and reconciliation.

595 Honduras thankeBurundi for having accepted their recommendations related to the
ratification of Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Political and Civil
Rights, aiming at the abolition of the death penalty, the International Convention on the

41
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Protetion of the Rights of All Migrants Workers and Members of Their Families and all its
efforts to combat violence against women. However, Honduras urged Burundi to ratify the
International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disamgeara
and to renew its cooperation with the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights and continue to work with the International Criminal Court.

596. Pakistan welcomed the steps taken by the Government of Burundi to empower
women. Inthis regard, Pakistan appreciated the political commitment of the Government to
end gendebased violence.

597. Senegal commended commitmeoft Burundi to the promotion of human rights,
which had been materialized by the ratification of several interratiostruments, and
congratulated the Burundian authorities for the acceptance of most of the recommendations
submitted to them.

598 South Africa appreciated the acceptance by Burundi of its recommend&amnib.

Africa commended Burundi for its legisian to prevent trafficking in persons and gender
based violence. It further welcomed the setting up of gender units in various ministries, as
well as the new centers at various hospitals to counter géaded violence. South Africa
acknowledged the effty of Burundi to step up the training of judges and police officers to
prevent torturelt highlighted the settingip of a National Commission for Dialogue among
Burundians; the work of the Truth and Reconciliation Commission; and the strengthening
of theNational Independent Human Rights Commission.

599  Sri Lanka congratulated the acceptance of 125 out of 242 recommendations received
from Member and observer States of the Council, including the two recommendations made
by Sri Lanka. It took note of thefefts made by Burundi to ratify the Optional Protocol to

the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment and the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. Sri Lanka
appreciated the efforts made byrBndi to eliminate discrimination on gifgducation
through identifying school dropouts and girls who had never been to school and enrolling
them to State Schools and also extending free primary education to nine years to keep girls
in school for a longr period.Finally, Sri Lanka expressed its hope that the Government of
Burundi would continue with the implementation of the National Gender Policy Action
Plan 20122016 and improvement of access to health through the national health policy
20162025.

600. The Sudan welcomed the acceptance by the State of Burundi of the
recommendations made during the period of the previous universal periodic review cycle,
which consisted in guaranteeing the Truth and Reconciliation Commission the exercise of
its functionsand also to continue the ongoing training of judges and law enforcement
officials to ensure the strengthening of justice while urging the international community to
provide financial and technical support.

601 The United Republic of Tanzania applaude@ trogress made since the last
universal periodic review and called upon all political groups and parties in Burundi to
spare no effort in support of the peace process in their country. It commended the
commitment of the Government of Burundi in facilitefi a planned repatriation, and
settlement of Burundian refugees from refugee campkerlUnited Republic oTanzania

in a voluntary manner, and under the supervision of the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugeedt encouraged Burundito expedite and finalize the
repatriation. It finally called upon partners and stakeholders to honor their commitment in
this endeavor.

602 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela noted with satisfaction the cooperation of
Burundi with the universal periodireview mechanism and applauded the ratification of the
the Conventionon theRightsof Personswith Disabilitiesand the Optional Protocol to the
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Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment. It commended thifoets of Burundi to fight against gender violence with the
entry into force of the Law on prevention and protection of victims and the establishment of
specialized centers.

603 Afghanistan appreciated the acceptance of most of the recommendations by
Burundi, including both of the recommendations made by Afghanistan and wished every
success to Burundi in the process of implementation of its recommendations.

604. Angola encouraged Burundi to strengthen its policies and measures in the field of
protection ad promotion of human rights and fundamental freedom.

General comments made by other stakeholders

605 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Burundi, nine other
stakeholders made statemefits.

606. Amnesty International welcomed the ac@emwe by Burundi of 125
recommendations, but regretted that the Government rejected almost as many. It also
regretted that while Burundi had agreed to implement a number of recommendations on
important points of principle, such as the need for accourttglBlurundi had not accepted
recommendations on the practical steps needed to ensure that these principles were realized.
Burundi needed to guarantee the full exercise of the rights to freedom of expression and
association, ensure a safe environment canduc¢o the work of human right defenders

and civil society organizations and undertake immediate and independent investigations
into allegations of extrajudicial executions, excessive use of force by security forces, forced
disappearance and arbitrary eion. Burundi had accepted to establish a national
preventive mechanism in line with the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture
and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment but rejected effective
investigations into allegatns of acts of torture in detention centers. It urged Burundi to
reconsider its position on these recommendations including its cooperation with the
Commission of Inquiry to improve the human rights situation for everybody in Burundi.

607. The InternationkaLesbian and Gay Association noted with disappointment that,
despite the recently revised Article 567 of the Penal Code which contained criminal
provisions against those who engaged i n fAsame
Code upheld the same dasition under Article 590. It urged Burundi to respect its human
rights obligations to protect the human rights of all individuals regardless of their sexual
orientation and gender identity. Burundi has made progress in ending sexual and gender
based violace. However, despite the existence of its international obligations that are part
of the Constitution of Burundi, gender and sexual minorities continue to be victims of
human rights violations such as arbitrary arrests and illegal deteltiaddition,Burundi

did not guarantee the freedom of association and assembly for sexual minority groups based
on the Penal Code provisions. It called upon Burundi to leverage its efforts in ending HIV
amongst the most -risk populations, including sexual minoritiedy ensuring
discriminationfree access to health care and to ensure that human rights are for all,
including lesbian, gay, bisexual and trans persons.

42 The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time constraints are
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608 Article 197 International CentreagainstCensorship deeply regretted that gross
violations of therights to freedom of expression, assembly and association continue
unabated, and in near total impunity. It noted that since the peaceful protests after the
president decision to seek a third term, human rights defenders, journalists, and political
opponets have been repressed and risk arbitrary arrest and detention, enforced
disappearance, extra judicial execution, torture and inhuman treatment and sexual violence
simply for speaking out. Legal attacks also continue against journalists and human rights
defenders. Article 19 urged the Government of Burundi to reconsider its approach to
recommendations on the rights of freedom of expression, assembly and association and to
seek the support of the international community to ensure their prompt and full
implementation.

609 The East and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project took note of the
replies of Burundi to the recommendations received. It regretted the lack of willingness of
the Government to ratify key international instruments such as themapRootocol to the
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, the International
Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance and the Rome
Statute of the International Criminal Court, from which the Govemméghdrew to evade

its responsibilities for international crimes committed. It highlighted the need for
cooperation with the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
and the Commission of Inquiry. It finally condemned reprisalsirggahuman rights
defenders cooperating with the United Nations.

610. The International Federation for Human Rights Leagues noted that extrajudicial
executions, torture, abductions, arbitrary arrests and detentions were continuing in Burundi
with impunity and the authorities have not accepted the recommendations urging them to
put an immediate end to them and to open without delay independent, effective
investigations and impartial. It also noted that harassment and attacks against civil society
and defendes continue. Lastly, they it stated that it doubted the political will of the
Burundian authorities despite the commitment they have made to implement the
recommendations.

611 International Service for Human Rights stressed that, despite violations @hhum
rights perpetrated in Burundi, during its universal periodic review of 18 January 2018, the
Government rejected allegations that it had persecuted human rights defenders. It claimed
that defenders were prosecuted under the co@snliegal framework andrere not targeted

for legitimate human rights activities. It urged the Burundian Government to repeal all laws
restricting the activities of human rights defenders and to investigate the abuses committed
against them. It called on Burundi to further allowil society organizations and individual
defenders to interact with Special Rapporteurs without fear of reprisal and to refrain from
stigmatizing defenders, condemn and prosecute all acts of intimidation and reprisals against
defenders. It invited Burumdo work with the civil society to implement the universal
periodic review recommendations.

612 CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen Participation stated that Burundi had not
fully implemented any of the recommendations it accepted since its last r&iee. April

2015, the Burundian authorities have used violence against peaceful protesters and were
responsible for the human rights violations largely carried out by security forces,
intelligence services and the armed wing of the ruling party includinges amounting to

crimes against humanity with utmost impunity. It noted that the adopted legal restrictions
increased government control of the activities and funding for national and international
non-governmental organizations and allowed the barofescivil society organizations. In
addition, the violence against representatives of civil society had forced many human rights
organizations to close down and operate from abroad.

93



A/HRC/38/2

94

613 United Nations Watch highlighted that Burundi continued to commitvegra
violations of human rights against its own people including summary executions,
disappearances, arbitrary arrests, and torture. Women and children in Burundi were victims
of sexual abuse on a daily basis and women were vastly underrepresented atsabflev
government decision making. It further declared that the recent referendum campaign was
marred by violence and intimidation, committed by forces loyal to the government, with
people abducted or executed for supporting the opposition, or for refagioig the ruling

party. It objected to the adoption of the report of Burundi.

614 Rencontre Africaine pour la défense des droitsdgenhme (RADDHO) stressed that
Burundi was unwilling to take meaningful efforts, including cooperation with the United
Nations mechanisms, to improve the appalling human rights situettitime country, It

called on the Burundi Government to put an end to the assassination of political opponents,
journalists and human rights activists. RADDHO exhorted the Government te aea
better atmosphere of inclusive dialogue for national reconciliation, and to strengthen
cooperation with regional institutions and United Nations mechanisms.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

615 The VicePresident stated that, based the information provided, out of 242
recommendations received, 125 enjoy the support of Burundi, and 117 are noted.

Luxembourg

616. The review of Luxembourg was held on 18 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevantrian Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Luxembourg in accordance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/LUX/1);

(b)  The compilation pepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/LUX/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/LUX/3).

617. At its 25th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adoped the outcome of the review of Luxembourg (see section C below).

618 The outcome of the review of Luxembourg comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/11), the views of Luxembourg
concerning the recommendatioasd/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and
replies presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group
(see also A/HRC/38MIAdd.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

619 The delegation of Luxembourg, headed by H.E. Mr. Pieaes Lorenz, Permanent
Representative of Luxembourg the United Nations in Geneva, thanked the Member
States that spoke during the third universal periodic review of Luxembourg to put forward
recommendations. It also thanked the delegations of the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, Czeieh) Portugal, Brazil and Spain for their advance questions.

620 Luxembourg had presented all recommendations to national stakeholders within the
context of the Inteministerial Committee on Human Rights. During the consultations with
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the representativesf various concerned ministries and administrations, it had observed an
agreement to accept 135 out of the 149 recommendations addressed to Luxembourg.

621 The addendum to the Working Group report (A/HRC/38/11/Add.1) had allowed
Luxembourg to respond toast of the accepted recommendations.

622 The head of delegation addressed the recommendations which had been noted by
Luxembourg and offered some new elements concerning the implementation of the
accepted recommendations.

623 Regarding recommendation86L1, 106.2 and 106.10 of Mexico, Burkina Faso and
Honduras, respectively, on the withdrawal of the reservations to the Convention on the
Rights of the Child, the head of delegation stated that the reform of the legal framework
was still under discussion Parliament.

624 Regarding recommendations 106.3, 106.4, 106.6, 106.7, 106.8 and 106.9 of
Indonesia, the Philippines, VenezugRolivarian Republic of) Uruguay, Togo, Cabo
Verde, Egypt, Honduras and El Salvador, respectively, on the ratification of the
International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families, the head of delegation stated that Luxembourg was not legally
able to ratify this Convention, like the other Member States of the European. Ugon
stated that the Convention did not create rights that migrants were not already enjoying
under Luxembourg and European law, whether they were in a regular or irregular situation.

625 The head of delegation stated that, in light of recommendatior4Q0&f the
Philippines and 106.41 of Greece on the introduction of an aggravating circumstance for
racially motivated crimes, Luxembourg law did not provide for such an aggravating factor,
but prohibited and punished racial discrimination as a separate.cri

626. Regarding recommendation 106.42 of the Syrian Arab Republic, Luxembourg was
implementing a policy of targeted sanctions in accordance with the decisions of the United
Nations Security Council and the European Union, in full compliance with thasmos

of the United Nations Charter. The measures were designed to minimize the negative
consequences for those who were not responsible for the policies or actions that led to the
adoption of sanctions.

627. Regarding recommendation 106.44 of Hondutasxembourg was not in a position

to implement it now. The law of 7 November 2017 that reformed the Centre for Equal
Treatment did not provide the additional means required to sue. The Consultative
Commission on Human Rights was not responsible for imyestig or settling complaints
regarding specific cases of discrimination.

628 Regarding recommendation 106.52 of the Syrian Arab Republic, Luxembourg did

not have the intention to date to amend the Constitution accordingly, in view also of the
constitutinal reforms in progress which should meet the concerns expressed through the
recommendation.

629 With regard to new elements, the head of delegation confirmed that the draft law on
the integration into domestic law of the provisions of the Internationalvéhtion for the
Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance would be examined by the
Government soon and would subsequently be transmitted to the Chamber of Deputies with
a view to the ratificatioof the Convention

630 On the acceleration gireparation of reports to treaty bodies, Luxembourg was in
contact with the Secretariats of the treaty bodies concerned, and was soon to strengthen the
capacity in the Ministry for Foreign and European Affairs.

631 Regarding recommendation 106.92 of tetherlands to take additional measures
for the protection of human rights defenders, the head of delegation informed that the
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Minister for Foreign and European Affairs announced concrete support measures as well as
the inclusion of the protection of humeghts defenders in the voluntary commitments that
Luxembourg will make in the context of its candidacy to the Human Rights Council for the
20222024 term.

632 Luxembourg had also approved, on 22 June 2018, its National Action Plan for the
Implementatiorof the United Nations Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights.
The Action Plan was developed by a working group that included State anStaten
entities, including human rights and development-gowernmental organizations, trade
unions and pxiate sector organizations.

633 The head of delegation stated that Luxembourg saw the universal periodic review as
an essential opportunity for accountability to the international community on its efforts to
protect and promote the rights of all people.w#comed the comments to be pronounced

by the Luxembourg Consultative Committee on Human Rights.

634 Luxembourg, together with the Consultative Committee on Human Rights, civil
society and state entities represented on the-Miwisterial Committee otHuman Rights,
would focus on the implementation of the accepted recommendations in light of its next
universal periodic review. It was ready to submit once again to théemmdreview.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rigl@suncil on
the review outcome

635 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Luxembourg, 10 delegations
made statements.

636. The Islamic Republic of Iran stated that it was looking forward to the full
implementation of the recommendations it forward. It stated that there was a need for
accurate definition of child pornography to ensure the criminalization of pictures of
children that fall outside the definition of the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the
Rights of the Child. It alsoxpressed concern about the access to the job market for persons
with migration backgrounds with a low level of education.

637. Iraq thanked Luxembourg for the acceptance of a large number of recommendations,
including those made by Irag and wished it sasce protecting and reinforcing human
rights at the national level.

638 The Lao Peopls Democratic Republic noted that Luxembourg accepted two of its
recommendations and commended it for its efforts on the protection and promotion of
human rights in theountry. It welcomed the National Action Plan to Combat Human
Trafficking which focused on protection of victims, pursuit and prosecution of traffickers,
and encouraged an active and effective-tafficking policy.

639, Madagascar took note with satisfion of the recent ratification of the Optional
Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, as well as the setting up of the
National Action Plan on the fight against human trafficking.

640 Pakistan commended Luxembourg for accepting the nhajoof the
recommendations, including those put forward by Pakistan, and commended Luxembourg
for the efforts on the new multiannual National Action Plan for Integration 2018. Pakistan
hoped that the Plan will strengthen the employability of hoxembougers.

641 Senegal welcomed the measures taken by Luxembourg in ratifying several human
rights instruments and its willingness to continue to promote human rights, in particular by
combating hate speech and racism.

642 Armenia welcomed that Luxembourg apted the majority of the recommendations
received, including those made by Armenia. It praised Luxembourg for the progress made



A/HRC/38/2

in the area of the strengthening the equality between men and women, and the commitment
of Luxembourg to continue the implemation of measures that will ensure participation of
women in political and economic life. It welcomed also the commitment of Luxembourg in
favour of the protection and promotion of human rights at the national and international
levels.

643 Chad commendetuxembourg for accepting the majority of the recommendations
made.

644. Egypt stated that it was important to combat hate speech, especially in the media,
and facilitate the entrance of migrants into the labour market. It stated that it was important
to raify the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families. Egypt commended Luxembourg for the
establishment of an inteninisterial commission to implement universal periodic review
recommendatias.

645 Honduras welcomed the acceptance by Luxembourg of its recommendations. It
invited Luxembourg to reconsider its position regarding; the ratification of the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Mendierkeir
Families; the withdrawal of the reservation concerning the Convention on the Rights of the
Child; and the guaranteeing that the Consultative Human Rights Commission and the
Centre for Equality have a necessary judicial authority to process addcide upon
complaints regarding the multiple discrimination in the private sector.

General comments made by other stakeholders

646. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Luxembourg, one other
stakeholder made a statement.

647. Commissbn consultative des droits déhdmme du Granduché de Luxembourg
(Consultative Commission on Human Rights (CCDH)) welcomed the progress made since
the last two cycles of the universal periodic review. However, CCDH was concerned that
Luxembourg had stilhot ratified the International Convention for the Protection of All
Persons from Enforced Disappearance and the 2014 Protocol to the Forced Labour
Convention. CCDH regretted that no developments had been observed regarding the
ratification of the Intern@&nal Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families.

648 In terms of the institutional architecture of human rights, CCDH stressed the
importance of providing the various national institutions with theessary competences

and resources so that they can carry out their respective mandates. These competences
should also include the possibility of legal action.

649 CCDH stated that juvenile justice was a lestgnding grievance. It welcomed the
recent opemg of the Juvenile Safety Unit and called on the Government to respect its
previous commitment that no juveniles will be imprisoned in the prison for adults. It stated
that a reform of the Youth Protection Act should be considered a priority.

650 With recard to the rights of persons with disabilities, CCDH invited the Government

to reflect on the establishment of an independent and unique structure, which would bring
together all the mandates concerning the promotion and protection of the rights of persons
with disabilities.

651 CCDH, as the National Rapporteur on Trafficking in Human Beings, insisted that
the Government follow up on its recommendations for the collection of accurate and
consistent statistical data. CCDH also called for a greater atteatimngiven to trafficking

for labour exploitation purposes and trafficking in the context of immigration.
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652 CCDH wel comed the devel opment of a National A

Rightsd in cooperation with tthiswnatibnalplandidet y .
not provide for a deadline nor binding power for its implementation. CCDH stated that it
would carefully monitor the impact of the Plan on corporate practices and policies.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

653 The Vice-President stated that, based on the information provided, out of 149
recommendations received, 135 enjoy the support of Luxembourg, and 14 are noted.

654 The head of delegation thanked the civil society organisations and CCDH for its
cooperation forHird universal periodic reviewf Luxembourg He thanked Member States

for their substantive comments and numerous encouragements, which it took note of for the
implementation of accepted recommendations, and emphasized the importance of
collaboration with all concerned national and international stakeholders. Finally,
Luxembourg thanked the troika and OHCHR for their dedication during the review.

Barbados

655 The review of Barbados was held on 19 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisioa contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Barbados in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/BRB/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/BRB/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/BRB/3).

656. At its 25th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rightsn€baoonsidered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Barbados (see section C below).

657. The outcome of the review of Barbados comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/12), the views of Barbados concehang t
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Graeg dso0
A/HRC/38/12/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

658 The head of the delegation, His Excellency Ambassador Bentley Gibbs, Permanent
Representati of Barbados to the United Nations and other International Organizations at
Geneva, thanked the Council for the opportunity to formally present the response of
Barbados to 137 recommendations received on 19 January this year.

659 He noted that the delation of Barbados, headed by the then Minister of Social
Care, Constituency Empowerment and Community Development, The Hon. Steven
Blackett, was able to engage in a very constructive and interactive dialogue, with the 52
delegations that made statementd scommendations.

660 On that occasion, the delegation had reiterated the commitment of Barbados to the
promotion and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms, as well as respect for
the dignity of all persondlhese priorities were reflectéd the level of investment that the

Howe v ¢
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Government had made in the area of education, social services and social security which
accounted for approximately twbirds of the national budget.

661 Barbados noted that the country had a longstanding reputtibeing a vibrant
democracy, and of protecting and promoting its human rights in keeping with national law
and international obligations. He noted that Barbados will continue to be a staunch
supporter of the rule of law at home as much as the countryash\acate of a ruldsased
international system that seeks equity and justice for individuals as well as states.

662 Barbados, as a very small state, was committed to the work pursued by multilateral
institutions like the United NationsThe country wa particularly interested in the human
rights mechanisms. It commended those small states that would contribute to the
multilateral process as members of the Human Rights Council. Barbados firmly believed
that the added voice of small states in the dediti@ms of the Council will promote a more
inclusive approach to human rights as the concerns, development interests and priorities of
this special group are more fully recognised.

663 The head of the delegation reminded of the importance that the hugtdaa r
mechanisms hold for Barbados, as they promote the right to development and the universal
ratification and implementation of the major human rights treaties.

664. Barbados supported the work of the treaty bodies and regarded them as essential to
the broader human rights system. Indeed, it views the effective functioning of the treaty
body system as essential to achieving improvements in the human rights situation
throughout the world.

665 Barbados welcomed the positive changes that the universatioereview process

had promoted for the advancement of human cooperation among Sthgesountry
believed this mechanism to be an effective tool for ensuring that every State is called to
account for its human rights performané&ach of the three asssments of Barbados had
enabled the Government to take stock of where it is in its human rights journey. Barbados
was now better able, due to the information obtained through research, consultation and the
statements and recommendations received, chathafqr the future.

666. During its third universal periodic review in January 2018, Barbados had listened
with interest to the views expressed during the sesEiogry effort was made to respond to
the views presented and comments made then, alongheidle contained in the series of
advanced questions.

667. Following the January session, the Government of Barbados reserved its position on
the 137 recommendations it had receiv&tlis had enabled the careful review of the
recommendations through constion across the Government as spearheaded by the work
of the National Human Rights Coordinating Committ€ensultation was also held with
some norgovernmental stakeholders to receive feedback on the recommendations.
Considerable thought was given talkeaecommendation; and the concluding positions that
were the result of the process of consultation were submitted for the consideration of the
Cabinet. The decisioof the Cabinetresponding to the recommendatiavsstransmitted to

the Secretariat in Mah 2018.

668 Barbados had used the agreed upon terminology in responding to the
recommendations.This, in summary, demonstrated the support of Barbados for

64recommendationg his means that the Government of Barbados had fully implemented
them or intend to do soBarbados had noted 73 recommendations, which indicated that the
Government of Barbados may have had partial implementation but was not fully
implementing these at this time.
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Views expressed by Member and observers of the Human Rights Catihon the
review outcome

669 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Barbados, seven delegations
made statements.

670. The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland recognised the positive
steps taken by the previous Government Bafrbados, including: ratification to the
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities; establishment of the Employment
Sexual Harassment Prevention Act 2017; and establishing the Trafficking in Persons
Prevention Act 2016lt hoped that the new @&ernment of Barbados will accept its
recommendation to develop a national action plan to combat human trafficking. It
welcomed the confirmation of the previous Government that a national human rights
institution will be established in the near futuremad| as the introduction by Barbados of
legislation to abolish the mandatory imposition of the death penalty for murder. It urged the
new Government to amend the legislation to completely abolish the death penalty. It
remained concerned that discriminatiagainst LGBTI persons was still common, and
hoped that Barbados will accept its recommendation to repeal all legal provisions which
discriminate against persons on the grounds of their sexual orientation and gender identity.

671 Belgium noted positivelyhe engagement of Barbados with the universal periodic
review and its efforts oriented to implement the recommendations received in the previous
universal periodic review cycles. Belgium appreciated that Barbados had accepted one
recommendation made by Baum regarding the draft law on juvenile justice, and Belgium
would like to know the plan of Barbados aimed at the implementation of this
recommendation. Belgium also observed that two other recommendations formulated by
Belgium on the ratification of iernational human rights treaties were noted by Barbados,
inviting Barbados to review its position in this regard. Belgium hoped that the death penalty
can be completely abolished after a broad national debate in Barbados. Regarding the
ratification of othe international instruments, Belgium recognized the limited capacity of
Barbados for reporting, but noted that it should not be an obstacle for the ratification of
these international instruments.

672 Chile valued the advances made by Barbados in coderther promote and protect
human rights. Chile recognized the compromise of Barbados with the universal human
rights system and the efforts made by the country aimed at implementing the
recommendations received during the second universal periodicwresyele. Chile
acknowledged that there were multiples challenges, but it noted that Barbados had
established priorities in order to be more equal, particularly in the areas of education, social
service and social security. In this context, Chile understbedposition of Barbados
regarding the 137 recommendations received in the third universal periodic review cycle.
Finally, Chile encouraged Barbados to maintain the same way and cooperate with the
universal human rights mechanisms aimed to create fusfizares of dialogue between the
authorities and civil society.

673 China commended Barbados for its constructive participation in the universal
periodic review process. It thanked Barbados for accepting the recommendations
formulated by China. China hopelat Barbados will continue to further promote gender
equality and to promote economic and social sustainable development to lay a solid
foundation forthe enjoyment of all human rightby all people China welcomed the
commitment of Barbados to promotadaprotect all human rights and wished even more
achievements in the area of human rights.

674 Cuba thanked the delegation of Barbados for the information provided on the
position of the country in relation to the 137 recommendations received during its
consideration in the Working Group of the Universal Periodic Review. Cuba was satisfied
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that the recommendation presented by Cuba on the maintenance of the comwiitthent
country to respect human rights, in particular through legislative measures, ded b
accepted by Barbados. Cuba noted that Barbados had demonstrated its commitment to the
mechanism of the universal periodic review during its presentation before the Working
Group. This was a sample of the high value that Barbados gave to the pronmation a
protection of human rights. Finally, Cuba wished Barbados every success in the
implementation of the accepted recommendations.

675 Haiti thanked the delegation of Barbados for the information provided on the
position of the countryin relation to thel37 recommendations received during its third
universal periodic review cycle. Haiti also thanked that Barbados had accepted the
recommendations 96.37 on the establishment of a National Human Rights Institution in
accordance with the Paris Principles, &6d128 regarding the review of certain traditional
social attitudes and in particular about corporal punishment, both recommendations
formulated by Haiti. Haiti took the opportunity to congratulate to Her Excellency Ms. Mia
Amor Mottley, first Prime Ministr of Barbados, in charge of the country since May 2018,
and thanked her for the decision to abolish the obligation of visa for Haitian citizens
visiting Barbados.

676. Honduras expressed its satisfaction for the support of Barbados regarding the
recommedations of Honduras on establishing a National Human Rights Institution in
accordance with the Paris Principles and regarding a legislation in order to prevent and
combat sexual harassment in all settings. Honduras hoped that Barbados reconsider its
position regarding the ratification of international human rights treaties, suclheas:
Optional Protocols to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, the International
Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance; the
Internation&d Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families; the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment and its Optional Protocol; and the Second Optional
Protocol to he International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, aiming at the abolition
of the death penalty, among others.

General comments made by other stakeholders

677. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Barbados, one other
stakeholder mie statement.

678 The United Towns Agency for NorBouth Cooperation stated that the death
penalty was the cruelest, inhuman and degrading punishment that violated the right to life,
as recognized by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. It nbéédaver the years

and decades, one state after another had abolished the application of the death penalty, so
that only a minority of States around the world still applied this sentence contrary to human
rights. It noted that Barbados had continued ®sent the death penalty as a solution to
crime without addressing the root causes of the increase in violent crime or reforming
inadequate criminal justice system. It pointed out that 13 men, including one foreigner, had
remained under sentence of deathBarbados; however the sentence was no longer
applicable for six of them because they had been on death row for more than five years, a
maximum period set by the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council beyond which an
execution would constitute an inhumandegrading treatment. It opposed the death penalty

in all circumstances and called on the authorities of Barbados to enforce the bills already
submitted to Parliament aimed to abolish the systematic imposition of the death penalty for
murder as well atmake mandatory the psychiatric examination of all persons accused of
this crime.
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Concluding remarks of the State under review

679 The VicePresident stated that, based on the information provided, out of 137
recommendations received, 64 enjoy theput of Barbados, and 73 are noted.

680. The head of the delegation stated that, on behalf of the Government and people of
Barbados, he wanted to thank all of the Member States that participated in the review of
Barbados by words of support and encounagyet. The country was grateful for the
recommendations received; they reflected the diversity of views presented in Barbados and
the international community. Taken together, he believed the comments and
recommendations highlighted the firm foundation ofefiom, justice and respect for
human rights.

681 He noted that Barbados is of the view that participation in the universal periodic
review provided an opportunity to show how Barbados successfully secured its social
safety net and the protection of huméghts even during a period of economic downturn.
The country recognized that clearly work remained to be done. Barbados will continue, in
consultation with key stakeholders and the public in general, to develop, modify or create
the public policies andebislative frameworks necessary for the full development of the
individual and the public good.

682 He noted that it is the fervent belief of Barbados that the promotion and protection of
human rights and fundamental freedoms enable the country toienpiyersity of views,
talents, and abilities, while at the same time recognising its common humanity.

683 Barbados was committed to ensuring that every Barbadian has a life of dignity and
the opportunity to realise their potentidvery boy, every gir every man and every
woman must be provided with the requisite opportunities to exoetspective of their

birth, class, race, gender or if differently abled.

684. The social policyof the countrywas predicated on ending poverty and building new
naional partnerships in which Barbadians work together to achieve the goals of national
and personal prosperity. As Barbados reflects on the process of the third universal periodic
review cycle and looks forward to implementing the accepted recommendaitions,
intended, in collaboration with willing member states and other likeminded partners, to
build an even better future.

685 The Government of Barbados, as it strived to strengthen the observance of human
rights, was committed to doing so in consultatwith the will of the people. Barbados is
cognisant that some issues may require bimskd and comprehensive consultation above,
and beyond, what would have previously obtained. Whatever the form that such a dialogue
will take must be characterised by ipate by all participants and an overriding desire to
provide an environment in which differences are acknowledged and respected while
ensuring the inherent rights of the individual are observed as sacrosanct.

686, The head of the delegation stated thw intent, going forward, was to ensure that
the social policy architecture is well integrated and the delivery of social services becomes
even more caring, peoptentred and efficient.

687. The social development strategy of Barbados, as demonstratied doe recent
review, had addressed several challenges over the yksrshe country sets out to
surmount remaining obstacles, the social development strategy will be required to meet
needs, solve problems and create opportunities for the advancerBambaélians.

Montenegro

688 The review of Montenegro was held on 22 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:
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(@  The natimal report submitted by Montenegro in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/MNE/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/MNE/2);

(c) The summary preparedy lOHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/MNE/3).

689 At its 25th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Montenegro (see section C below).

690 The outcome of the review of dtitenegro comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/13), the views of Montenegro
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and
replies presented before the adoption of thieame by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group
(see also A/HRC/38/13/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, itsvoluntary commitments and on the outcome

691 The delegation of Montenegro, headed by Mr. Mehmed Zenka, Minister for Human
and Minority Rights, was honoured to address the Human Rights Council on the adoption
of the outcome of the universal periodic ravien Montenegro. It recalled that, during the
interactive dialogue, Montenegro reaffirmed its unequivocal commitment to the values of
democracy and the principles of human rights. Montenegro accepted 159 out of the 169
recommendations it had received ammhsidered them as an additional incentive for the
improvement of human rights in the country.

692 The delegation indicated that, in addition to ensuring the effective implementation of
the existing institutional and normative framework, during the nextod Montenegro
would prioritise the full implementation of the strategies and actions plans aimed at the
elimination of all forms of discrimination and the promotion of minority rights and
freedoms. Montenegro would alsmntinue its work to improve coitns in detention
facilities and focus on ensuring greater protection of the rights of persons deprived of
liberty in cases of possible abuse.

693 The delegation emphasized that the efficient implementation of the existing anti
corruption legislative red institutional framework was a strategic priority for Montenegro.

In addition to the increased efficiency of the judiciary and the rule of law, Montenegro
would pay particular attention to the protection of the rights of vulnerable groups, primarily
children, persons with disabilities, the elderly and LGBTI persons. Montenegro would also
continue to work on improving the situation of national minorities, especially the Roma and
Egyptian population, and to implement the existing strategic and legislagivefork to
provide a permanent solution for the issue of refugees, displaced and internally displaced
persons in Montenegro.

694 Regarding the rights of persons with disabilities, the delegation stated that
Montenegro would implement priority strategimeasures to improve the situation of
disabled persons in all segments of life, including regarding accessibility, participation,
employment, education, and social and health care.

695 Despite the results achieved in improving the system of protectioprantbtion of
civil and political rights, Montenegro was aware of the existing challenges to the enjoyment
of freedom of expression and freedom of the press in the country. Montenegro was working
intensively on further improving the normative framework tims regard through
amendments to the Law on the national public broadcaster and the Law on Electronic

103



A/HRC/38/2

104

Media. The delegation also noted that additional effort was required to overcome
polarization of the media scene and emphasized the need to strengtten selé
regulation.

696. The delegation reaffirmed that Montenegro respected the principles of independence
of the media, freedom of expression and objective information of the public and strongly
condemned attacks on journalists and media properthidnrégard, it indicated that the
work of the competent State authorities to identify the perpetrators of acts of violence
against journalists and prevent impunity had intensified and highlited that the upcoming
period would be marked by the introductiori a stricter sanctionatory policy for
perpetrators of acts of violence.

697. Regarding the fight against all forms of violence against women and girls,
Montenegro was working on improving its multisectoral response, including by
implementing further meases aimed at protecting victims and sanctioning perpetrators,
such as the esablishment of a single database and the improvement of victim support
services. In order to fully realize the policy of equal opportunities, Montenegro would
continue implementinghe third Action Plan for Gender Equality, which included measures
in the area of political and economic empowerment of women, health care, education,
elimination of multiple discrimination, and protection against all forms of violence. The
delegation indiated that activities had initiated to amend the electoral legislation in order to
enable 40 per centomergs participation in the legislative power. Finally, the delegation
acknowledged that the fight against trafficking in human beings was anotherhatea t
required additional attention and the strong implementation of the existing national policy.

698 At the international level, the delegation stated that Montenegro would continue to
fully support the work of the Office of the United Nations High Consiiser for Human

Rights and to cooperate intensively with the Human Rights Council, universal periodic
review mechanism, special procedures and other mechanisms, with the aim to improve the
overall human rights protection and promotion system in Montenegro

699 To conclude, the delegation thanked all countries for their participation in the
discussion and expressed particular appreciation for the engagementgidvweonmental
organizations and of the Institution of the Protector of Human Rights andofneeof
Montenegro in the drafting of both the national report and the addendum.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

700. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Montenegro, refegdtions
made statements.

701 Libya thanked Montenegro for its active participation in the universal periodic
review and for its commitment to the protection of human rights. It expressed satisfaction
regarding the adoption of a law prohibiting disdriation against persons with disabilities.

702 Nepal appreciated the spirit of constructive engagement shown by Montenegro and
noted the high number of recommendations accepted, including the recommendations made
by Nepal on combating discrimination aggtisvomen and addressing domestic violence. It
noted the measures taken by Montenegro to strengthen the independence and efficiency of
the judiciary, as well as its efforts to fight corruption and protect the rights of women,
children and persons with dighties. It encouraged Montenegro to continue in its
endeavours, including by strengthening the national human rights institution.

703 Pakistan thanked Montenegro for its presentation and commended it for accepting
the majority of the recommendations éceived during the Universal Periodic Review
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Working Group session in January 2018 and for its ongoing efforts to strengthen the
independence of the judiciary.

704 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela welcomed the openness shown by
Montenegro during itseview process, the concrete answers given to the questions received
and its acceptance of the majority of the recommendations. It also highlighted the new legal
framework of Montenegro aimed at combating discrimination, including the criminalization
of hae speech, and encouraged Montenegro to continue strengthening its social policies,
with a particular emphasis on the most vulnerable sectors.

705 Albania thanked Montenegro for its presentation and noted with appreciation its
continued efforts to promoteand protect human rights. Albania was pleased that
Montenegro had accepted a high number of recommendations, including the two made by
Albania on minority rights and on tackling gender based violence through education. It
commended the Montenegrin Govermdor establishing national plans to counter
domestic violence and violence against women and to achieve gender equality in
accordance with international norms.

706. China commended Montenegro for its constructive engagement with the universal
periodic reriew and thanked it for accepting the recommendations of China. It welcomed

the commitment of Montenegro to the promotion and protection of human rights and hoped
that it would continue to take measures to better protect the rights of vulnerable grdups suc
as women, children and persons with disabilities.

707. Egypt welcomed the amendments made by Montenegro to its national legislation in
the area of discrimination, the adoption of a national strategy to combat human trafficking
and the revision of laws torotect children from sexual exploitation. Egypt also noted the
reform aimed at strengthening the independence of the judiciary and invited Montenegro to
pursue its positive efforts with a view to combating the exclusion of persons with
disabilities andd find a solution to the issue of stateless persons.

708 Honduras expressed its satisfaction ftire support by Montenegro of its
recommendations on protecting the rights of LGBTI persons and fighting against human
trafficking. It hoped that Montenegro omld reconsider its position regarding the
ratification of both the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All
Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families and the Marrakesh Treaty to Facilitate
Access to Published Works for PersonfidMAre Blind, Visually Impaired, or Otherwise
Print Disabled.

709 The Islamic Republic of Iran commended the active participation of Montenegro in
the universal periodic review mechanism and its progress in implementing the
recommendations received in pi@us cycles. It urged Montenegro to boost its efforts to,
inter alia, ensure the independence of the Judicial Council and develop a disciplinary
framework for judges and prosecutors; seriously consider the situation of overcrowding in
detention centres; immize the negative stereotypes and prejudices against persons
belonging to the Roma minority; and enhance supervisory mechanisms to monitor police
behaviour.

General comments made by other stakeholders

710 During the adoption of the outcome of theview of Montenegro, two other
stakeholders made statements.

711 Amnesty International welcomed the acceptance by Montenegro of
recommendations on strengthening measures to bring perpetrators of war crimes to justice,
including providing theOffice of the State Prosecutor for war crimes with additional
resources and training. However, Amnesty International was concerned about the persistent
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impunity of those responsible for war crimes and the slow pace of domestic prosecution of
such crimes. It also notetthat the few judicial decisions reached so far demonstrated
inconsistencies and an erroneous application of international humanitarian law and
jurisprudence. In addition, It stated that over2ZBcases of attacks against journalists and
media outlets hadcdeen documented annually since last universal periodic reefew
Montenegrgincluding assaults, intimidation, threats and damage to property and noted that
journalists who were critical of the government, as well as human rights defenders and non
governnental organizations, continued to be subjected to smear campaigns. It therefore
welcomed the acceptance by Montenegro of recommendations to take effective action to
safeguard freedom of expression and step up efforts to investigate all reported threats and
attacks against journalists.

712 The United Towns Agency for NorBouth Cooperation noted that corruption was a
widespread practice in Montenegro despite the efforts made in establishing effective legal
and policy frameworks to combat it. It stated ttipaublic procurement contracts in the
sectors of construction, trade, agriculture and information technology were frequently
considered as rigged and noted that the weakness of the mechanisms to combat corruption
hampered efforts to improve transparencg atrengthen the control of public procurement
processes. It called on the international community, civil society and the private sector to
implement special procedures of due diligence to counter the threat of corruption in the
procurement process and redouble efforts to establish a constructive, fair and impartial
governance.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

713 The VicePresident stated that, based on the information provided, out of 169
recommendations received, 159 enjoy the supgfdvtontenegraand 10 are noted.

714. The delegation of Montenegro recognised the importance of the universal periodic
review process, which allowed each country to present national achievements and
challenges in the field of human rights in a constructwel transparent manner. It
concluded by emphasizing that Montenegro was the country that had progressed the most in
the integration process with the European Union in the region and that it would continue to
be a responsible partner in further promoting turopean Union and United Nations
values in Western Balkans.

The United Arab Emirates

715 The review of the United Arab Emirates was held on 22 January 2018 in conformity
with all the relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Councilitiessl and
decisions, and was based on the following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by the United Arab Emirates in accordance
with the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15A&JRC/WG.6/29/ARE/);

(b)  The compilation prepared blYHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/ARE/2;

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/ARE/3.

716 At its 25th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the awtcome of the review of the United Arab Emirates (see section C below).

717. The outcome of the review of the United Arab Emirates comprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/14), the views of the United
Arab Emiraes concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary
commitments and replies presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to
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guestions or issues that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in
the Working Group (see also A/HRC/38/14/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

718 The head of the delegatiod.E. Ahmad Abdulrahman Alarman, Assistant
Minister for Human Rights and International Law at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and
international cooperation, expressed his gratitude for the constructive comments made by
the delegations of States during the review session. He stated that, on maignecbtés
country has stressed the importance of the universal periodic review mechanism for human
rights, which allows Member States to exchange experiences and best practices in the field
of human rights.

719 He underlined that the United Arab Emiratesontinuously working to strengthen

its human rights record and contribute positively to the international practices in this regard.
This national concern stems from the values and cultural heritage of the country, which
promotes justice, tolerance, amdjuality. Respect for human rights and fundamental
freedoms is an essential element of the courdtpesciples, and the United Arab Emirates

is proud of the progress made in this regard.

720. He stressed that the Standing Committee to follow up theedsal/ Periodic Review

on Human Rights studied the recommendations carefully, taking into account the national
legislation and international conventions to which the country is party. He also informed
that a large number of these recommendations have wltezeh implemented on the
ground. As for the other recommendations, his country will implement them within four
and a half years.

721 Many of the noted recommendations require further study and a need to prepare the
national legal and legislative enviroent before adopting them and make sure that they are
compatible with the international standards and conventions and in line with the provisions
of the Islamic Sharia and national legislation.

722 Most of the accepted recommendations are related to a namte of thematic
issues, fundamental rights and freedoms as well as the development of legislation. These
recommendations include the establishment of the Independent National Human Rights
Commission in accordance with the Paris Principles. A draft lawhe establishment of

the Commission is currently under consideration, in line with the Paris Principles.
Regarding cooperation with Treaty Bodies and other United Nations human rights
mechanisms, the country has invited both the Special Rapporteur aghtseof persons

with disabilities and the Special Rapporteur on the right to education to visit the United
Arab Emirates. The State will subsequently coordinate with the two rapporteurs on the
dates of visits and programmes of action. The country Isassabmitted the first periodic
report to the Committee against Torture.

723 Concerning the thematic recommendations, the country has continued its vigorous
efforts to combat human trafficking crimes. In this context, the National Committee against
Trafficking in Persons has launched its report in 2017, which included a rich article on the
efforts exerted by the State to combat this serious crime, including awareness campaigns,
strengthening the role of law enforcement agencies in preventing and invegtitie

crime and signing a number of bilateral agreements with countries.

724.  Several recommendations have also been made in the area of labour rights. In this
context, the country continues its efforts to promote the rights of the contracting workers in
the country. The promulgation of the Federal Law No. 10 of 2017 guarantees workers full
rights and provides them with decent working and living conditions.
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725 The State also launched the annual report of the Labour Rights22A87in May

2018 in conjuntion with the celebration of the International Day of Workers. The report
included the package of policies and programmes adopted by the State in the framework of
the promotion of labour rights and the best practices in this regard. The report is rich in
figures and statistics that support the efforts of the State to protect woigbts.

726. The United Arab Emirates has taken steady steps towards enhancing Gomen
empowerment and gender equality. Women in the United Arab Emirates have the highest
political, executive and legislative positions and are in the top leadership positions related
to strategy and decision making in the armed forces, police, judiciary and the diplomatic
corps. Women have also made strides in the economy, finance and busiterss a®d

have become a key partner in leading sustainable development.

727. Concerning the implementation of the national policy to empower people with
disabilities, which aims at building a society free of barriers and obstacles, the country has
adopteda strategy with six axes, including health, education, vocational rehabilitation,
employment, social protection, family empowerment, public life, culture, sport and access.
The United Arab Emirates has continued its efforts to develop the capabilitiessohp

with disability to facilitate their integration into the society and to involve them in the
process of building and developing the country and guaranteeing their future to live a
decent life with full rights. The State has also launched a packageogfammes and
initiatives that serve persons with disabilities, including early intervention quality criteria
and one centre to provide technical assistance and advanced means and technologies to
enable them to connect with the world of technology amdngonications.

728 In March 2018, Abu Dhabi hosted the regional Games of the Special Olympics in its
ninth edition with 1200 players from 32 countries and will host again in March 2019 the
International Games for the Special Olympics. These efforts ateopthe vision of the
United Arab Emirates 2021, which supports the integration of the people with disability in
the society.

729. The permanent commission will follow up on the universal periodic review report in
cooperation with all governmental bodimsd relevant civil society organizations to ensure
the implementation of recommendations accepted by the State. The Committee will begin
to prepare a national plan for the implementation of these recommendations and other
recommendations of the treaty sl The Standing Committee will provide a central
database containing the measures taken on the accepted recommendations.

730. The country looks forward to informing the Council of the progress made within the
framework of the next periodic review of thénited Arab Emirates and reaffirms the
importance of the universal periodic review and its keenness to strengthen cooperation with
the United Nations human rights mechanisms.

2. Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council o
the review outcome

731 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the United Arab Emirates, 13
delegations made statemefts.

43 The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time cors&aints
posted, if available, on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, at
https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/38thSagsigidEfault.aspx
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732 Irag commended the Government for accepting a large number of the
recommendations, including recommendations mage the delegation of Irag on

improving legislation and practices in the media sector to promote the right to freedom of
expression and to continue efforts to empower women in social, economic and cultural life.

733 Kuwait commended the measures adopted the United Arab Emirates to
implement universal periodic review recommendations and improve human rights in
various sectors, which have resulted in concrete progress in many human rights fields.

734. Lebanon commended the United Arab Emirates for itsnptan and protection of
human rights especially in enhancing the role of women, countering trafficking and
cooperating with mechanisms related to the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner. Lebanon made a recommendation on enhancing freedonresfsexp in

line with international standards as well as combatting human rights trafficking.

735 Lesotho commended the progress that had been achieved in the promotion of
womerts rights leading to several women occupying numerous strategic positions.
applauded the initiatives advanced to protect wotkgghts including migrant workers. It

also recognized measures aimed at combatting trafficking including through, the
amendment of the Federal Atfuman Trafficking Act. It appreciated the efforts radaly

the United Arab Emirates in instilling values of tolerance, peace and coexistence in the
country, thus making history by adopting the first tolerance chiarteeworld.

736. Libya commended the adoption of a law to fight all types of discrimination
including on grounds of religion, race and ethnicit)commended the adoption of the law

in 2017 that gives protection to domestic workers and improves the human rights situation
in the country.

737. Pakistan commended the Government of the United Eralvates for accepting the
majority of the recommendations, made during the Universal Periodic Review Working
Group session in January 2018. It also welcomed steps taken by the Government in relation
to the empowerment of women, in particular regardirgjrtinclusion on the governing
boards of all government bodies, institutions and companies.

738 The Philippines commended efforts that provide protection and assistance to victims
of trafficking and its continued implementation of labour and migratioities| responsive

to the needs of foreign workers. It supported the United Arab Emirates in its commitment to
continue working on the promotion and protection of the human rights of its people, in
particular, on women and children.

739 Qatar expressed comm that the United Arab Emirates did not accept most
recommendations made by Qatar, and encouraged the Government to take into account
those recommendations, especially related to inhuman and degrading treatment of those
detained for political issues. ¢alled on the Government to end the practice of random and
arbitrary detentions and enforced disappearances. It expressed concern about the refusal of
the United Arab Emirates to implement two recommendations regarding ending arbitrary
detention and solitg confinement.

740 The Russian Federation welcomed the activities of the Government to support and
strengthen national human rights institutions and mechanisms and noted its efforts to
reduce the gender gap and guarantee gender equality.

741 Singaporewvelcomed the positive response of the United Arab Emirates towards the
recommendations received during the third cycle of its universal periodic review, including
two recommendations from Singapore, to provide better services to persons with
disabilities,as well as ensure the effective implementation of Wadéemaav and the
National Strategy for Motherhood and Childhood.
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742 Sri Lanka took note of the progressive efforts of the Government to promote gender
equality and empowerment of women, in particule establishment of the United Arab
Emirates Gender Balance Council in 2015; the National Strategy for the Empowerment and
Advancement of Emirati Women (20:2921); and the launching of the Innovation in
Labour Market Governance Programme in May 2016wdicomed efforts to combat
human trafficking, especially through partnerships with the private sector. It encouraged the
United Arab Emirates to continue to improve measures to protect the rights of foreign
migrant workers, and to combat human traffickimgluding victim assistance.

743 The Sudan welcomed the creation of an independent national human rights
institution ancdthe creation of an information centre for workers in their countries of origin.

It commended efforts taken to combat traffickingogrsons, and commended the adoption

of the law to end traffic in persons in 2015, as well as progress made to improve&omen
rights.

744. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuetammended the implementation ational
Strategy for the Empowermeand Advancement of Emirati Women 202621, and the
creation of the Gender Balance Council.

General comments made by other stakeholders

745 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the United Arab Emirates, 10
other stakeholders made stagnts?*

746, Victorious Youths Movement commendettie United Arab Emirates for its
commitment to cooperate with the United Nations mechanisms for the promotion of human
rights and to implement the commitments made during previous universal periodic review
cycles. It encouraged the United Arab Emirates to continue its efforts, in particular to
combat trafficking in human beings; to promote gender parity in the public and private
sectors; to implement the Vision 2021 Natiofabgrammeto strengthen the rigs of
women and those of foreign and domestic workers; to outlaw all forms of discrimination
based on religion, race or ethnic origin, as well as incitement to religious hatred.

747. Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de laeCatamn
Economique InternationaleOCAPROCE Internationale welcomed the measures taken by
the country, including the decision adopted by the Council of Ministers in 2014 to impose
the participation of women at all levels of the council of administrapablic institutions

and enterprises, the adoption of a fixear national strategy for the empowerment of
women and steps taken to combat human trafficking. However, it expressed concern about
the juvenile justice system.

748 Africa Culture Internationa welcomed the remarkable progress in protecting
human rights, including the freedom of expression of assembly and taking appropriate
measures to improve the situation of women. It noted that the Department for Combating
Trafficking in Human Beings monite the labour market and monitors the reports of
inspection visits and workelated complaints, looking for possible indications of cases of
forcedlabouror trafficking.

749 Amnesty International noted that torture and othetrdatment remain common i
the United Arab Emirates, including through denialheédical care to detainees. It called

a4

The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to time coms#aints
posted, if available, on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, at
https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessii®@38ion/Pages/default.aspx
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on the Government to prohibit and prevent all forms of torture and othezatiment, and
ensure that all allegations of torture or otheitrilatment are proptly and thoroughly
investigated, and those responsible held to account. The practieeret detention must

also be prohibitedt stated that the United Arab Emiratesist urgently ensure that no one

is arbitrarily arrested or detained, that indivathi are held only on the basis of
internationally recognizable offences and brought promptly before an independent court,
and must have immediate access to their lawyerfamily, and to adequate medical care
when required. It is concerned that the Uthirab Emirates resumed executions in 2017,
the first executions sinc2015 and called on the United Arab Emirates to immediately
establish an official moratorium on executions, pending full abolition of the death penalty.

750 Villages Unis (United Villges) welcomed the measures taken by the United Arab
Emirates to establismumerous units and committees concerning the protection and
promotion of human rights, including the Juvenile Welfare DepartmenMihistry of the
Interior Centre for the Rehdibation and Employment of Persons with Disabilities, the
Office to Promote a Culture of Respect for thaw, the Federal Social Assistance
Department, and the Ministry of the Interior Federal Centre for Child Protection.

751 CIVICUS - World Alliance r Citizen Participationstressed that, since its last
review, the United Arab Emirates has not implemented any of the 17 recommendations
relating to civic space and regretted that no recommendations pertaining to the full
protection of the rights to feelom of expression, association and assembly were accepted
by the Governmentlt expressed concern that the United Arab Emirates continues to use
antitt err or | aws to punish humamagroupdaf politsal def ender s.
activists, human rigts defenders, lawyers, academics, teachers and stullearg still

serving heavy sentences handed down in 2013, on spurious charges of attempting to
overthrow thegovernment.

752 Human Rights Watch noted that the treatment by the United Arab Emirhtes o
Ahmed Mansoor is a stark reminder that the United Arab Emirates remains more
committed to repression than reform. Just a month ago, Ahmed Mansoor, an award winning
Emirati rights defender, was sentenced to 10 years in prison for chagigésd to his
activism. Others in the United Arab Emirates who speak out about human rights abuses
remain at serious risk of arbitrary detention, imprisonment, and torture, and many are
serving long prison terms or have felt compelled to leave the country.

753 Conseil hternational pour le soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droits de
IBHomme is deeply concerned by the numerous cases of human viglatisons which
continue to be carried out by the United Arab Emirates both nationally and internationally.
The Saudied coalition war in Yemen has officially entered its fourth year and so far has
been met by a deafening silence of the international community. In this environment of
total impunity, the United Arab Emirates, as the main ally to this coalition, continues
carrying out a devastating dlombardment campaign in Yemen, amounting to war crimes.
Indiscriminate airstrike attacks against civilian infrastructure, including medical facilities
and schools are a clear violation of the laws and customs of war.

754, InternationalLawyers.Org welcomed the efforts made by the country to balance
security concerns with its international human rights obligations. It called on the United
Arab Emirates to establish a moratorium on the death penalty as a step towards the
compkte abolition of this practice and to take concrete measures to protect the rights to
freedom of expression and to develop specific operational policies to protect children from
the risk of sexual harassment and abuse.

755 Association Dunenyo welcomedfafts seeking to boost the legal arsenal relating to
children, women, persons with disabilities and migrant workers.
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Concluding remarks of the State under review

756. The VicePresident stated that based on the information provided out of 232
recommend@ons received, 132 enjoyed the support of the United Arab Emirates and 100
are noted.

757. H.E. Ahmad Abdulrahman Alarman reaffirmed the importance that the country
attached to the universal periodic review and reiterated its attachment to the pratéctio
fundamental rights and freedoms, particularly the human rights treaties at the United
Nations. He denounced the false allegation regarding the role of the United Arab Emirates
in Yemen and stressed that the country is rolling out a campaign to egedlieaHouthi to
accept the peace plan promoted by the Secr&eaneral.

Israel

758 The review of Israel was held on 23 January 2018 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisiongasnd
based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Israel in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/ISR/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/ISR/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/29/ISR/3).

759 At its 26th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Israel (see seCtioelow).

760. The outcome of the review of Israel comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/15), the views of Israel concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and repéiested

before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working G(se@ also
A/HRC/38/15/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the aemmendations and/or
conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and the outcome

761 The President of the Human Rights Council statedltihiaelhad informed him that

it would not be present for the adoption of its universal periodic review outcome in the
Human Rights Council. He noted, however, that Israel had presented its position on
recommendations in the Addendum to the Working Group Report. In accordance with
precedents, the Human Rights Council would therefore proceed with the consideration and
adogpion of the universal periodic review outcome of Israel.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

762 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Israel, eight delegations made
statements

763 The Islamic Republic of Iran stated that, as indicated by the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights in various reports, the transfer of population by an
occupying power into a territory it occupies is considered a war crime. It na@tbtabed

on the Institution Building text, the universal periodic review outcome should be
implemented through the engagement of the concerned party. However, today, the Human
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Rights Council had witnessed the repetition of a persistent lack of coopevatioiits
mechanisms. It indicated that the continuation of this trend would culminate in the
weakening of the reliability, credibility and integrity of the whald@versal periodic review
process.

764. Libya stated that Israel, the occupying power in §tale and other occupied Arab
territories, was violating the principles of international conventions. It indicated that Israel
should seriously review the outcome of the previous session of the universal periodic
review and its report, which related viatats of human rights and of international
humanitarian law against the Palestinian people. Libya reiterated its call to the Human
Rights Council to put an end to the violations of human rights in Palestine and other
occupied Arab territories

765 Madagasar stated that, given the high number of recommendations accepted by
Israel, it invited the Human Rights Council to adopt its Working Group reftostished
Israel success in the implementation of accepted recommendations.

766. Singapore commended Israfelr its constructive participation with theniversal
periodic review process. It welcomed positive responsd Israel towards the
recommendations it had made on the rights of persons with disabilities and on minority
women. It supported the adoption dletWorking Group report on Israel by the Human
Rights Council. Singapore wished Israel success in implementing its accepted
recommendations and in promoting and protecting the human rights of its people while
surmounting its complex security, social andraamic challenges.

767. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela regretted the absence of Israel from the
adoption of its report, demonstrating its complete disregard forutlreersal periodic
review mechanism and its reiterated roompliance with United N#&ns resolutions. It

also regretted that the country had not accepted many recommendations issued in strict
compliance with international law. It urged Israel to accept these recommendations without
delay, including those regardingeaognizing the righto selfdetermination of Palestine;
putting an end to the illegal occupation; stopping illegal settlements; respecting the right of
Palestinians to have access to their natural resources; ending the illegal detention of
Palestinians; putting an end to tbetrajudicial executions of Palestinians; amwanplying

with its international obligations.

768 Botswana welcomed the support given by Israel to the recommendations it had made
to make a commitment to cooperate with human rights mechanisms throughntireggoé

access to mandate holders and human rights defenders; and to undertake judicial reforms to
ensure equal protection and treatment before the law, and that children are not exposed to
arbitrary arrest and detention. It supported the adoption ofithesrsal periodic review
outcome of Israel and wished Israel success in implementing accepted recommendations.

769 Honduras expressed satisfaction with the support given by Israel to the
recommendation to withdraw its reservations to articles 16 ab) Gf the Convention on

the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. Nonetheless it hoped that
Israel would reconsider its position regardirgcommendations relative to: ratifying the
International Convention on the Protection of the Rigbf All Migrant Workers and
Members of Their Families, tHaternational Convention for the Protection of All Persons
from Enforced Disappearanesd he Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, as
well asthe seven optional protocols to the eentions to which it is a party; issuing a
standing invitation to the special procedures; establishing a national human rights
institution in compliance with the Paris Principles; and incorporating explicitly the principle
of equality and noiscriminatian into its Basic Law.

770 Egypt expressed concern with racist practices at various levels, including social,
judicial and institutional, affecting especially nrdawish persons, particularly people of
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African descent and Arab Israelis. It stressed theoitapice that the authorities adopt strict
measures to ensure equal rights to all citizens in a manner that is consistent with the
principles of citizenship and international human rights and humanitarian law; putting an
end to settlements in the Occupiedld3tinian Territory, including East Jerusalem, and
dismantling existing settlements and putting an end to all violations of Islamic and
Christian holy sites, which are under the de facto control of the Israeli Government.

General comments made by otér stakeholders

771 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Israel, 10 other stakeholders
made statements.

772 United Nations Watch welcomed examinatmfisraelunder the universal periodic
review as it examines every country equally, athis the opposite of what would occur
under Item 7 of thagendaof the Human Rights Council. While welcoming improvements,

it encouraged further progress to eliminate all forms of discrimination against Israelis of
Ethiopian descent with the implementetti of agreed upon measures and policies. It
welcomed advances in the employment in the civil service of minorities but advocated
increasing their numbers at senior and decision making levels, as well as further
improvements in other areas such as educati@hinfrastructure. It encouraged Israel to
reduce gaps between the Arab population and Israeli society, especially for Arab women.

773 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies and Al Mezan Centre for Human Rights
noted that, despite having accepted@mmendation to ensure that constraints to freedom

of movement do not restrict peofdebasic rights, a man had died while waiting for
permission to go to a hospital in the West Bank. They stated that the acceptance of a
recommendation on excessive use fofce should include full cooperation with the
Commission of Inquiry established to investigate the recent use of deadly force against
Palestinians participating in protests. They indicated that the absence of Israel at the
adoption of itsuniversal perioit review outcome and refusal to commit to a number of
recommendations demonstrated a lack of political to will to abide by its obligations under
international.

774, The World Jewish Congress commended Israel for accepting in whole or in part 93
of the reommendations it had received. It stated that Israel shared in the commitment to
combat hatred and arfliemitism and encouraged it to continue its efforts to combat these
scourges and protect the rights of all minorities. It indicated that the diversisyaefli

society also expressed itself in its flourishing LGBT community and commended Israel for
adopting recommendations related to safeguarding LGBT rights and gender based equality.
It praisedthe commitmentof Israelto enabling access to holy placesrmembers of all
religions and encouraged it to continue building upon this commitment ensuring that the
rights of all religions are protected equally.

775 Womerts International League for Peace and Freedom and Wesnt@entre for
Legal Aid and Counsellim stated that, in light of the impact of the Israeli occupation on
Palestinian women, it was concerning that Israel had only notedommendation on the
adoption of a strategy on the protection of wofseights in Gaza. They noted a number of
concerns ad recommendations made by the Committee on the Elimination of
Discrimination against Women in light of the gendered impacts of the Israeli occupation on

45
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Palestinian women. They stated that Israel, as the occupying Power, must implement the
recommendationby the Committee and other human rights bodies relating to Occupied
Palestinian Territory and to comply fully with its international obligations.

776. The International Fellowship of Reconciliation was deeply disturbed that yet again
in the third cycle, drael had received no recommendations on conscientious objection to
military service, which was a grave human rights violation of Jewish citizens of Israel,
particularly those who opposed the militarist polictdsthe Government It stressed that
Israel egularly imprisoned conscientious objectors for their refusal of military service and
that there was no right to apply for alternative service on the ground of conscientious
objection. The Israeli Defence Force had the discretion to grant exemptions smioasn
grounds without any civilian oversight. It also indicated that the treatment of conscientious
objectors amounted to coercion to change their religion or belief, and that refusal of
military service led to a lifdong stigma.

777. Al-Haqi Law in the Service of Man and BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian
Residency and Refugee Rights condemned refuskdraelto attend to the adoption of its
universal periodic reviewutcome and noted the systematic refusal to engage with United
Nations human rigis mechanisms. They were troubled by the fact that Israel did not
support the recommendation to invite the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human
rights defenders as soon as possible. They indicated that, out of 240 recommendations
received, nearlywo-thirds had been noted, most of which relating to the human rights of
Palestinians and the situation in the occupied Palestinian territory. They deplordtethat
engagementf Israelwith theuniversal periodic reviewvas, once again, disingenuous.

778 Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture stated that Israel had
disregarded the majority of the recommendations of United Nations resolutions and issued
numerous racist laws against Palestinians. It stated that a number of these included the
forced feeding of prisoners on hunger strike, the destruction of Palestinian homes in breach
of the recommendations made by the Committee against Torture; the siege of Gaza, lasting
over 12 years, the killing by the army of Palestinians, and the bill to lprdiaking
photographs of soldiers when they are attacking Palestinians. It called on the Human Rights
Council to demand accountability from Israel for its obstruction and lack of cooperation in
implementing resolutions of the United Nations and the HuRights Council.

779, CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen Participation referred to the continuing
human rights violations against Palestinians. It noted that in its report tonthersal
periodic review it had recommended that the authorities stdpguexcessive and lethal
force during protests. It highlighted recent events in the Gaza Strip and the high number of
killings and injuries of Palestinians by Israeli forcésalso referred to the detention of
Palestinian human rights defenders and iga humbers of political prisoners. It expressed
concern over legislation enacted in 2017, enabling authorities to block web content and
arrest individuals for social media posts. It urged the Council to call on Israel to respect its
international obligatins by ending the occupation and recognising Palestinian self
determination.

780 The Association of World Citizens stated that Israel, the occupying power, had a
policy of racial discrimination. With regard to a recommendation, it wondered how to
interpret the partial commitmensdf the country when Palestinian citizens were being
expelled from their homes to induce them to leave their country. It added that Israel
continued to impose a strict blockade on Gaza, a zone considered as one of the most
denselypopulated regions in the world, which had resulted in the-teng siege of two

million Palestinians. It also stated that Israel had not supported the majority of the
recommendations relating to fundamental rights and freedoms and had only noted these.
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78l. Human Rights Watch indicated that since, its last review Israel had further cemented
the institutionalized discrimination against Palestinians, which applied to virtually every
aspect of life. It highlighted the systematic violations during the ocaupéii Israel of the

West Bank and Gaza and inside its border, such as unlawful killings of Palestinian
civilians, including children, illegal settlements in West Bank and East Jerusalem in
contravention of the Fourth Geneva Convention, forced displacemgsttjctions on
movement and abusive detention. It deplored the refusal of Israel to participate in the
adoption of itsuniversal periodic revieweport, which was the latest example of a history

of noncooperation and illustrated its unwillingness to emb international scrutiny of its
human rights record.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

782 The President stated that, based on the information provided, Israel fully supported
70 recommendation out of 240 recommendations received, anektlere noted.

783 Having all statements been delivered, the President proposed that the Human Rights
Council adopt the decision relating to the universal periodic review outcome document of
Israel.

Liechtenstein

784. The review of Liechtenstein wasltieon 24 January 2018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Liechtenstein in accordance withntex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/LIE/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/LIE/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29LIE/3).

785 At its 26th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Liechtenstein (see section C below).

786. The outcome of the review of Liechtenstein comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/38/16), the views of Liechtenstein
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and
replies presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues
that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Group
(see also A/HRC/38/16/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

787. The head of delegation recalled what the Foreign Minister Aurelia Frick emphasised
in Liechtenstein presentation during the Universal Periodic Review Working Group report
in January 2018, that Liechtenstein highly valued the dialogue with international human
rights bodies. For Liechtenstein, taking the recommendations issued by States and
international committees seriously was the result of prioritising human rights protection
both in international organizations and internally. It is therefore a pleasure fdo thienin

the Human Rights Council in order to present to it the response of the Government of
Liechtenstein to the recommendations that it has received in January 2018.

788 59 States participated in the discussion on the universal periodic review oéport
Liechtenstein, providing 126 recommendations concerning a variety of areas. In a
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comprehensive process, the administration of Liechtenstein has carefully considered them
in terms of political feasibility and desirability, and proposed how to reactetn.tihs a

result of this process, the Government decided on 22 May 2018 to accept 84

recommendations, meaning that Liechtenstein is planning to implement two thirds of the

recommendations received in January 2018 in the course of the upcoming years.dThe hea
of delegation highlighted some important areas as well as the reasons deciiens of

the Governmenas follows.

789 As far as the ratification of international human rights instruments is concerned,
Liechtenstein has not changed its position sitiee last universal periodic review cycle
regarding ratification of the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All
Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families as recommended by several countries.
The same applies to accession to thiernational Labour Organization, which would
represent a precondition for the ratification of specific Conventions within the framework
of the ILO.

790. The Government indicated its intention to ratify the International Convention for the
Protection of Al Persons from Enforced Disappearance, which Liechtenstein signed in
2007. The revision of the Criminal Code that is currently in the deeisiking process is
expected to include provisions concerning this crime, thereby paving the way for
ratification.

791 Regarding the most frequently mentioned convention in the recommendations, i.e.
the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, the Government decided to
accept the recommendations suggesting a detailed consideration of its ratificdtiien, w
rejecting recommendations explicitly requiring its ratification. This differentiated approach
is to be explained with the plan$the Governmento start an opeended process together

with civil society in order to conduct an-depth analysis of thexpected benefits of the
ratification. As Liechtenstein naturally shares the aim of the Convention to promote, protect
and ensure full human rights protection of persons with disabilities, the Government intends
to tackle this process favourably but vath anticipating its result.

792 The head of delegation noted that several States that participated in the debate
recommended that Liechtenstein should develop new action plans or strategies to combat
domestic violence or racism, or to promote gender lgguAlthough the Government fully
supported the general aims of these proposals, it has rejected the relevant recommendations
in view of the limited resources of the national administration. Developing strategies
represents a major challenge for smalmadstrations. The Equal Opportunities Unit,
which is in charge of elaborating such strategies, has recently started its work on a
comprehensive integration strategy for migrants, as the Government identified the
integration of foreigners as a priority féhe upcoming years. In view of the limited
resources referred to, this leaves no room for developing further strategies at this point.

793 He emphasised that a multitude of recommendations related to the equality of
women and men in different areas otisty, particularly in politics and the economy are
pushing open doors, as the government is aware of the need for action to advance gender
equality. The Government is fully committed to conduct an active policy on gender
equality. This commitment is refteed in the national implementation strategy for the
Sustainable Development Goals, which prioritises the promotion of gender equality (SDG
5). Measures have been implemented or are planned in order to promote the participation of
women in decisiommaking, including a media campaign in the rup to the municipal
elections in 2019. Furthermore, governmental working groups are currently focussing on
the future of family policy and financing child care. Additional measures in these areas are
expected to havea positive impact on female participation both in politics and the
economy. The priority for prevention of violence against women and domestic violence, on
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the other hand, is underlined by the plasfsthe Governmentto ratify the Istanbul
Convention befar the end of this year, as was also recommended by some countries.

794. The head of delegation clarified that the Government has decided not to accept some
recommendations concerning gender equality as they explicitly or implicitly call for a
system of geder quotas in political or economic decisioraking bodies. The Government

has no plans to implement a system of gender quotas as this idea does not enjoy the
necessary support either in parliament or the population.

795 The head of delegation informed d¢fie action taken by the Government of
Liechtenstein through issuing two mandates concerning the concrete -tqilaf two
recommendations. First, it mandated the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Justice and Culture to
organise a training event for memberstioé National Police, prosecutors, lawyers and
judges. This training aims at informing about and discussing the consequences of revised
article 283 of the Criminal Code concerning the prohibition of discrimination. Second, the
Government mandated the Offider Foreign Affairs to prepare a proposal on how a
permanent and efficient implementation procedure for coordinating and following up
recommendations of international human rights bodies could be established. By considering
the creation of such a permahemechanism, the Government demonstrates its commitment
to further improving the followup to recommendations concerning the further
improvement of human rights in Liechtenstein.

796. Bearing in mind the development since the previous universal periodsvef
Liechtenstein in 2013, it is clear that recommendations by the Human Rights Council have
already had a considerable impact on internal policy and human rights protection. To give a
prominent example, Liechtenstein established a National Human sRigistitution
according to the Paris Principles since the last universal periodic review in 2013. As an
important part of civil society engagement, the dialogue between the State and human
rights nongovernmental organizations has been strengthened cousiyy resulting in a
consideration of civil society positions in the most recent universal periodic review report.

797. The head of delegation reaffirmed the commitment of Liechtenstein to the Human
Rights Council and the universal periodic review. Lietistein wholeheartedly supports
the aimof the Council to promoteuniversal respect for human rights and fundamental
freedoms globally. The universal periodic review is an important part of this task, and it
looked forward to continuing its dialogue withet Council.

Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

798 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Liechtenstein, two delegations
made statements.

799 Afghanistan commended Liechteeist for its response to the recommendations
received in the last Universal Periodic Review Working Group. It was encouraged by the
fact that most of the recommendations made by States have been accepted by the country.
Afghanistan once again urged Lichtaxie to ratify the International Convention on the
Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families and to
ensure the implementation of the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugees.

800 Honduras welcomed Liechtenstefor its last universal periodic review and for
accepting Honduras recommendations related to ratifying the International Convention for
the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance and reviewing the procedures
of asylum, taking into accoust gender perspective in order to adopt specific measures to
guarantee an effective answer to the specific protection needs of women and girls, who
could be victims of trafficking. It encouraged Liechtenstein to reconsider its position about
ratifying the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
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Workers and Members of Their Families, ratifying the Convention on the Rights of Persons
with Disabilities and adopting legislative and political measures to establish a legal and
institutional framework combating all forms of discrimination.

General comments made by other stakeholders

801 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Liechtenstein, one other
stakeholder made statement.

802 Villages Unis (United Villages) alcomed Lichtenstein for adopting the law on
Association for human rights, which forms the legal base for National Human Rights
Institutions, which came into force on 1 January 2017, and for the adoption by the
Parliament of the financial contribution tbet institution over the coming three years,
amounting 360,000 US dollar per year. It also welcomed that the national human rights
institution is being developed independently by civil society, without the government
involvement. It stated that civil socjeadopted the statues of the associations and elected
the board of the association for the 2020 term, composed of seven competent and
well-known persons from Lichtenstein and abroad. The secretariat has been operational
since July 2017. It commendedchtenstein for being convinced that the new institution

will generate added value and thus will strengthen the high standard of human rights and
fundamental freedoms in Liechtenstein. It noted that the creation of the national human
rights institution issurely a part of reform process and its goal is to bundle the competences
and resources in the areas of integration and equal opportunity, which previously has been
spread among numerous bodies, and to consolidate independent advisory and support tasks
within the new human rights institutions. It felicitated the Government of Lichtenstein for
adopting the law on Association for human rights which will surely help in protection and
promotion of human rights in Lichtenstein.

Concluding remarks of the Stateunder review

803 The President stated that, based on the information provided, out of 126
recommendations received, 84 enjoy the support of Liechtenstein and 42 are noted.

804 The head of delegation concluded by thanking all countries andjm@rnmerdl
organizations who have participated in the discussion and demonstrated their interest for
the human rights policy of Liechtenstein. He pledged to take the questions and suggestions
back to the capital where they shall be carefully considered. On tasion, he reaffirmed

the full commitment of Liechtenstein to the Human Rights Council and the universal
periodic review as a crucial tool for furthering the implementation of human rights globally.
He emphasized that, in Liechtenstein, it has proven @ pewerful tool which stimulates
debate on human rights issues and the recommendations of past reviews have been
integrated into existing political processes or have provided impetus for new processes.

Serbia

805 The review of Serbia was held on 24 Jayua018 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Human Rights Council resolutions and decisions,
and was based on the following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by Serbia in accordance with the annex to
Council restution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/29/SRB/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/SRB/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/29/SRB/3).
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806. At its 26th meeting, on 29 June 2018, the Human Rights Council considered and
adopted the outcome of the review of Serbia (see section C below).

807. The outcome of the review of Serbia comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (ARC/38/17), the views of Serbia concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, and its voluntary commitments and replies presented
before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were not
sufficiently addressed during thateractive dialogue in the Working Group (see also
A/HRC/38/17/Add.1).

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions, its voluntary commitments and the outcome

808 The head of the delegation of Serbia stated mlnaterous participants produced a
significant number of assessments and recommendations, and that its Government has
decided to support 175 out of 190 recommendations, the vast majority. Concerning the
recommendations that have not been supported, ther@ogat stated that these have not
been supported either because their implementation would have required changes to the
legal framework that it deemed inadequate, or because the Government believes that they
correspond to situations that are not rddle Government reiterated its commitment to
democracy and the rule of law by shedding light on all measures taken to implement them
on the ground.The Government stated that its dedication to human rights is further
underscored by the establishment of a spemierating departmerit the Human and
Minority Rights Office.

809 The Government observed that its cooperation with the United Nations mechanisms
is greatly beneficial to the promotion and protection of human rights in Serbia and that its
participationin the third cycle universal periodic review was a result of a broad and
comprehensive consultation process that included all relevant institutions at the national
level - ministries, the Parliament, civil society organizations and other independent human
rights organizations.

810, The delegation also stressed that the process of implementation of recommendations
coming from the United Nations has been institutionalized, and that a special body has been
established in this respeet the Council for Monitoing the Implementation of the
Recommendations of the United Nations Human Rights Mechaifiismsrder to improve

the process of reporting to the United Nations bodies. The delegation stated that this body
will be monitoring the implementation of the recoindations contained in the report of

the universal periodic review.

811 The delegation indicated that the Council for Monitoring will continue to cooperate
with all relevant institutions in the country within the process of implementation, as well as
within the process of implementing the United Nations 2030 Agenda on Sustainable
Development Goals in the spheres interconnected with human rights.

812 The delegation commended what it defined as the excellent collaboration with the
Office of the United Mtions High Commissionaire for Human Rights, the United Nations
Office in Belgrade and the mission of the Organization for Security ardp€tion in
Europe in Serbia, which was beneficial in the preparation of the third cycle universal
periodic review pocess.

813 Finally, the Government expressed its firm belief in the United Nations human
rights mechanisms and their positive impact on the Serbian society, as well as their wider
contribution to regional and global peace and stability.
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Views expressed by Member States and observers of the Human Rights Council on
the review outcome

814. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Serbia, 12 delegations made
statements.

815 Egypt commended efforts made by Serbia to improve the conditiotsirofin

rights, as well as its determination in adhering to the tools that help to promote and protect
human rights, as well as the adoption of a strategic plan to fight against war crimes, in
addition to efforts to promote tolerance and dialogue betwebkuores, and respect and
mutual understanding between persons, regardless of cultural, linguistic and religious
identities. Egypt further commended the efforts of Serbia in promoting gender equality and
advancing the status of women. Egypt encouraged Sedbieontinue its efforts in
promoting education and economic development for national minorities.

816, Honduras welcomed the acceptance by Serbia of the recommendations made by
Honduras related to reinforcing measures to eradicate all forms of sociahtitigfion,
discrimination and violence on grounds of sexual orientation, gender identity and HIV
status, adopting specific measures to prevent and combat discrimination against women and
girls with disabilities, redoubling efforts destined to promote tolee towards minorities,
reinforcing measures to prevent and combat trafficking in persons and approving a policy
addressing internal displacement in Serbia. It encouraged Serbia to reconsider its position
about ratifying theiternationalConventionon the Protection of the Rights of AMigrant
Workersand Members of Their Families.

817. Iraq welcomed the delegation of Serbia and expressed gratitude for the acceptance
by Serbia of the majority of recommendations presented in the last universal periodic

review cycle, including recommendations submitted by Iraq relating to education domestic,

violence and asylum procedures. Irag recommended the Council to adopt the report on
Serbia.

818 Libya welcomed the delegation of Serbia and thanked them for thmimitment to
promote and protect human rights and their acceptance of recommendations. Libya
appreciated the commitments of Serbia to the implementation of the recommendations as
well as its intent to ratify international instruments in fighting corruptidbya considers

this a reflection of the positive engagement of Serbia with the universal periodic review and
its determination to improve human rights in the country. Libya recommended the Council
to adopt the report on Serbia.

819 The Russian Federati noted the success achieved by the Government of Serbia in
promoting and protecting human rights, as well as its readiness to cooperate with the
universal mechanisms for international oversight in the human rights field. It noted with
satisfaction that &bia has adopted the overwhelming majority of recommendations
addressed to the country, which clearly demonstrates the fact that the country has adopted
substantive measures to ensure respect for fundamental rights and freedoms. It
recommended that the Gacil adopt the report on Serbia.

820 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela noted the efforts made by Serbia to
implement the recommendations accepted in the second cycle of the universal periodic
review. It welcomed the creation of a new legal framewtrkcombat all forms of
discrimination, especially the modifications made in the law to punish the diffusion of hate
speech and incitation of racial, religious or national hate. It stated that the Council should
recognize the efforts made by Serbia to fulfs human rights obligations, which was
reflected in its third cycle of the universal periodic review.

821 Afghanistan commended the delegation of Serbia for their acceptance of the
majority of recommendations during the last universal periodic redession. The
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delegation of Afghanistan urged Serbia to finalize the ratification of the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Theirs
Families.

822 Albania acknowledged the efforts made by Serbith weégards to democratization,
strengthening of the rule of law and the fulfilment of its international obligations in the field
of human rights. It also appreciattte continued commitmentf the Serbian Government

to prevent and combat violence agamstmen and domestic violence, in addition to the
adoption of concrete national actions plans for the enhancement of gender equality.
However, Albania regretted that Serbia has only noted the two recommendations it
presented, relating to the ratification e International Convention on the Protection of
the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families, and that on identifying
government officials suspected of partaking in war crimes.

823 Algeria noted that Serbia had ratified several irdéomal regional legal instruments

and adapted its national law in accordance with the provisions of international human rights
treaties. It welcomed the measures adopted by Serbia in 2016 as part of its National Human
Rights Plan, as well as the estahti@nt of the Followup Council for the Implementation

of the Recommendations of the United Nations Human Rights Mechanisms. Finally,
Algeria recognised that Serbia has accepted a large part of recommendations, including its
own, on strengthening the traigirprogrammes for State agents in the field of minority
rights, and granting the legal defender of citizens the financial resources necessary to fulfil
its mandate.

824, Azerbaijan noted with appreciation that Serbia had accepted almost all of the
recommendtions, including those made by them. Azerbaijan reiterated its appreciation for
the firm commitment of Serbia to cooperation with the United Nations human rights
mechanisms.

825 China commended the constructive participation of Serbia in the univergadipe
review and thanked it for having accepted recommendatibridhina China expressed

hope that the Government of Serbia will continue its efforts to promote sustainable social
and economic development so as to meet the requirements for a befer iifepeople.

China hoped that Serbia will continue to take effective measures to promote gender equality
and to better protect the rights of women. Finally, China welcomed the reaffirmation by
Serbia of its commitment to the promotion and protectiolumian rights and endorsed the
approval of the universal periodic review outcome of Serbia.

826, Cuba noted that Serbia accepted most of the recommendations made by States
during the previous universal periodic review. It stated that implementing thegStfate
Prevention and Protection in the matter of discrimination, and the Plan of Action related, as
well as continuing elaborating measures to ensure gender equality, will contribute to an
improved protection of human rights in the country.

General @mments made by other stakeholders

827. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Serbia, six other stakeholders
made statements.

828 The Human Rights House Foundation remained concerned about the shrinking space
for civil society, including cocerning allegations of intimidation, attacks and harassment of
human rights defenders and journalists who report on sensitive issues. It declared that,
although there are currently no legal barriers to freedom of association, civil society
organizationsjn particular those with a focus on human rights, are sometimes subject to
vilification and smear campaigns in the media. It recommended Serbia to provide a safe and
secure environment for journalist and human rights defenders, to conduct investigations
into all the cases of attacks, harassment, and intimidations against them and bring their
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perpetrators to justice. It further recommended Serbia to consult with civil society on the
implementation of the recommendations of its universal periodic review.

829 Amnesty International welcomed the acceptance by Serbia of recommendations to
strengthen the fight against impunity. However, it is concerned that, despite the delayed
appointment of the War Crimes Prosecutor in May 2017, there has been no notablesprogres
in issuing new indictments and there is still a significant backlog of pending cases. It
further expressed concern about the shrinking space for human rights defenders,
misogynistic and discriminatory smear campaigns against women human rights defenders
and harassmenf the journalist It welcomed the support of Serbia to more than 20
recommendations to guarantee freedom of expression of the press, to ensure protection of
journalists and human rights defenders, and to thoroughly investigate all threa@kaaks

against them.

830 The International Commission of Jurists welcomed the acceptance by Serbia of all
recommendations to strengthen the rule of law and judicial independence, including by
limiting political influence over judicial appointments.ottever, it expressed regret that
constitutional amendments currently under discussion in Serbia run counter to these
recommendations. It stressed that the judiciary and the prosecution service must exercise
their functions free from direct or indirect emtal influences, threats or interferences,
including from the legislative and executive powers. Finally, it urged Serbia to implement
the accepted recommendations by precluding involvement of the National Assembly in the
appointment and dismissal of judgesourt presidents, public prosecutors, and deputy
public prosecutors.

831 CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen Participation welcomed the agreement
signed between th@ffice of the Prosecutor, the State Secretary of the Ministry of Internal
Affairs and journalists and media associations in December 2016 on cooperation and
measures to improve the security of journalists. They expressed alarm at reported acts of
intimidation, attacks and harassment of human rights defenders and journalists who report
on sasitive issues, such as transitional justice, corruption or government accountability. It
was furthermore concerned about the vilification of and smear campaigns against human
right defenders, civil society organizations, and independent media outletsh Wwhs
undermined their work.

832 Human Rights Watch welcomed the acceptance of a number of recommendations by
Serbia relating to pressing human rights challenges in the country, including to combat
discrimination against minorities and women, and actahility for war crimes. However,

it regretted that Serbia rejected a key recommendation to refrain from prosecuting
journalists, human rights defenders and others as a way of deterring them to express
opinions. It noted that Serbia has made considerablgrgss during the reporting period in
developing an institutional framework harmonizing the protection of human rights in
national law with the requirements to join the European Union. It expressed its concerns
about smear campaigns and personal attadkén@ at journalists and human rights
defenders. It urged the Government to pursue its previous pledge to implement a national
crimes strategy and prosecute war criminals.

833 The United Towns Agency for NoHBouth Cooperation stated that the migration

issue has been used as a pretext by the Government to monopolize the attention of the

public opinion and consolidate fears of an fiinva:
on the real social challenges. Refugees and migrants have been trappedidnaBerb

individuals who tried to access the European Union through Hungary and Croatia have

been sent back violently to Serbia. According to its findings, in January 2018, as many as

800,000 migrants and refugees were reportedly living in abandoned bsildingre the

temperature was often below zero. In May 2018, they were sent to-iesterrced centres

managed by the Government.
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Concluding remarks of the State under review

834 The President stated that, based on the information provided, out of 190
recommendations received, 175 enjoy the suppd®edbia and 15 have been noted.

835 In his conclusive remarks, the head of the Serbian delegation expressed gratitude to
all the delegations for their interest and constructive engagement. The Goverasweatia

the delegations present that their comments and remarks will be seriously considered by the
competent national authorities. The representative of Serbia noted that one of the values of
the universal periodic review is that it provides an externalgmion of the human rights
situation in the country.

836. With regards to recommendations calling for ratification of the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families, the Serbian Governmieconcluded that the rights of migrants in Serbia are equal

to the rights of Serbian citizens. The Government stated that, in accordance with that, the
ratification of the Convention would be a symbolic act only; however, the delegation does
not excludehat the Convention could be ratified in the future.

837. Referring to the intervention by Albania regarding the vetting process of officials
who had allegedly been involved in war crimes, the representative stated that the
International Criminal Tribunafor the former Yugoslavia had been established for that
purpose. The delegation stated th&d that end Serbia had concluded its cooperation with

the Tribunal and that prosecutions have already been conducted and implemented for
numerous cases. Hendke delegation concluded that any further vetting process would be
needless.

General debate on agenda item 6

838 At its 27th meeting, on29 June 208, the Human Rights Council held a general
debate on agenda item 6, during which the following maatersients:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBalgariat®
(on behalf of the European Union), China, Cuba, Georgia, Pakistan (on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Paraglidglso on behalf of Angola, Australithe
Bahamas, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Fiji,
Georgia, Haiti, Italy, Mexico, Morocco, the Netherlands, Norway, Portugal, the Republic of
Korea, Seychelles, Slovenia, Sweden, Thailand, THbeste, Tunisia and Urugui
Russian Federatiéh(also on behalf ofAlgeria, Angola, Bahrein, Bangladesh, Belarus,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of)China, Cubathe Democratic People Republic of Korea
Egypt, Eritrea, India, Indonesia, Kazakhstan, Lebanon, Myanmar, Nicaraakiatal,the
Philippines,the United Arab Emirated/enezuelgBolivarian Republic ofandViet Nam),
Togo (on behalf ofthe Group of African Statgs Tunisia United Arab Emirategon behalf
of the League of Arab Stafes/enezuela (Bolivarian Republic Jofalsoon behalf ofthe
Non-Aligned Movemeri,

46 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
47 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
48 Observer of the Human Rights Council speakingehalf of Member and observer States.
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(b) Representatives of observer Statdsmenia, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Libya, Malawi, Montenegro, United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia (also on behalf of
Jamaica, the Marshall Islands, Mauritius, Sangmychelles, the Sudan and Tonga)

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Population Fund (UNPF);

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organization®dBC Tamil Oli; Alliance
Creative CommunityProject; Alsalam Foundation; American Association of Jurists (also
on behalf of France Libertes: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand; International Educational
Development, Inc.; International Fellowship of Reconciliation and World Peace Council);
Americans foDemocracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Amnesty International; Article
19 - International Centre Against Censorship, The; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel
FranceTamoul; Association Culturelle des Tamouls en France; Association des étudiants
tamoulsde France; Association of World Citizens; Association pdntdgration et le
Développement Durable au Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale @duqle
(SIA); Association Thendral; Centrul de Resurse Juridice; Conseil International pour le
sautien a des proces équitables et aux Droits @mrhme; European Region of the
International Lesbian ande&Gy Feder at i on; Tupa dmaadnindidenous me n t
People of Africa Coordinating Committee; Institut International pour les Droits et le
Dévelopement; International Commission of Jurists; International Fellowship of
Reconciliation; International Humanist and Ethical Union; International Organization for
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; Internatiohawyers.Org; Iraqi
Develgpment Organization; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture;
Liberation; LdObservatoire Mauritanien des Droits dddmme et de la Démocratie; Maarij
Foundation for Peace and Development; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association; Orgaization for Defending Victims of Violence; Rencontre Africaine pour la
defense des droits déhbmme; Tamil Uzhagam; United Nations Watch; United Towns
Agency for NorthSouth Cooperation; UPR Info; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik;
World Barua Organizain (WBO); World Muslim Congress

839 At the same meeting, on the same dagtatement in exercise of the right of reply
wasmade by the representative@jfibouti.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

France

840. At the 22nd meeting, on28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision /101 on the outcome of the reviewkrfance

Tonga

841 Atthe23rdmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/102 on the outcome of the review ©bnga

Romania

842 At the23rdmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/103 on the outcome of the review Bbmania

Mali

843 At the23rdmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/104 on the aitcome of the review d¥lali.
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Botswana

844. At the 24thmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/105 on the outcome of the review Bbtswana

Bahamas

845 At the 24thmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adoptedjthvout a vote, decision
38/106 on the outcome of the review thfe Bahamas

Burundi

846. At the 24thmeeting, or28 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/107 on the outcome of the review Blirundi

Luxembourg

847. At the 25thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/108 on the outcome of the review bfixembourg

Barbados

848 At the 25thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/109 on the outcome of the reaw of Barbados

Montenegro

849 At the 25thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/1100n the outcome of the review bfontenegro

United Arab Emirates

850 At the 25thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adoptedithout a vote, decision
38/111 on the outcome of the review thfe United Arab Emirates

Israel

851 At the 26thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/112 on the outcome of the review Isfrael

Liechtenstein

852. At the 26thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/113 on the outcome of the review biechtenstein

Serbia

853 At the 26thmeeting, or29 June2018, the Council adopted, without a vote, decision
38/114 on the aitcome of the review dderbia
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VII.  Human rights situation in Palestine and other occupied Arab
territories

A. General debate on agenda item 7

854. At the Bth meeting, or2 July2018, the representatives of the State of Palestine and
the Syrian AratRepublic made statements as the States concerned.

855 At the samemeeting, onthe same dgythe Human Rights Council held a general
debate on agenda item 7, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Humanht&igCouncil:
Afghanistan, Bolivia (Plurinational State #f)(also on behalf ofAfghanistan,Algeria,
Angola, Bangladesh, Cub&cuador,Egypt, IndonesiaMalaysia, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia,
South Africa, the United Arab Emirated/enezuela (Bolivarian Republ of) and
Zimbabwe, Brazil, Chile, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Iraq, Ku®din behalf of the
Cooperation Council for the Arab States of the Gulf), Nigeria, Pakistan (also on behalf of
the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Qatar, Saudi Arabia, gaggn8outh Africa,
Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, United Arab Emirates (also on
behalf of the League of Arab States), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (also on behalf of
the NonAligned Movement)

(b) Representatives of obseiv States:Algeria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Democratic Pedplé&kepublic of Korea, Djibouti, Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania,
Morocco, Namibia, Oman, Russi Federation, Sudan, Turkey, Yemen, Zimbgbwe

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsl Mezan Centre for Human
Rights; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Frafl@moul; Association of World
Citizens; Badil resource center for palestiniandescy and refugee rights; Cairo Institute
for Human Rights Studies (also on behalf ofHdq, Law in the Service of Man); Centre
Europe- tiers monde (also on behalf of International Association of Democratic Lawyers
(IADL)); Commission of the Churches dnternational Affairs of the World Council of
Churches; Conseil International pour le soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droits de
IBHomme; Defence for Children International; European Union of Jewish Students; Human
Rights Now; Human Rights Watch; Ind a n Movement A Thstifuta | Amar uo
International pour les Droits et le Développement; Institute for NGO Research;
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues (also on behalf of Cairo Institute for
Human Rights Studies); International Organization the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination; International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations;
InternationalLawyers.Org; IUS PRIMI VIRI International Association; Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture;8Dbservataie Mauritanien des Droits de
ItHomme et de la Démocratie; Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Servas
International; The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd; Union of Arab Jurists; United Nations
Watch; United Towns Agency for NorBouth CooperationfVorld Jewish Congress.

49 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
50 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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VIIL.

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

General debate on agenda item 8

856. At its 28th and29th meeting, on 2 July 2018, the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on ag#mitem 8, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuostkalia,
Austrigb? (on behalf of the European Union), China (also on behathefNorAligned
Movement, the Russian Federation armbtf Sudan) Iraq, Mexico (also on behalf of
Albanig Algeria, Andorra Argenting Australia Austria, Belgium Benin Bosnia and
HerzegovinaBulgarig Burkina FaspCanadaCzecha, Chile, Croatia,Cyprus Denmark
Ecuador Estonia Ethiopia,Fiji, Finland, France Georgia Germany Greece Ireland Italy,
Japan, Kazakhstan Latvia, Lithuania Luxembourg Madagascar Maldives Malta,
Mauritius Monacq Montenegro Morocco, Myanmar the NetherlandsNew Zealand
Norway, Poland Portugal the Republic of Koeg the Republic ofMoldova, Romania
Slovakig Slovenia Spain the Sudan Sweden Thailand Tunisig Turkey, Ukraing the
United Kingdomof Great Britain and Northern Irelarahd Uruguay, Netherland% (also
on behalf ofAlbania, Australia, Austria, Bglum, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia,
Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece,
Iceland, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Mexico,
Monaco, Montenegro, New Zealand, Norway, PolaRartugal, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Switzerlatite former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia,Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern IrgJand
Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Codipaja South Africa, Togo
(on behalf of the Group of African States), Tunisia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

(b) Representatives of observer Statakania, Bahrain, Greece, Iceland (also
on behalf ofDenmark, Estonia, Finland, Latvia, Lithuaniapmay and SwedénIndia,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Libya, Mozambique, Namibia, United Republic of
Tanzania

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Action
Canada for Population and Development; Action internationaler pmupaix et le
développement dans la région des Grands Lacs; Action of Human Movement (AHM);
Africa Culture Internationale; Alliance Creative Community Project; Alsalam Foundation;
Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Asian Forum for atum
Rights and Development; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Haaowul;
Association Culturelle des Tamouls en France; Association des étudiants tamouls de
France; Association for the Protection of Women and ChifdreRights (APWCR);
Association ofWorld Citizens; Association poudhtégration et le Développement Durable
au Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale podAfrique (SIA); Association
Thendral; Conseil International pour le soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droits de
[6Homme; Coup de Pousse" Chaine d&dpoir NordSud ( C.D.PC.E.N.S); European
Humanist Federation; European Union of Jewish Students; Global Welfare Association;

51 Observer of the Human RighBouncil speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
52 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Indian Council of South America (CISA); Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating
Committee; Instittd for NGO Research; International Fellowship of Reconciliation;
International Humanist and Ethical Union; International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Service for Human Rights; International
Youth andStudent Movement for the United Nations; Iragi Development Organization;
Istituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco; IUS PRIMI VIRI
International Association; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; Liberation;
L& bservatoire Mauritanien des Droits déHomme et de la Démocratie; Maarij
Foundation for Peace and Development; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association; Nouveaux droits déhbmme (NDH); Organisation internationale pour les
pays les moins avane€OIPMA); Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Prahar;
Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droitsGdenhme; Society for Development and
Community Empowerment; Tamil Uzhagam; United Nations Watch; Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik; Victorous Youths Movement; World Barua Organization (WBO);
World Muslim Congress.

857. At the29th meeting, on 2 July 2018tatements in exercise of the right of reply were
made by the representatives of Iraq and Pakistan.
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IX. Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related forms
of intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of the
Durban Declaration and Programme of Action

A. Interactive dialogue with a special proceduresmandate holder

Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial disrimination,
xenophobia and related intolerance

858 At the DBth meeting, or2 July 2018 the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms
of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerahc&endayi Achiume
presentedherrepors (A/HRC/38/52 and A/HRC/38/583

859 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at #&h and 30thmeeting, onthe same
day, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBetgium,
Brazil, Céte divoire, Cuba, Ecuador, Hung&?y(also on behalf of Albania, Australia,
Austria, Belgium,Bosnia and Herzegovina, BrazBulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Czechia,
Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Japan, Liechtenstein, Lithudaits,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, Polatite Republic of MoldovaSlovakia, Ukraine and the
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland), Irag, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Slovakia, South Africa, Spain, Togo (also on behalf of the Group of Afrigtes),
Tunisia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer StateArgentina, Botswana, Bulgaria,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Djibouti, France, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy,
Latvia, Morocco, Netherlands, Norwayamguay, Russian Federation, State of Palestine

(c) Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations: United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and the Empowerment of Women
(UN Women);

(d)  Observeffor anintergovernmatal organiation European Union

(e)  Observers for nogovernmental organization#&l-Haq, Law in the Service
of Man; European Union of Jewish Students; Human Rights Law Centre; International
Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism (IMADRnternational
Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations; Minority Rights Group; The
Palestinian Return Centre Ltd; World Jewish Congress

860 At the 29th and30th meeting, onthe same daythe Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and maderconcluding remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 9

861 At its 30th meeting, on2 July 2018 and atits 31st meeting, on 3 July 2018he
Human RightCouncil held a general debate on agenda item 9, during which the following
made statements:

53 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

130



A/HRC/38/2

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Codngstrig*
(on behalf of the European Union), Brazil (also on behalmfentina, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Guatemala and Mexic€hina, Cuba, Egypt, Mexico, Pakistan (also on behalf
of the Oganization of Islamic Cooperation), Qatar, South Africa, Togo (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Ukraine, United Arab Emirates (on behalf of the Group of Arab
States), United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) (also on behalf of the Nefligned Movement)

(b) Representatives of observer Statdgerbaijan, Bolivia (Plurinational State
of), Greece, India, Libya, Sudan, Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey

(c) Observers for noigovernmental organization®BC Tamil Oli; Action of
Human Movement (AHM); Alliance Creative Community Project; Alsalam Foundation;
Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Association Bharathi Centre
Culturel FrancelTamoul; Association Culturelle des Tamouls en FeanAssociation
dEntraide Médicale Guinée; Association des étudiants tamouls de France; Association for
the Protection of Women and Child@srRights (APWCR); Association of World Citizens;
Association pour dntégration et le Développement Durable au By Association
Solidarité Internationale pour ®frique (SIA); Association Thendral; Center for
Organisation Research and Education; China Association for Preservation and
Development of Tibetian Culture (CAPDTC); Conseil International pour le soutdssa
proceés équitables et aux Droits dldmme; Conselho Indigenista Missionario CIMI;
European Humanist Federation; European Union of Jewish Students; Global Welfare
Association; Health and Environment Program (HEP); Human Rights Law Centre; Indian
Councl of South America (CISA); Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating Committee;
Institute for NGO Research; International Educational Development, Inc.; International
Humanist and Ethical Union; International Youth and Student Movement for the United
Natiors; InternationalLawyers.Org; Iraqi Development Organization; IUS PRIMI VIRI
International Association; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; Liberation;
L&bservatoire Mauritanien des Droits deldmme et de la Démocratie; Mbororo Social
andCultural Development Association; Nouveaux droits@emme (NDH); Organization
for Defending Victims of Violence; Pasumai Thaayagam Foundation; Prahar; Rencontre
Africaine pour la defense des droits deoimme; Servas International; Shivi Development
Saciety; Society for Development and Community Empowerment; Solidarité Suisse
Guinée; Tamil Uzhagam; The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd; United Nations Watch; United
Towns Agency for Nortfsouth Cooperation; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; World
Barua Oragnization (WBO); World Jewish Congress; World Muslim Congress

862 At the 30th meeting, on 2 July 2018atemergin exercise of the right of replyere
made by the representatbaf Armenia, Azerbaijan and Brazil

863 At the same meeting, statememnisekercise of a second right of reply were made by
the representatives of Armenia and Azerbaijan.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

The incompatibility between democracy and racism

864 At the 40th meeting, oré July2018, the represeritee of Brazil, alsoon behalf of
Argentina, Paraguay and Uruguagtroduced draft resolution A/HRC/A811, sponsored

54 Observer othe Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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by Argentina, Brazil, Paraguay and Uruguand cesponsored byAngola, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Chile, Cyprus, Ecuador, Germany, Greétati, Honduras, Hungary,
Madagascar, Mexico, Montenegro, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Peru, Poland, Portugal, San Marino,
Slovenia, Spain, Tunisiand Turkey. SubsequentlyArmenia, Austria, Belgium, Benin,
Botswana, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, the DominicapuRlic, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
France, Guatemala, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Mozambique, the
Netherlands, Pakistan, Panama, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Serbia, Sri Lanka,
Switzerland, Thailand, Timelceste and Zambiminedthe sponsors.

865 At the same meeting, the representativefanama and thenited Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irelanthade general comments in relation to ttheaft
resolutionA/HRC/38/L.11.

866. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of ggdure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

867. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adoptittdout a vote (resotion
38/19.

868 Also & the same meetinghe representative oAustralia made a statemenin
explanation of vote after the vote and general comments in relation to all drafsgigopo
adopted under agenda item 9
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Technical assistance and capacituilding

Annual thematic discussion on technical cooperation in the promotion
and protection of human rights

869 At the 33rd meeting, on 4 July 2018, pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution
36/28, the Council held an annual thematic panel dismussi technical cooperation in the

promotion and protection of human rights. The

rights and the Sustainable Development Goals: Enhancing human rights technical
cooperation and capacibuilding to contribute to the effége and inclusive

i mpl ementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustai
of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (A/HRC/38/28), mandated by the same
resolution, served as a basis for this panel discussion.

870. The Director of Field Operations and Technical Cooperation Division of the Office

of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights made an opening statement.
The Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Thailand to the United Nations Office
and other irgrnational organizations in Geneva, Sek Wannamethee, moderated the
discussion.

871 At the same meeting, the following panellists made statements: the member of the
Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Nahla Haidar; the United
Natons Resident Coordinator in Nepal, Valerie Julliand; the Director of Strategy and
Development and Focal Point for the Sustainable Development Goals of Kenya National
Bureau of Statistics, Mary Wanyonyi.

872 The ensuing panel discussion was divided imto slots, which were held at the
same meeting, on the same day. During the first speaking slot, the following made
statements and asked the panellists questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuosttralia,
Brazil (on behH of the Community of Portuguesspeaking CountriesBrazil (also on
behalf of Argentina, Guatemala, Mexico and PerDgnmark® (also on behalf of
Azerbaijan, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Ecuador, Fiji, Luxembourg, Portugal, Rwanda, Sierra
Leone, Thailand andJruguay, Morocccd® (on behalf of theFrenchspeaking States
Members and observgrdNetherlands (also on behalf of Argentina, Australia, Belgium,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Canada, Chile, Costa Rita,d@/oire, Czechia,
Denmark, the European Union, Finland, France, Germany, Ghana, Guatemala, Hungary,
Italy, Liberia, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Mali, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, New
Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Peru, Romania, Rwanda, Senegsd, Stene,
Slovakia, Slovenia, South Sudan, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Republic of
Tanzania, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Uryguay
Portuga® (also on behalf oAngola, the Bahamas, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil,0Gdlia,
Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Fiji, Georgia, Haiti, Italy, Mexico, Morocco, the
Netherlands, Norway, Paraguay, the Republic of Korea, Seychelles, Slovenia, Sweden,

Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Thailand, TimorLeste, Tunisia and Uruguagyyingapore (on behalf of the Associatioh
Southeast Asian Nations), Togo (on behalf of the Group of African Staite¥gy (also on
behalf ofAustralia, Indonesia, Mexico and the Republic of Korea);

(b)  Representative adnobserver StatéMyanmar

(c) Observes for intergovernmental organiians. European Union
International Organization of la Francophgnie

(d)  Observerfor a naional human rights institutionAustralian Human Rights
Commission (by video message)

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Populaion and Development; International Lesbian and Gay Association (also on behalf of
Swedish Federation of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender RigRSL).

873 At the end of the first slot, at the same meeting, the panellists answered questions
and maé comments.

874. The following made statements during the second speaking slot:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBakiktan,
Senegal, United Arab Emirates

(b) Representatives of observer Stat®@stswana, Chad, Costa Rjddonduras,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Sri Lanka;

(c) Observers for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizationstnited Nations Development Programme (UNDP)

(d) Observers for intergovernmental organizations: Europeémion,
International Organization of la Francophgnie

(e) Observer fora national human rights institutio®@lobal Alliance of National
Human Rights institutions

)] Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAssociation of World
Citizens; United Tawns Agency for Nortisouth Cooperation.

875 At the same meeting, the panellists answered questions and made their concluding
remarks.

Enhanced nteractive dialogue onthe report of the High Commissioner
on the situation in the Kasai region othe Denpcratic Republic of the
Congoand the oral update

876. At the 31stmeeting, or8 July 2018 pursuant to Human Rights Council resolugon
35/33 and 36/30the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rightesented his
report on the findings of the teaof international experts on the situation in the Kasai
region of the Democratic Republic of the Congo (A/HRC/38/31) and provided an oral
update on the situation of human rights in the Democratic Republic of the Congo

877. At the same meeting, the follomg made statements: the Acting Head of the United
Nations Joint Human Rights Office in the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Abdoul Aziz
Thioye; the team leader of the Team of International experts on the situation in the Kasai
region, Bacre Waly Ndiaye; @mbers of the Team of International experts on the situation
in the Kasai region, Luc Coté and Fatimatdblle; Minister of Human rights of the
Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ma#@ge Mushobekwa.
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878 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at #1stand 32ndmeeting, on the same
day, the following made statements and askedUnited Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rightgjuestions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAngtla,
Australia, Belgium, China, Egypt, Spa Switzerland, Togo (on behalf of the Group of
African States), United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland;

(b) Representatives of observer Statédgeria, Botswana, Czechia, Eritrea,
Estonia, France, Germany, Ireland, Mozambique, Netherl&las,Zealand, Sudan;

(c)  Observer fomnintergovernmental organizatioBuropean Union

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationfction internationale pour la
paix et le développement dans la région des Grands Lacs; Amnesty International;
Associdion Dunenyo; Franciscans International; Human Rights Watch; International
Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Federation of ACAT (Action by
Christians for the Abolition of Torture); International Service for Human Rights; World
EvangelicalAlliance.

879 At the 32ndmeeting, théJnited Nations High Commissioner for Human Righitsl
participants of the enhanced interactive dialogueswered questions and matieeir
concluding remarks

Interactive dialogue on thereport of the High Commisgoner on the
development of a national plan of action to implement
recommendations of human rights mechanisms in Haiti

880 At the 31st meeting, on 3 July 2018, pursuant to Human Rights Council Pré&sident
statement 34/1, the United Nations High Commissioior Human Rights presented his
report on the development of a national plan of action to implement recommendations of
human rights mechanisms in Haiti (A/HRC/38/30).

881 At the same meeting, on the same day, the representative of Haiti made a statement
as the State concerned.

882 Also at the same meeting, the national human rights institution, Office de la
Protection du Citoyen of Haiti, made a statement.

883 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Right questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Australia,
Brazil, Cuba, France (also on behalf ofArgentina, Brazil, Canada, Mexico, Peru and
Uruguay), Mexico, Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representative of an observer State: Canada;

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European Union;

59 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Memdeslmserver States.
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(d) Observers for nogovenmental organizations: Association of World
Citizens; Franciscans International; International Association of Democratic Lawyers
(IADL); International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; Rencontre Africaine pour la
defense des droits dénbmme.

884. At the same meeting, the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

D. Interactive dialogueon theoral presentationby the High Commissioner
on Ukraine

885 At the 32nd meeting, o3 July 2018 pursant to Human Rights Council resolution
35/31, theUnited NationdDeputyHigh Commissioner for Human Rightsesentedn oral
updateof the High Commissionesn the situation of human rights in Ukraine.

886. At the same meetinghe representative dfkraine made a statement as the State
concerned.

887. During the ensuing interactive digloe,at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked Ereputy United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Righiquestions:

(@) Representative of States Members of the Human Rights Coutaiktralia,
Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

(b) Representatives of observer StatAsistria, Azerbain Bulgarig Canada
Czechia, Denmark Estonia Finland France Iceland Ireland Latvia, Lithuania
Netherlands New Zealand Norway, Poland Republic of Moldova Russian Federation
Swedenthe former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonlairkey,

(c)  Observes for intergovernmental organizatior@ouncil of Europe, European
Union,

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsHuman Rights House
Foundation; Minority Rights Group; United Nations Watch; World Federation of Ukrainian
Womerts Organizations

888. At the same meetingthe Deputy United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rightsanswered questions and mdu concluding remarks.

E. Interactive dialogue onthe oral update by the High Commissioner on
the human rights situation of Rohingya people

889 At the 34th meeting, oM July 2018, pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution
S-27/1, adopted duringts 27th special sessipthe United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights presented an oral update ornthean rightsituation ofRohingyapeople.

890 At the same meeting, the representativdlghnmarmade a statement as the State
concerned.

891 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the High Commissioneiangest

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAuositalia,
Belgium, Brazil, Croatia, Egypt, Iraq, Japan, Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of
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Islamic Cooperation), Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Switzerland, Tunisia, Waiitgdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland;

(b) Representatives of observer State&zerbaijan, Bangladesh, Canada,
Denmark, Finland, France, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Jordan, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Netherlan&weden, Turkey;

(c) Observer fomnintergovernmental organization: European Union;

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationAmnesty International; Asian
Forum for Human Rights and Development; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; Human
Rights Now;Human Rights Watch; International Commission of Jurists; Maarij Foundation
for Peace and Development; Minority Rights Group

892 At the same meeting, the High Commissioner answered questions andhivade
concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with a special procedures mandate holder

Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in the Central African Republic

893 At the 33rd meeting, on 4 July 2018, the Independent Expert on the situation of
human rights in the Central African Republic, afFherese Keita Bocoum, provided an
oral update on her report on technical assistance and capatitityng in the field of human
rights in the Central African Republic, pursuant to Council resolution 36/25.

894 At the same meeting, the representativehaf Central African Republic made a
statement as the State concerned.

895 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 33rd and 34th meetings, on the same
day, the following made statements and asked the Independent Expert questions:

(@) Representaties of States Members of the Human Rights CouAgittralia,
China, Cote dvoire, Egypt, Senegal, Togo (on behalf of the Group of African States),
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland;

(b) Representatives of observer Stat8etswana, Fraze, Gabon, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Sudan;

(c) Observer formn intergovernmental organizatidauropean Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsCatholic International
Education Office; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; Espace Afrique Irddomal;
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Federation of ACAT
(Action by Christians for the Abolition of Torture); International Organization for the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; United Towns Agency forth-South
Cooperation; World Evangelical Alliance (also on behalf of Caritas Internationalis
(International Confederation of Catholic Charities)).

896. At the 34th meeting,on the same dayhe Independent Expert answered questions
and made her concludj remarks.

General debate on agenda item 10
897. At the 34th meeting, ord July 2018 the United NationDeputyHigh Commissioner

for Human Rightsprovidedan oral update of the High Commissioner on cooperation with
Georgia pursuant to Human RightSouncil resolution 37/40, and an oral update on the
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mission by OHCHR to improve the human rights situation and accountability in Burundi
under agenda item 2.

898 At the same meeting, the representaiveBurundi andGeorgiamadestatemergas
the Statsconcerned.

899 At its 35th and 36thmeeting, on 5 July 2018the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on agenda item 10, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Codusttalig
Austria®® (on behalf of the European UnipnBrazil (also on behalf of Argentina, Chile,
Colombia, Guatemala and Per@hing Cuba Egypt Egypt (also on behalf of Azerbaijan,
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China, Cuba, Ecuador, India, Malaysia,
Myanmar, Pakistan, the Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of), Viet Nam and ZimbabweHungary Japan Maldives$! (also on behalf of Australia,
Azerbaijan, Canada, Chile, Cyprus, Denmark, Egypt, Germany, Greece, Guyana, Haiti,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Malawi, Malaysia, Malta, Mauritius, Montenegro, Morocco, the
Netherlands, New Zealand, Pakistan, the Philippines, Poland, Spain, Switzerland, Thailand,
Tonga, Turkey, Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northiande
Nepal Pakistan(alsoon behalf of the Organization of IslamBooperatiol, Peru (also on
behalf of Albania, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile,
Colombia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finlandnc&raGeorgia,
Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Mexico, Montenegro, the
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Poland, Portugal, Romania,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, SwedeBwitzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Timoieste, Ukraine and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland) South Africa (also on behalf of Algeria, Angola, Bolivia (Plurinational Staje of
Botswana, Cuba, Ecuador, Mozambique, Namibia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, -Laste, the
United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Zimbal8pe)n
Togo (alsoon behalf of the Groupf African Statey Ukraing United Arab Emirategon
behalf of the Groupof Arab States),United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ¢f)

(b) Representatives of observer Stat@kania Azerbaijan Belarus Bulgarig
Costa RicaDemocratic Peoplis Republic of Krea Estonia Finland France Iceland
India, Indonesia Ireland Italy, Jordan Latvia, Libya, Lithuania Maldives Marshall
Islands Mauritius (also on behalf of Jamaica, Marshall Islands, Samoa, Seychelles, the
Sudan, Tonga and Zambidpland Repubic of Moldova Sudan Sweden Syrian Arab
Republi¢ Thailand United Republic of Tanzani&iet Nam

(c) Observer for United Nation®ntities, specialized agencies and related
organizationsUnited Nations Childres Fund(UNICEF);

(d)  Observer formnational human rights institutioMdetwork of African National
Human Rights Institutions

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organization®BC Tamil Oli; Al-Ayn
Social Care FoundatipnAlliance Creative Community ProjectAlsalam Foundation
American Associgon of Jurists Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain

60 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
61 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Inc; Asian Forum for Human Rights and Developmgiso on behalf o€airo Institute for
Human Rights StudiesConectas Direitos Humanosiuman Rights House Foundation;
Human Rights Watcghinternational Commission of Juristiiternational Humanist and
Ethical Unionand International Service for Human Right#ssociation Bharathi Centre
Culturel FranceTamoul Association of World Citizens Association Solidarité
Internationale pour GAfrique (SIA)} Association Thendral Center for Organisation
Research and Educatio@onseil International pour le soutien a des procés équitables et
aux Droits dedHomme East and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Projdetlth
and Environment ProgranHEP), Human Rights Watcl{also on behalf ofranciscans
International International Commission of Jurisend Internaional Service for Human
Rights); Human Security Initiative Organizatipninternational Lesbian and Gay
Association International Organgtion for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination International Service for Human Righ&lso on behalf oAsian Forum for
Human Rights and Developmentairo Insitute for Human Rights Studiesgonectas
Direitos HumanosCIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen ParticipatignHuman Rights
House Foundationjnternational Commission of Juristdnternational Federation for
Human Rights Leaguednternational Lesbian and Gay Associatiand Peace Brigades
International Switzerlangd InternationalLawyers.Org Iragi Development Organization
IUS PRIMI VIRI International AssociatignLiberation L&bservatoire Mauritanien des
Droits de Homme et de la DémocratiéMbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association Organization for Defending Victimsf Violence Pasumai Thaayagam
Foundation Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droitsddenhme Solidarité Suisse
Guinée Tamil UzhagamVerein Sudwind EntwicklungspolitikWorld Association for the
School as an Instrument of Peadééorld Barua Orgaization (WBO)

900. At the 36th meeting, on 5 July 2018tatemergtin exercise of the right of replyere
made by the representativeof Cambodia, Morocco, Peru, the Russian Federation
VenezuelgBolivarian Republic of)

Consideration of and actionon draft proposals

Technical assistance to the Democratic Republic of the Congo and accountability
concerningthe events in the Kasai region

901 At the 40th meeting, or6 July2018, the representative ©bgo, on behalf of States
membersof the Group ofAfrican States introduced draft resolution A/HRC/A88,
sponsored byTogo, on behalf of States memberf the Group of African States
SubsequentlyBelgium, Canada, Indonesia and the Netherlgoided the sponsors.

902 At the same meetinghe Presidnt of the Council announced that draft resolution
A/HRC/38L.8 had been orally revised.

903 Also & the same meeting, the representativeE@yjpt and Slovakiapn behalf of
States membersf the European Union that are members of the Counmde geneal
comments in relation to tharaft resolutiorA/HRC/38/L.8 as orally revised

904 At the same meeting, the representativeéhefDemocratic Republic of the Congo
made a statement as the State concerned.

905 In accordance with rule 153 of the rulesppbcedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolutidie Chief of the Programme
Support and Management Services of the Office @fuhited Nations High Commissioner

for Human Rights made a statement in relation to the budgetary implications of the draft
resolution as orally revised.
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906. At the same meeting, the draft resolutias orally revisedvas adoptedvithout a
vote (resolutio 3820).

Technical assistance and capacitpuilding in the field of human rights in Haiti

907. Draft resolution A/HRC/38L.21, was sponsored byHaiti and co-sponsored by
Belgium, Brazil, France, Germany, Honduras, lItaly, Paraguggain and Turkey.
Subgquently, France withdrew its original co-sponsorship of the draft resolution.
SubsequentlyAustralia, Benin, Canada, Chile, Costa Rica, Morocco, Portugal and the
Republic of Koregoined the sponsors.

908 As notified to the secretariadraft resolutio A/HRC/38/L.21waswithdrawn byits
sponsor or July 2018 prior to its consideration by the Human Rights Council
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Annex |

Attendance

Members

Afghanistan
Angola
Australia
Belgium
Brazil
Burundi
Chile

China

Cote divoire
Croatia
Cuba

Democratic Republic

of the Congo
Ecuador

Egypt
Ethiopia

Georgia
Germany
Hungary

Iraq

Japan
Kenya
Kyrgyzstan
Mexico
Nepal
Nigeria
Pakistan
Philippines
Qatar
Republic of Korea
Rwanda
Saudi Arabia

[English only]

Senegal

Slovakia

Slovenia

South Africa

Spain

Switzerland

Togo

Tunisia

Ukraine

United Arab Emirates

United Kingdom of Great
Britain andNorthernlreland

United States of America

Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

States Members of the United Nations represented by observers

Albania
Algeria
Andorra
Argentina
Armenia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Bangladesh
Belarus
Benin
Bhutan

Bolivia (Plurinational

State of)

Bosnia and Herzegovina

Botswana
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Canada

Central African Republic

Colombia
Congo
Costa Rica

Czechia
Chad
Denmark
Djibouti
El Salvador
Eritrea
Estonia
Fiji
Finland
France
Gabon
Greece
Haiti
Honduras
Iceland
India
Indonesia
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Jordan
Kuwait

Lao Peoplé DemocratidiRepublic
Latvia
Lebanon
Lesotho
Libya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali

Malta
Marshall Islands
Mauritania
Mauritius
Monaco
Montenegro
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Netherlands
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New Zealand Serbia Trinidad and Tobago
Nicaragua Seychelles Turkey

Norway Sierra Leone Turkmenistan

Oman Singapore Uganda

Paraguay Sudan United Republic of Tanzania
Poland Sweden Uruguay

Portugal Syrian Arab Republic Viet Nam

Republic of Moldova Thailand Yemen

Romania The former Yugoslav Zambia

Russian Federation Republic of Macedonia Zimbabwe
Samoa Tonga

Non-Member States represented by observers

Holy See

Other observers

State of Palestine

United Nations

Joint United Nations Programme on
HIV/AIDS

UN Women

United Nations Childrefs Fund

United Nations Development
Programme

Specializedagencies and related organizations

International Organization for Migration
International Telecommunication Union
Intemational Trade Centre

Intergovernmental organizations

Commonwealth

Council of Europe

European Union

Cooperation Council for Arab States of the
Gulf

International Development Law
Organization

Other entities

International Committee of the Red
Cross

United Nations Educational, Scientific
and CulturalOrganization

United Nations Institute for Training and
Research

World Health Organization

International Organizatioof la
Francophonie

Inter-Parliamentary Union

Organization of Islamic Cooperation

University for Peace

Sovereign Military Order of Malta
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National human rights institutions, international coordinating
committees and regional groups of national institutions

Australian Human Rights Commission

Commission nationale consultative des
droits de thommei France

Commission nationale des droits de
Ithomme de Mauritanie

Equality and Human Rights Commission
of Great Britain (jointvideo statement)

Global Alliance of National Human Rights
Institutions

Human Right DefenderPoland

National Comnmttee for Human Rights
Qatar

National Human Rights Commission of
Mexico (video statemeipt

National Human Rights Commissioii
Nepal(video statement)

Non-governmental organizations

ABC Tamil Oli

ACT Alliancei Action by Churches
Together

Action Aid

Action Canada for Population and
Development

Action of Human Movement (AHM)

Action internationale pour la paix et le

développemendansla région desrands
Lacs

Action on Smoking and Health

Africa Culture Internationale

African Commission of Health and Human
Right Promoters

African Development Association

African Regional Agricultural Credit
Association

Agir Ensemble pour les Droits dé&Homme

Al Mezan Centre for Human Rights

Al-Ayn Social Care Foundation

Al-Hakim Foundation

Al-Hag, Law in the Service of Man

Aliran Kesedaran Negara National
Corsciousness Movement

Al-khoei Foundation

Alliance Creative Community Project

Alliance Defending Freedom

National Human Rights Commission of
Nigeria

Network d African National Human Rights
Institutions

Northern Ireland Human Rights
Commission (joint video statement)

Office for the Protection of CitizerisHaiti

Procuradurigara la Defensa de los
Derechos Humanos de El Salvador
(video statement)

Procuraduria para la Defensa de los
Derechos Humanos de la Republica de
Nicaragua

Scottish Human Rights Commissi@oint
video statement)

Alliance Globale contre les Mutilatis
Génitales Féminines

Allied Rainbow Communities International

Alsalam Foundation

Alulbayt Foundation

Al-Zubair Charity Foundation

American Association of Jurists

American Civil Liberties Union

Americans for Democracy & Human Rights
in Bahrain Inc

Amnesty International

Anglican Consultative Council

Article 197 The International Centre
against Censorship

AsianEurasian Human Righ&orum

Asian Forum for Human Rights and
Development

Asian Legal Resource Centre

Asistencia Legal por los Derechos
Humanos, Asociaciégivil

Association Bharathi Centre Culturel
FranceTamoul

Association Culturelle des Tamouls en
France

Association dntraide Médicale Guinée

Association des étudiants tamouls de
France
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Association Dunenyo

Association for Integration and suistable
Development in Burundi

Association for Progressive
Communications (APC)

Association for the Prevention of Torture

Association fo the Protection of Women
and Childreds Rights (APWCR)

Association for Womeds Rights in
Development (AWID)

Association Mauritanienngour la
promotion du droit

Association nationale de promotion et de
protection des droits délomme

Association of World Citizens

Association pourdntégration et le
Développemenburable

Association Solidarité Internationale pour
|Afri que (SIA)

Association Thendral

Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni
XX

Badil Resource Center for Palestinian
Residency and Resource Rights

Bahai International Community

Barinu Institutefor Economic
Development

Beijing Childrerts Legal Aid and Research
Center

Bischofliches Hilfswerk Misereor e.V.

Bdnai B&ith

British Humanist Association

Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies

Caritas Internationalis (International
Confederation of Catholic Charities)

Catholic International Education Office

Center for Global Mnkilling

Center for Justice and International Law

Center for Inquiry

Center for International Environmental Law
(CIEL)

Center for International Human Rights

Center for Reproductive Rights, Inc., The

Centre daction pour le développement

rural

Centre Eirope- Tiers Monde' Europe-
Third World Centre

Centre for Human Rights and Peace
Advocacy

Center for Organisation Research and
Education

Centre pour les Droits Civils et Politiques -
Centre CCPR

Centro de Derechos Humanos
Miguel Agustin Pro Juarez

China Association for Preservation and
Development of Tibetian Culture
(CAPDTC)

China Society for Human Rights Studies
(CSHRS)

Christian Aid

Christian Solidarity Worldwideinitia

CIVICUST World Alliance for Citizen
Participation

Colombian Commission of Jurists

Comisién Mexicana de Defensa y
Promocion de los Derechos Humanos,
Asociacion Civil

Commission of the Churches on
International Affairs of the World Council
of Churches

Commonwealth HumaRights Initiative

Conectas Direitos Humanos

Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP)

Conselho Indigenista Missionario CIMI

Coordination des Associations et des
Particuliers pour la Liberté de Conscience

"Coup de Pousse" Chaine @dpoir Nord
Sud C.D.P- C.E.N.S)

Defence for Children International

Dominicans fo Justice and PeateOrder
of Preachers

DRCNet Foundation, Inc.

East and Horn of Afria Human Rights
Defenders Project

Eastern Sudan Women Development
Organization

Ensemble contre la Peine de Mort

Equality Now

Espace Afique International

European Centre for Law and Justice, The/
Centre Europeen pour le droit, les Justice
et les droits dethomme

European Humanist Federation

European Region of the International
Lesbian and Gay Association

European Union of Jewh Students

Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot
Integratie van Homoseksualiteit COC
Nederland

FIAN International e.V.

First Modern Agro. Tools Common

Initiative Group (FI.MO.AT.C.1.G)

Fondation Cordoue de Geneve

Fondation @Auteuil
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Fondaton pour &tude des relations
internationales et du développement

Foundation ECPAT International (End
Child Prostitution, Child Pornography
and Trafficking in Children for Sexual
Purposes)

Foundation for Human Rights and
Freedoms and moanitarian Relief, The

France Libertés: Fondation Danielle
Mitterrand

Franciscans International

Freedom House

Front Line, The Internatioh&oundation
for the Protection of Human Rights
Defenders

Fundacion Vida Grupo Ecologico Verde

Fundalatin

Geo Expertise Association

Geneva for Human RightsGlobal
Training

Geneva Institute for Human Rights (GIHR)

Global Action on Aging

Global Helping to Advance Women and
Children

Global Hope Network International

Global Institute for Water, Environment
and Health

GlobalWelfare Association

Graduate Women International (GWI)

Greenpeace International

Health and Environment Program (HEP)

Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights

Henry Dunant Centre for Humanitarian D
Dialogue

Himalayan Research and Cultural
Foundation

Human Rights House Foundation

Human Rights Information and
Documentation Systems International

Human Rights Law Centre

Human Rights Now

Human Rights Watch

Human Security Initiative Organization

Humanistinstitute for Ceoperation with
Developing Countes

Il Cenacolo

Indian Council of South America (CISA)

Indian Movement Tupaj Amaru

Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating
Committee

Initiatives of Change International

Institut International pour les Droits et le
Développement

Institute for NGOResearch

Institute for Planetary Synthesis

Institute for Policy Studies

International Association of Democratic
Lawyers (IADL)

International Bar Association

International Bridges to Justice, Inc.

International Buddhist Relief Organisation

InternationalCareer Support Association

International Catholic Child Bureau

International Commission of Jurists

International Council of Jewish Women

International Council of Russian
Compatriots (ICRC)

International Council of Women

International Council Supporting Fair Trial
and Human Rights

International Detention Coalition Inc.

International Educational Development,inc.

International Federation for Human Rights
Leagues (FIDH)

International Federation of Acat (Action by
Christians for the Abolition of Torture)

International Fderation of Journalists

International Fellowship of Reconciliation

International Human Rights Association of
American Minorities (IHRAAM)

International Humanist and Ethical Union

InternationalLawyers.Org

International Lesbian and Gay Association

International Longevity Centerl@bal
Alliance, Ltd.

International Movement against all Forms
of Discrimination and Racism (IMADR)
International Movement ATD Fourth World

International Network for the Preventiof
Elder Abuse

International Organization for the
Eliminationof all Forms of Racial
Discrimination

International Organization for the Right to
Education and Freedom of Education
(OIDEL)

International Pen

International Planned Parenthood
Federation

International Police Executive Symposium

Internatioral Service for Human Rights

International Volunteerism Organization for
Women, Educatioand Developmerit
VIDES

International Youth and Student Movement
for the United Nations
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Iragi Development Organization

Istituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice
delle Salesiane di Don Bosco

IUS PRIMI VIRI International Association

luventum e.v.

Jssor Youth Organization

Khiam Rehabilitation Centre for Victims of
Torture

Lawyer®Rights Watch Canada

Le Pont

Liberation

Ldbservatoire Mauritanien des Droits de
I6Homme etde la Démocratie

Lutheran World Federation

Maarij Foundation for Peace and
Development

Maat for Peace, Development and Human
Rights Association

Maher

Make Mothers Matter

Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association

Minority Rights Group

Nonviolent Radical Party, fansnational
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Norwegian Refugee Council

Nouveaux droits degthomme (NDH)

Open Society Institute

Organisation internationale pour les pays
les moins avancés (OIPMA)

Organisation Marocaine des Droits
Humains

Organisation pour la comimication en
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coopération economique internationale
OCAPROCE Internationale

Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence

Palestinian Center for Development and
Media Freedoms "MADA"

Pasumai Thaayagam Foutida

Plan International, Inc.

Planetary Association for Clean Energy,
Inc.

Prahar

Presse Embléme Campagne

Refugee Council of Australia

Rercontre africain pour la défense des
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Reporters Sans Frontiers Internatiohal
Reporters without Borders International

Réseau International des Droits Humains
(RIDH)

Roads of Success

Russian Peace Foundation

Rutgers

Save the Citdren International

Settlement Services International
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Shivi Development Society

Sikh Human Rights Group

Society for Development and Community
Empowerment

Society for Threatened Peoples

Soka Gakkai International

Solidarité Suiss€&uinée

Sonke Gender Justice Network

Stichting International Center for
Ethnobotanical Education, Research &
Service

Syrian Center for Mdd and Freedom of
Expression

Swedish Federation of Lesbian, Gay,
Bisexual and Transgender RightRFSL

Tamil Uzhagam
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Internationale

The Association of the Egyptian Female
Lawyers

The Equal Rights Trust

The International Federation of Anti
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The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd

Tourner la Page

Union of Arab Jurists

United Nations Watch
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Universal Peace Federation

Universal Rights Group
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VIVAT International

Womerts Federation for World Peace
International
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World Council of Arameans (Syriacs) World Medical Association
World Environment and Resources Council World Muslim Congress

(WERC) World Organization against Torture
World Evangelical Alliance World Young Womefs Christian
World Federation of Ukrainian Womémn Association

Organizations Youth Coalition for Sexual and
World Jewish Congress Reproductive Righté6YCSRR)
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Agenda
Item 1.
Item 2.

Item 3.

Item 4.
Item 5.
Item 6.
Item 7.

Item 8.

Item 9.

Item 10.

Organizational and procedural matters.

Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
and reports of the Office of the High Commissioner and the Seci@tmgral.

Promotion and protectioaf all human rights, civil, political, economic, social
and cultural rights, including the right to development.

Human rights situations that require the Couisdilttention.

Human rights bodies and mechanisms.

Universal periodic réew.

Human rights situation in Palestine and other occupied Arab territories.

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

Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related forms of iatuter
follow-up to and implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of
Action.

Technical assistance and capaditylding.
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Documents issued for thehirty -eighth session

Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agena item

A/HRC/38/1 Agenda and annotations

A/HRC/38/1Corr.1 Agenda and annotations, Corrigendum

A/HRC/38/2 Report of the Human Rights Council on its thirty
eighthsession

A/HRC/38/3 Report of the United Nations Entity for Gender

E/CN.6/2018/9

A/HRC/38/4

A/HRC/38/4/Add.1
A/HRC/38/5

A/HRC/38/5/Add.1
A/HRC/38/6

A/HRC/38/6/Add.1
A/HRC/38/7

A/HRC/38/7/Add.1
A/HRC/38/8

A/HRC/38/8/Add.1
A/HRC/38/9

A/HRC/38/9/Add.1
A/HRC/38/10

A/HRC/38/10/Add.1
A/HRC/38/11

A/HRC/38/11/Add.1

Equality and the Empowerment of Women on th
activities of the United Nations Trust Fund in
Support of Actions to Eliminate Violence against
Women noteby the Secretareneral

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Fance

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Tonga

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Romania

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Mali

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Botswana

Addendum

Repot of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Bahamas

Addendum

Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Burundi

Addendum

Report of the Working Groupn the Universal
Periodic Review: Luxembourg

Addendum
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agena item

A/HRC/38/12 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Barbados

A/HRC/38/12/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/13 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Montenegro

A/HRC/38/13/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/14 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: United Arab Emirates

A/HRC/38/14/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/15 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodt Review: Israel

A/HRC/38/15/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/16 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Liechtenstein

A/HRC/38/16/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/17 6 Report of the Working Group on the Universal
Periodic Review: Serbia

A/HRC/38/17/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/38/18 2,3 Procedures and practices in respect of civil socie
engagement with international and regional
organizations: report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

A/HRC/38/19 2,3 Summary oflhe highlevel panel discussion
dedicated to the seventieth anniversary of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the
twentyfifth anniversary of the Vienna Declaratior
and Programme of Action: report of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Hum&ights

A/HRC/38/20 2,3 Improving accountability and access to remedy f
victims of businesselated human rights abuse
through Statédased nofudicial mechanisms:
report of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights

A/HRC/38/20/Add.1 2,3 Improving accountability and access to remedy f
victims of businesselated human rights abuse
through Statédased nofudicial mechanisms:
explanatory notes to final report: report of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights: note by th&ecretariat

A/HRC/38/20/Add.2 2,3 Improving accountability and access to remedy f

victims of businesselated human rights abuse:
The relevance of human rights due diligence to
determinations of corporate liability: report of the
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agena item

A/HRC/38/21

A/HRC/38/22

A/HRC/38/23

A/HRC/38/24

A/HRC/38/24/Corr.1

A/HRC/38/25

A/HRC/38/26

A/HRC/38/27

A/HRC/38/28

A/HRC/38/29

2,3

2,3

2,3

2,3

2,3

2,5

2,6

2,6

2,10

2,4

United Nations High @mmissioner for Human
Rights

Addressing human rights protection gaps in the
context of migration and displacement of person
across international borders resulting from the
adverse effects of climate change and supportin
the adaptatioand mitigation plans of developing
countries to bridge the protection gapeport of
the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Summary of the intersessional panel discussion
the role of local government ihé promotion and
protection of human rights: report of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Summary report on the annual hdly panel
discussion on the rights of indigenous peoples:
report of the Office of the Unitedations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Review of promising practices and lessons learn
existing strategies and United Nations and other
initiatives to engage men and boys in promoting
and achieving gender equality, in the contdxt o
eliminating violence against women: report of the
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights

Corrigendum

Contribution of parliaments to the work of the
Human Rights Council and its univatgeriodic
review: report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Operations of the Voluntary Trust Fund for
Participation in the Universal Periodic Review:
report of the Office of the United Nations High
Commissionerdr Human Rights

Operations of the Voluntary Fund for Financial a
Technical Assistance in the Implementation of tr
Universal Periodic Review: report of the Office o
the United Nations High Commissioner for Humz
Rights

Supporting effective and inclusive implementatio
of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Developmer
through effective, coherent and coordinated
technical cooperation and capasityilding: report
of the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner foHuman Rights

Summary report on the highvel panel discussion
on violations of the human rights of children in tr
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agena item
A/HRC/38/30 2,10
A/HRC/38/31 4
A/HRC/38/32 3
A/HRC/38/32/Add.1 3
A/HRC/38/33 3
A/HRC/38/33/Add.1 3
A/HRC/38/33/Add.2 3
A/HRC/38/33/Add.4 3
A/HRC/38/34 3
A/HRC/38/35 3
A/HRC/38/35/Add.1
A/HRC/38/35/Add.1/Corr.1 3
A/HRC/38/35/Add.1/Corr.2 3

Syrian Arab Republic: Report of the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights

Development of a national action plan to
implement recommendations of human rights
mechanisms in Haiti: report of the United Nation:
High Commissioner for Human Rights

The situation in the Kasai region of the Democra
Republic of the Congaeport of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right to
education

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right to
education on her mission to Cotéwire

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extreme
poverty and human rights

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extreme
poverty and human rights on his mission to the
United States of America

Report of theSpecial Rapporteur on extreme
poverty and human rights on his mission to Ghau

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extreme
poverty and human rights on his mission to Gha
comments by the State

Report of the Specialdpporteur on the rights to
freedom of peaceful assembly and of associatiot

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promoti
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion
and expression

Report of the Special Rappetr on the promotion
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion
and expression: overview of submission receives
in preparation of the Report of the Special
Rapporteur (A/HRC/38/35)

WITHDRAWN - Corrigendum of Report of éh
Special Rapporteur on the promotion and
protection of the right to freedom of opinion and
expression: overview of submission received in
preparation of the Report of the Special Rapport
(AJHRC/38/35)

Corrigendum of Repoxtf the Special Rapporteur
on the promotion and protection of the right to

freedom of opinion and expression: overview of
submission received in preparation of the Repor
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

Agena item

A/HRC/38/35/Add.2

A/HRC/38/35/Add.3

A/HRC/38/35/Add.4

A/HRC/38/35/Add.5

A/HRC/38/36

A/HRC/38/36/Add.1

A/HRC/38/36/Add.2

A/HRC/38/37

A/HRC/38/38

A/HRC/38/38/Add.1

A/HRC/38/38/Add.2

A/HRC/38/39

A/HRC/38/39/Add1

A/HRC/38/39/Add.2

2,3

the Special Rapporteur (A/HRC/38/35)

Report of the Special Raorteur on the promotion
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion
and expression on his mission to Mexico

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promoti
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion
and expression odnis mission to Liberia

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promoti
and protection of the right to freedom of opinion
and expression on his mission to Mexico:
comments by the State

Encryption and Anonymity fitow-up report: note
by the Secretariat

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attaina
standard of physical and mental health

Report of the Special Rapporteur oe tight of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attaina
standard of physical and mental health on his
mission to Indonesia

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right of
everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attaina
standard of physical and mental health on his
mission to Armenia

Contributions of the right to health framework to
the effective implementation and achievement of
the healthrelated Sustainable Development Goal
report of the United NatianHigh Commissioner
for Human Rights

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
independence of judges and lawyers

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
independence of judges and lawyers on his miss
to Poland

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
independence of judges and lawyers on her mis:
to Poland: comments by the State

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of internally displaced persons

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of internally displaced persons on her
mission to El Salvador

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of internally displaced persons on her
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

Agena item

A/HRC/38/39/Add.3

A/HRC/38/39/Add.4

A/HRC/38/40

A/HRC/38/40/Add.1

A/HRC/38/41

A/HRC/38/41/Add.1

A/HRC/38/42

A/HRC/38/43

A/HRC/38/43/Add.1

A/HRC/38/43/Add.2

A/HRC/38/44

A/HRC/38/44Add.1

A/HRC/38/44/Add.2

A/HRC/38/44/Add.3

A/HRC/38/44/Add.4

mission to Libya

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of internally displaced persons on her
mission to Niger

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of internally displaced persons on her
mission to El @lvador: comments by the State

Report of the Independent Expert on human righ
and international solidarity

Report of the Independent Expert on human righ
and international solidarity on her mission to Cut

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of migrants

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human
rights of migrants on his mission to Nepal

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
elimination of dscrimination against persons
affected by leprosy and their family members

Independent Expert on protection against violen:
and discrimination based on sexual orientation a
gender identity

Report of the IndependeBipert on protection
against violence and discrimination based on
sexual orientation and gender identity on his
mission to Argentina

Report of the Independent Expert on protection
against violence and discrimination based on
sexual oientation and gender identity on his
mission to Argentina: comments by the State

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions on armed-hon
State actors: the protection of the right to life

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions on his mission 1
Iraq

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions on his mission 1
El Salvador

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions: observations o
communications transmitted to Governments an
replies received

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions on her mission t
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

Agena item

A/HRC/38/44/Add.5

A/HRC/38/45

A/HRC/38/45/Add.1

A/HRC/38/45/Add.2

A/HRC/38/46

A/HRC/38/46/Add.1

A/HRC/38/46/Add.2

A/HRC/38/47

A/HRC/38/47/Add.1

A/HRC/38/47/Add2

A/HRC/38/48

A/HRC/38/48/Add.1

A/HRC/38/48/Add.2

A/HRC/38/48/Add.3

Irag: comments by State

Report of the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicia
summary or arbitrary executions on his mission 1
El Salvador: comments by the State

Report of te Special Rapporteur on trafficking in
persons, especially women and children

Report of the Special Rapporteur on trafficking ir
persons, especially women and children on her
mission to Cuba

Report of the Speci&apporteur on trafficking in
persons, especially women and children on her
mission to Cuba: comments by the State

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
discrimination against women in law and in
practice

Reportof the Working Group on the issue of
discrimination against women in law and in
practice on its mission to Samoa

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
discrimination against women in law and in
practice on its mission to Chad

Report of the Special Rapporteur on violence
against women, its causes and consequences

Report of the Special Rapporteur on violence
against women, its causes and consequences 0
mission to Australia

Report of the Special Rapporteur on violence
against women, its causes and consequences 0
mission to the Bahamas

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
human rights and transnational corporations anc
other business enterpess

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
human rights and transnational corporations anc
other business enterprises on its mission to Can

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
human rights and tranational corporations and
other business enterprises on its mission to Pert

Informe del Grupo de Trabajo sobre la cuestién
los derechos humanos y las empresas
transnacionales y otre
Consulta regional parAmérica Latina y el Caribe:
Implementacioén de los Principios Rectores de la
Naciones Unidas sobre Empresas y Derechos
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agena item
A/HRC/38/49 3,5
A/HRC/38/50 4
A/HRC/38/51 4
A/HRC/38/52 9
A/HRC/38/53 9
A/HRC/38/54 3,4,7,9
and 10

Humanos, en el marco de la Agenda 2030 para
Desarrollo Sostenible

Report of the Working Group on the issue of
human rights and transnational corporations and
other business enterprises on the sixth session ¢
the Forum on Business and Human Rights

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situatiol
of human rights in Eritrea

Report of tle Special Rapporteur on the situation
of human rights in Belarus

Report of the Special Rapporteur on contemporz
forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobi
and related intolerance

Combating glorification of NazisrmeoNazism
and other practices that contribute to fuelling
contemporary forms of racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related intoleran
report of the Special Rapporteur on contemporal
forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobi
and reléed intolerance

Communications report of Special Procedures

Documents issued in the conference room papers series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/CRP.1 4

A/HRC/38/CRP.2 2

A/HRC/38/CRP.3 4

Rapport d®taill ® de | ¢
internationaux sur la situaticau Kasai

Oral update of the High Commissioner for Huma
Rights on Situation of human rights of Rohingya
people

The siege and recapture of eastern Ghouta

Documents issued in the limited series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/L.1and Rev.1 3

A/HRC/38/L.2 5
A/HRC/38/L.3 3
A/HRC/38/L.4 3

Elimination of all forms of discrimination against
women and girls

The Social Forum
Human rights and international solidarity

Enhancement of international cooperation in the
field of human rights
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Documents issued in the limited series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/L.5 3 Human rights and climate change

A/HRC/38/L.6 3 Accelerating efforts to eliminate violence against
women and girls: preventing and responding to
violence against women and girls in digital
contexts

A/HRC/38/L.7 4  Situation of luman rights in Belarus

A/HRC/38/L.8 10 Technical assistance to the Democratic Republic
the Congo and accountability concernthg
events in the Kasai region

A/HRC/38/L.9 3 Elimination of female genital mutilation

A/HRC/38/L.10 and Rev.1 3 The promoibn, protection and enjoyment of
human rights on the Internet

A/HRC/38/L.11 9 The incompatibility between democracy and
racism

A/HRC/38/L.12 3 Human rights in the context of HIV and AIDS

A/HRC/38/L.13 3 The right to education: followp to Human Rights
Council resolution 8/4

A/HRC/38/L.14 3 Human rights and the regulation of civilian
acquisition, possession and use of firearms

A/HRC/38/L.15 and Rev.1 4  Situation of human rights in Eritrea

A/HRC/38/L.16 3 The promotion and protection of human rights in
the context of peaceful protests

A/HRC/38/L.17 and Rev.1 3 Civil society space: engagement with internation
and regional organizations

A/HRC/38/L.18 3 Business and human rights: improving
accountability and access to remedy

A/HRC/38/L.19 and Rev.1 5 The contribution of the Human Rights Council to
the prevention of human rights violations

A/HRC/38/L.20 4 The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab
Republic

A/HRC/38/L.21 10 WITHDRAWN - Technical assistance and
capacitybuilding in the field of humarights in
Haiti

A/HRC/38/L.22 2  WITHDRAWN - Technical assistance to the

Democratic Republic of the Congo and follap
to the report of the team of internatad experts on
the Kasai region
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158

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/L.23 3  WITHDRAWN - Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.24 3 Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.25 3  WITHDRAWN - Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.26 3  Amendment to draft resolution A/HRC/38/L.16

A/HRC/38/L.27 5 Amendment to draftasolution
A/HRC/38/L.19/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.28 4  Amendment to draft resolution A/HRC/38/L.20

A/HRC/38/L.29 4 |dem

A/HRC/38/L.30 4 |ldem

A/HRC/38/L.31 4 |dem

A/HRC/38/L.32 3 Amendment to draft resolution A/HRC/38/L.6

A/HRC/38/L.33 3  WITHDRAWN - Amendmento draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.6

A/HRC/38/L.34 3  WITHDRAWN - Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.35 3 Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.1/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.36 3  WITHDRAWN - Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.17/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.37 3 Amendment to draft resolution
A/HRC/38/L.17/Rev.1

A/HRC/38/L.38 3 Idem

A/HRC/38/L.39 3 Idem

A/HRC/38/L.40 5 WITHDRAWN - Amendment to draft resolution

A/HRC38/L.19/Rev.1

Documents issued in the Government series

Symbol

A/HRC/38/G/1

4

Letter dated 3 April 2018 from the Chargé
déaffaires a.i. of Azerbaijan to the United Nations
Office at Geneva addressed to the President of t
Human Rights Council



A/HRC/38/2

Documents issued in the Government series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/G/2 4

A/HRC/38/G/3 4

A/HRC/38/G/4 4

A/HRC/38/G/5 3

A/HRC/38/G/6 3

A/HRC/38/G/7 4

Letter dated 4 April 2018 from the Chargé
déaffaires a. of Azerbaijan to the United Nations
Office at Geneva addressed to the President of t
Human Rights Council

Letter dated 20 April 2018 from the Permanent
Representative of Azerbaijan to the United Natio
Office at Geneva addressed e tPresident of the
Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 11 June 2018 from the
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Armenia ti
the United Nations Office at Geneva addressed -
the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for HumaRights

Note verbale dated 2 July 2018 from the Permar
Mission of Greece to the United Nations Office
and other international organizations in Geneva
addressed to the Office of the United Nations Hi
Commissioner for Human Rights

Note verbale dated 29 June 2018 from the
Permanent Mission of the Republic of Belarus to
the United Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the
Secretariat of the Human Rights Council

Note verbad dated 25 July 2018 from the
Permanent Mission of the Syrian Arab Republic
the United Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the
Secretariat of the Human Rights Council

Documents issued in the national instituBmeries

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/NI/1 3 Written submission by the Human Rights Defenc
of Armenia

A/HRC/38/NI/2 3 Written submission by the Office of the
Ombudsman of Argentina

A/HRC/38/NI/3 3 Written submission by the Office of the
Ombudsma of the Samoa

A/HRC/38/Nl/4 7  Written submission by the Independent

Commission for Human Rights of the State of
Palestine
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Documents issued in tm®ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/38/NGO/1 4
A/HRC/38/NGO/2 3
A/HRC/38/NGOB 4
A/HRC/38/NGO# 3
A/HRC/38/NGOB 10
A/HRC/38/NGOB 2
AHRC/38/NGOT 4
A/HRC/38/NGOB 3
A/HRC/38/NGOR 9
A/HRC/38/NGO/10 3

Written statement subnitd by Coordination des
Associations et des Particuliers pour la Liberté d
Conscience, a hegovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted by the First Modern
Agro. Tools- Common Initiative Group
(FI.MO.AT.C.1.G), a norgovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted by the First Modern
Agro. Tools- Common Initiative Group
(FI.MO.AT.C.I.G), a nongovernmental
organization in special consultatiggatus

Written statement submitted by the Maat for Peg
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Maat for Peg
Devebpment and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Maat for Pez
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
conslltative status

Written statement submitted by the European
Centre for Law and Justice / Centre Européen p
le Droit et la Justice, a negpvernmental
organization in special consultative status

Joint written statemensubmitted bythe African
Centre for Democracy and Human Rights Studie
the AsianEurasian Human Rights Forum and the
International Movement for Fraternal Union amo
Races and Peoples, nongovernmental organizat
in special consultative status

Joint written statement submitted by the African
Centre for Democracy and Human Rights Studie
the AsianEurasian Human Rights Forum and the
International Movement for Fraternal Union amo
Races and Peoples, nongovernmental organizat
in special consultative status

Written statement submitted by the First Modern
Agro. Tools- Common Initiative Group
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Documents issued in tm@ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/38/NGO/11

A/HRC/38/NGO/12

A/HRC/38/NGO/13

A/HRC/38/NGO/14

A/HRC/38/NGO/15

A/HRC/38/NGOL6

A/HRC/38/NGOL7

A/HRC/38/NGOA8

A/HRC/38/NGOAL9

A/HRC/38/NGO20

10

10

(FI.MO.AT.C.1.G), a nongovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submittday the World Muslim
Congress, a negovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statement submitted by the World Muslir
Congress, a negovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statement submitted by the public
organization "Public Advocacy", a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted by the public
organization "Public Advocacy", a nen
governmental organizatn in special consultative
status

Written statement submitted by the public
organization "Public Advocacy", a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted llye Maat for Peze,
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted ltlye Maat for Peace
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization ipecial
consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Maat for Peace
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye public
organization "Public Advocacy", a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Ilye European
Centre for Law and Justice / Centre Européen pi
le Droit et la Justice, a negpvernmenth
organization in special consultative status
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Documents issued in tm@ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/38/NGO21

A/HRC/38/NGOR2

A/HRC/38/NGO23

A/HRC/38/NGO24

A/HRC/38/NGOR5

A/HRC/38/NGO27

A/HRC/38/NGO28

A/HRC/38/NGOL9

A/HRC/38/NGOB0

4

Written statement submitted ltiye public
organization "Public Advocacy”, a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted ltiye public
organization "Public Advocacy", a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Ipyiblic organization
"Public Advocacy", a hoigovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Joint witten statement submitted iye American
Association of Jurists, Asociacion Espafiola pare
Derecho Internacional de los Derechos Humano
AEDIDH, Association mauritanienne pour la
promotion du droit, Association mauritanienne
pou la transparence et le développement, Franc
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand,
International Association of Democratic Lawyers
(IADL), International Fellowship of
Reconciliation, Internationdlawyers.Org, Paz y
Cooperacién, Réseau Unité pour léveloppement
de Mauritanie, World Barua Organization (WBO)
nortgovernmental organizations in special
consultative status, International Educational
Development, Inc., Liberation, Mouvement contr
le racisme et pouddmitié entre les peuples, Worli
PeaceCouncil, nongovernmental organizations o
the roster

Written statement submitted Iraduate Women
International (GWI), a noigovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted ®yorld Muslim
Congress, a negovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statement submitted llye World Muslim
Congress, a negovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statemet submitted by awyer®Rights
Watch Canada, a nagopvernmental organization ii
special consultative status

Written statement submitted hawyer®Rights
Watch Canada, a nagovernmental organization ii
special consultative status
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Documents issued in tm@ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/38/NGOB1

A/HRC/38/NGOB2

A/HRC/38/NGOB3

A/HRC/38/NGOB4

A/HRC/38/NGOB5

A/HRC/38/NGOB6

A/HRC/38/NGORB7

A/HRC/38/NGOB8

A/HRC/38/NGOB9

A/HRC/38NGO/A40

A/HRC/38/NGOA1

4

Written statement submitted Itlye African Centre
for Democracy and Human Rights Studies, a-nol
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Itlye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for \¢tims of Torture, a
norngovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a
norrgovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victimsf Torture, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, a
nortgovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted ythe Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims dforture, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Maat for Peace
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Maat for Peace
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Maat for Peace
Development and HumaRights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
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Documents issued in tm@ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol Agenda item
consultative status

A/HRC/38/NGOA2 4 Written statement submitted by the Organization
for Defending Victims of Violence, a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

A/HRC/38/NGOA3

A/HRC/38/NGOA4

A/HRC/38/NGOAS5

A/HRC/38/NGOAG

A/HRC/38/NGOAT7

A/HRC/38/NGOAS8

A/HRC/38/NGOA9

A/HRC/38/NGObO0

A/HRC/38/NGOb1

Written statement submitted llye Organization
for Defending Victims of Violence, a nen
governmental organization in special consultativ:
status

Written statement submitted Ioordination des
Associations et des Particuligysur la Liberté de
Conscience, a hegovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted BANO
"Organization” "Vector of Friendship”, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted I®rganisation
internationale pour les pays les moins avancés
(OIPMA), a nongovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted IGonseil
International pour lsoutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits dé&Homme, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Igonseil
International pour le soutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits dé&Homme, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted IGonseil
International pour le soutien & des proces
équitables et aux Droits d&Homme, a non
governmental organization in special consiteat
status

Written statement submitted IGonseil
International pour le soutien & des proces
équitables et aux Droits d&Homme, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement subméitl byOrganisation
Internationale pour les pays les moins avancés
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A/HRC/38/NGOb3

A/HRC/38/NGOb4

A/HRC/38/NGOb5

A/HRC/38/NGOb6

A/HRC/38/NGOb7

A/HRC/38/NGOb8

A/HRC/38/NGOb9

A/HRC/38/NGOS60

A/HRC/38/NGO61

A/HRC/38/NGO62

(OIPMA), a nongovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted I8hia Rights Watch
Inc, a norgovernmental organization in special
corsultative status

Written statement submitted Byction on Smoking
and Health, a negovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted Bymericans for
Democracy & Human Rights in Badin Inc, a non
governmental organization in special consultativ:
status

Written statement submitted Bymericans for
Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc, a Ac
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Bymericans for
Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc, a ac
governmental organization in special consultativ:
status

Written statement submitted Bymericans for
Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Irecnon
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Bymericans for
Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc, a ac
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted bye Maat for Peace
Development and Human Rights Association, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Exposé écrit présenté par International Federatic
of Rural Adult Catholic Movementsyganisation
non gouvernementale inscrite sur la liste

Joint written statement submitted by Thalassaen
International Federation Limited, Agrenska
Foundation (Grosshandlare Axel H. Agrens
Donationsfond), International Federation for
Hydrocephalus and Spina BifiddF, non
governmental organizations in special consultati
status
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A/HRC/38/NGO63

A/HRC/38/NGOb4

A/HRC/38/NGO65

A/HRC/38/NGO66

A/HRC/38/NGO67

A/HRC/38/NGO68

A/HRC/38/NGO69

A/HRC/38/NGOTJ70

A/HRC/38/NGO71

A/HRC/38/NGO172

A/HRC/38/NGOJ’3

A/HRC/38/NGOT4

4

Written statement submitted Itlye European
Centre for Law and Justice / Centre Européen pi
le Droit et la Justice, a negovernmental
organzation in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Ilye European
Centre for Law and Justice / Centre Européen pi
le Droit et la Justice, a negpovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted ltlye European
Centre for Law and Justice / Centre Européen pi
le Droit et la Justice, a negpvernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Ioordination des
Assocations et des Particuliers pour la Liberté dt
Conscience, a negovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted Bhe Palestinian
Return Centre Ltd, a negovernmental
organization in special consative status

Written statement submitted llye Federation of
Western Thrace Turks in Europe, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Byhe Palestinian
Return Centré.td, a nongovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Exposicién escrita presentada por la Liberal
International, organizacion no gubernamental
reconocida como entidad consultiva general

Written statemergubmitted bythe International
Human Rights Association of American Minoritie
(IHRAAM), a nongovernmental organization on
the roster

Written statement submitted iye Jammu and
Kashmir Council for Human Rights (JKCHR), a
nongovernmatal organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Byssociazione
Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIlIl, a nen
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Exposé écriprésenté par Libeldnternational,
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A/HRC/38/NGOI5

A/HRC/38/NGO176

A/HRC/38/NGOI7

A/HRC/38/NGO¥8 4

A/HRC/38/NGOT79

A/HRC/38/NGOS80 4

A/HRC/38/NGO81

A/HRC/38/NGOB2

A/HRC/38/NGO83

A/HRC/38/NGOB4 4

organisation non gouvernementale dotée du sta
consultatif général

Written statement submitted Ihyberal
International, a noigovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statemst submitted byhe Jammu and
Kashmir Council for Human Rights (JKCHR), a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Jointwritten statement submitted dyew
Humanity, a nongovernmental organization in
general consultate status, Associazione Comunit
Papa Giovanni XXIII, Association PointSoeur,
International Volunteer Organization for Women
Education Development, Istituto Internazionale
Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco,
nongovernmental organizationsdpecial
consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye International
Human Rights Association of American Minoritie
(IHRAAM), a nongovernmental organization on
the roster

Written statement submitted Ionséd
International pour le soutien & des proces
équitables et aux Droits dé&Homme, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Bhe Palestinian
Return Centre Ltd, a negovernmental
organkiation in special consultative status

Written statement submitted By-Khoei
Foundation, a nogovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Written statement submitted ibjake Mothers
Matter, a norgovernnental organization in gener
consultative status

Written statement submitted IRencontre
Africaine pour la défense des droits deimme, a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statemst submitted byhe International
Federation of Journalists, a rgovernmental
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A/HRC/38/NGOB85

A/HRC/38/NGOB6

A/HRC/38/NGO87

A/HRC/38/NGOB88

A/HRC/38/NGOB9

A/HRC/38/NGOS0

A/HRC/38/NGO8S1

A/HRC/38/NGOB2

A/HRC/38/NGOB3

A/HRC/38/NGOB4

A/HRC/38/NGOB5

organization with special consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Society for
Threatened Peoples, a rRgavernmental
organization in specialbmsultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Society for
Threatened Peoples, a rgavernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Society for
Threatened Peoplespangovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Joint written statement submitted by the
International Service for Human Rights, Allied
Rainbow Communities International, Asian Forui
for Human Rights and Development, Fedieraain
Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van
Homoseksualiteit COC Nederland, International
Gay and Lesbian Human Rights Commission,
International Leshian and Gay Association,
Swedish Federation of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual a
Transgender RightsRFS_, non-governmental
organizations in special consultative status

Written statement submitted IBhristian Solidarity
Worldwide, a norgovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submittday the World
Federation of Ukrainian Womé&nOrganizations, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted I8entre Europe
tiers monde, a negovernmental organization in
general consultate status

Written statement submitted IBhristian Solidarity
Worldwide, a norgovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted lye Commonwealtt
Human Rights Initiative, a negovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Iiye Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted Itlye Asan Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
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A/HRC/38/NGOH6

A/HRC/38/NGOB7

A/HRC/38/NGOB8

A/HRC/38/NGOB9

A/HRC/38/NGO/100

A/HRC/38/NGO/101

A/HRC/38/NGO/102

A/HRC/38/NGO/103

A/HRC/38/NGO/104

A/HRC/38/NGO/105

A/HRC/38/NGO/106

A/HRC/38/NGO/107

A/HRC/38/NGO/108

in general consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted Ihristian Solidarity
Worldwide, a norgovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Global Institute
for Water, Environment and Health, a ron
governmental orgamation in special consultative
status

Exposé écrit présenté par International Catholic
Child Bureau, organisation non gouvernemental
dotée du statut consultatif spécial

Written statement submitted by the Global lnsé
for Water, Environment and Health, a ron
governmental organization in special consultativ:
status

Written statement submitted by the Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Exposé écrit présenté par International Catholic
Child Bureau, organisation non gouvernemental
dotée du statut consultatif spécial

Written statement submitted by the Asian Legal
Resouce Centre, a hegovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written staterent submitted by the Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted by Human Rights
Now, a hongovernmental organization in special
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A/HRC/38/NGO/109

A/HRC/38/NGOL10

A/HRC/38/NGO111

A/HRC/38/NGOA12

A/HRC/38/NGOL13

A/HRC/38/NGO114

A/HRC/38/NGOAL15

A/HRC/38/NGOL16

A/HRC/38/NGOA17

A/HRC/38/NGO118

A/HRC/38/NGOL19

consultative status

Written statement submitted by the Ecumenical
Federation of Constantinopolitans, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted Bluman Rights
Now, a hongovernmental organization pesial
consultative status

Written statement submitted iBluman Rights
Now, a hongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Iyternational
Educational Development, Inc.nan
governmental organization on the roster

Written statement submitted Itiye International

Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL), a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statementubmitted bythe Framework
Convention Alliance for Tobacco Control, a Ron
governmental organization in special consultativi
status

Written statement submitted ltiye Al Mezan
Centre for Human Rights, a n@overnmental
organization in sgcial consultative status

Written statement submitted ltiye Asian Legal
Resource Centre, a ngovernmental organizatior
in general consultative status

Written statement submitted Itiye Conference of
NonGovernmentaOrganizations in Consultative
Relationship with the United Nations, a non
governmental organization in general consultativ
status

Written statement submitted Itiye International
Youth and Student Movement for the United
Nations, a nbngovernmental organization in
general consultative status

Jointwritten statement submitted b\ -Haq, Law

in the Service of Man and BADIL Resource Cent
for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights; r
governmental organizations épecial consultative
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A/HRC/38/NGOA20

A/HRC/38/NGO121

A/HRC/38/NGOA22

A/HRC/38/NGOA23

A/HRC/38/NGOL24

status

Written statement submitted lnited Nations
Watch, a norgovernmental organization in speci:
consultative status

Written statement submitted Byssociation
Mauritanienne pour la prometh du droit, a non
governmental organization in special consultativ:
status

Jointwritten statement submitted ke Womeigs
Human Rights International Association, France
Libertés : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, ron
governmental orgamations in special consultative
status, Mouvement contre le racisme et pour
|Gamitié entre les peuples, a hongovernmental
organization on the roster

Jointwritten statement submitted kye Pont, ABC
Tamil Oli, Action of Human Movemer{fAHM),
Alliance Creative Community Project, Associatio
Bharathi Centre Culturel Frandamoul,
Association Burkinabé pour la Survie demfance,
ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS
EN FRANCE, Association des étudiants tamouls
de France, Association Mauwaitienne pour la
promotion du droit, Association pour les Victimes
Du Monde, Association Solidarité Internationale
pour BAfrique (SIA), Association Thendral,
Integrated Youth Empowermen€Common
Initiative Group (I.Y.E.i C.1.G.), Léobservatoire
mauritanen des droits délilomme et de la
démocratie, Society for Development and
Community Empowerment, Tamil Uzhagam,
Tourner La Page, negovernmental organizations
in special consultative status

Jointwritten statement submitted hye Pont, ABC
Tamil Oli, Action of Human Movement (AHM),
Alliance Creative Community Project, Associatio
Bharathi Centre Culturel Frandamoul,
Association Burkinabé pour la Survie demfance,
ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS
EN FRANCE, Association des étudia tamouls
de France, Association Mauritanienne pour la
promotion du droit, Association pour les Victimes
Du Monde, Association Solidarité Internationale
pour BAfrique (SIA), Association Thendral,
Integrated Youth Empowermen€Common
Initiative Group (IY.E.T C.I1.G.), Léobservatoire
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A/HRC/38/NGOA25

A/HRC/38/NGOL26

A/HRC/38/NGOA27

A/HRC/38/NGOA28

A/HRC/38/NGOL29
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mauritanien des droits déhbmme et de la
démocratie, Society for Development and
Community Empowerment, Tamil Uzhagam,
Tourner La Page, negovernmental organizations
in special consultative status

Joirt written statement submitted lilie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, Union of Arab Jurists,
nongovernmental organizations in special
consultative status, International Educational
Development, Inc., World Peace Council, aon
governmental organizations on the roster

Jointwritten statement submitted ke
International Organizain for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, Union of Arab Jurists,
nongovernmental organizations in special
consultative statusnternational Educational
Development, Inc., World Peace Council, non
governmental organizations on the roster

Jointwritten statement submitted tikie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discriminatio (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru", International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, norgovernmental organizations in
special consultative status, International
Educational Development, Inc., World Peace
Council, nongovernmentborganizations on the
roster

Jointwritten statement submitted tikie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI MRI International
Association, Union of Arab Jurists,
nongovernmental organizations in special
consultative status, International Educational
Development, Inc., World Peace Council, non
governmental organizations on the roster

Jointwrittenstatement submitted e
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International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, nofgovernmental organizatiofs
special consultative status, International
Educational Development, Inc., World Peace
Council, nongovernmental organizations on the
roster

A/HRC/38/NGOL30 4 Jointwritten statement submitted tiie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD)),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, nofgovernmental organizations in
special consultative status, International
Educational Development, Inc., WdrPeace
Council, nongovernmental organizations on the
roster

A/HRC/38/NGOA31 3 Jointwritten statement submitted tiie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, Intertianal
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, norgovernmental organizations in
special consultative status, International
Educational Development, Inc., World Peace
Council, nongovernmental organizations on the
roster

A/HRC/38/NGOL32 10  Jointwritten statement submitted tiie
International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination (EAFORD),
Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”, International
Lawyers.Org, IUS PRIMI VIRI International
Association, norgovernmental @yanizations in
special consultative status, International
Educational Development, Inc., World Peace
Council, nongovernmental organizations on the
roster

A/HRC/38/NGOA33 4 Written statement submitted Brst Modern Agro.
Tools- Common Initiative Group
(FI.MO.AT.C.1.G), a nongovernmental
organization in special consultative status

A/HRC/38/NGOL34 3 Written statement submitted Byssociation
Bharathi Centre Culturel Frandamoul, a non
governmental organization in special consultativi

173



A/HRC/38/2

174

Documents issued in tm@ngovernmental organizatioseries

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/3§NGO/M35

A/HRC/38/NGOL36

A/HRC/3§NGOA37

A/HRC/38/NGOA38

A/HRC/38/NGOL39

A/HRC/38/NGO140

A/HRC/38/NGO141

A/HRC/38/NGOL42

A/HRC/38/NGO144

A/HRC/38/NGOL45

status

Written statement submitted Byamil Uzhagam, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Written statement submitted Byamil Uzhagam, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative status

Jointwritten statement submitted Byamil
Uzhagam, ABC Tamil Oli, Alliance Creative
Community Project, Association Bharathi Centre
Culturel FranceTamoul, Association Burkinabé
pour la Survie deEnfance, ASSOCIATION
CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS ENFRANCE,
Association des étudiants tamouls de France,
Association Mauritanienne pour la promotion du
droit, Association pour les Victimes Du Monde,
Association Solidarité Internationale pour
|GAfrique (SIA), Association Thendral, Le Pont,
L&bservatoire maitanien des droits déHomme
et de la démocratie, Society for Development an
Community Empowerment, Tourner La Page,Nnc
governmental organizations in special consultati
status

Written statement submitted ltiye Jssor Youth
Organiation, a horgovernmental organization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted llye Al-Ayn Social
Care Foundation, a negpvernmental organizatior
in special consultative status

Written statemergubmitted bythe International
Humanist and Ethical Union, a ngovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Bymnesty
International, a noigovernmental organization in
special consultative dizs

Written statement submitted Itiye International
Humanist and Ethical Union, a ngovernmental
organization in special consultative status

Written statement submitted Bymnesty
International, a noigovernmentabrganization in
special consultative status

Written statement submitted Bymnesty
International, a noigovernmental organization in
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special consultative status

A/HRC/38/NGOL46 3 Written statement submitted Bynnesty
Internationala norgovernmental organization in
special consultative status

A/HRC/38/NGOL148 3 Written statement submitted llye Norwegian

Refugee Council, a negovernmental organizatior
in special consultative status
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Special procedures mandate holds appointed by the
Human Rights Council at itsthirty -eighth session

Special Rapporteur on the issue of human rights obligations relating to the enjoyment
of a safe, clean, healthy and sustainable environment

David R. Boyd (Canada)

Special Rapporteur onthe situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran
Javaid Rehman (Pakistan)

Working Group on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and
other business enterprises (member from African States)

Githu Muigai (Kenya)

Working Group on the issue of human rights and transnational corporations and
other business enterprises (member from Eastern European States)

Elzbieta Karska (Poland)

Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and
impeding the exercge of the right of peoples to selfietermination (member from
Western European and other States)

Sorcha Macleod (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland)




