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Part One
Resolutions, deaions and Presidents statemat adopted by
the Human Rights Council at its thirty -sixth session

Resolutions

Resolution Title Date of adoption

36/1 Composition of staff of the Office of the United Nations High 28 September

Commissioner for Human Rights 2017
36/2 Mission by the @fice of the United Nations High Commissioner29 September
for Human Rights to improve the human rights situatdod 2017
accountability in Burundi
36/3 The use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights 28 September
impeding the exercise of the rightpéoples to selfletermination 2017
36/4 Mandate of the Independent Expert on the promotion of a 28 September
democratic and equitable international order 2017
36/5 Unaccompanied migrant children and adolescents and human28 September
rights 2017
36/6 Enforced or involuntary disappearances 28 September
2017
36/7 Special Rapporteur on the promotion of truth, justice, reparatic28 September
and guarantees of nagacurrence 2017
36/8 The full enjoyment of human rights by all women and gid 28 September

the systematic mainstreaming of a gender perspective into the2017
implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Developrr

36/9 The right to development 28 September
2017

36/10 Human rights and unilateral coercive measures 28 Septenber
2017

36/11 Mandate of the opeanded intergovernmental working group t028 Septemér
elaborate the content of an international regulatory framework2017
the regulation, monitoring and oversight of the activities of priv
military and security companies

36/12 World Programme for Human Rights Education 28 September
2017

36/13 Mental health and human rights 28 September
2017

36/14 Human rights and indigenous peoples 28 September
2017

36/15 Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the implicationfifionan 28 September
rights of the environmentally sound management and disposa2017
hazardous substances and wastes
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Resolution Title Date of adoption
36/16 Human rights in the administration of justice, including juvenile29 September
justice 2017
36/17 The question of the death [ty 29 September
2017
36/18 Conscientious objection to military service 29 September
2017
36/19 Renewal of the mandate of the Commission of Inquiry on Buri29 September
2017
36/20 The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab Republic 29 September
2017
36/21 Cooperation with the United Nations, its representatives and 29 September
mechanisms in the field of human rights 2017
36/22 Promotion and protection of the human rights of peasants and29 September
other people working in rural areas 2017
36/23 Mandate of the Working Group of Experts on People of Africai29 September
Descent 2017
36/24 From rhetoric to reality: a global call for concrete action agains29 September
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intoleran2017
36/25 Technical assistance and capatitylding in the field of human 29 September
rightsin the Central African Republic 2017
36/26 Technical assistance and capaditylding to improve human 29 September
rights in the Sudan 2017
36/27 Assistance to Somalia the field of human rights 29 September
2017
36/28 Enhancement of technical cooperation and capdeiilging in 29 September
the field of human rights 2017
36/29 Promoting international cooperation to support national humar29 September
rights follow-up systems, ppcesses and related mechanisms, ai2017
their contribution to the implementation of the 2030 Agenda fo
Sustainable Development
36/30 Technical assistance and capaditylding in the field of human 29 September
rights in the Democratic Republic of tR®mngo 2017
36/31 Human rights, technical assistance and capduwitiding in 29 September
Yemen 2017
36/32 Advisory services and technical assistance for Cambodia 29 September

2017
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Decisions

Decision Title Date of adoption
36/101  Outcomeof the universal periodic review: Bahrain 21 September 201°
36/102  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Ecuador 21 September 201’
36/103  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Tunisia 21 September 201’
36/104  Outcome of the universal periodicview: Morocco 21 September 201’
36/105  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Indonesia 21 September 201°
36/106  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Finland 21 September 201°

36/107  Outcome of the universal periodic review: United Kingdom of 21 September 201"
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

36/108  Outcome of the universal periodic review: India 21 September 201°
36/109 Outcome of the universal periodic review: Brazil 21 September 201"
36/110 Outcome of the universal periodic review: Plplipes 22 September 201°
36/111 Outcome of the universal periodic review: Algeria 22 September 201°
36/112  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Poland 22 September 201°
36/113  Outcome of the universal periodic review: Netherlands 22 September 201°
36/114  Outcome of the universal periodic review: South Africa 22 September 201°

36/115 Extension of the mandate of the independent international fac29 September 201’
finding mission on Myanmar

Presidents statement

Presidends
statement Title Date ofadoption

36/1 Reports of the Advisory Committee 29 September 2017
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Part Two
Summary of proceedings

Organizational and procedural matters

Opening and duration of the session

1. The Human Rights Council held itisirty-sixth session at the Uniteations Office
at Geneva fronil to 29 SeptembeR017. The President of th@ouncilopened the session.

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 %@ organizational meeting
of thethirty-sixth session was held &8 August2017.

3. The thirty-sixth session consisted @2 meetings overl5 days (see paragrapil
below).

Attendance

4, The session was attended by representativ8satés Membersf the Human Rights
Council observer States of the Council, observers for-Member States of the United
Nations and other observers, as well as observers for United Nations entities, specialized
agencies and related organizations, intergovernmentanizations and other entities,
national human rights institutions and rgovernmental organizations (see annex I).

Agenda and programme of work

5. At the 1st meeting, oril September 207, the Human Rights Council adopted the
agenda and programme obrk of thethirty-sixth session.

Organization of work

6. At the 1st meeting, on1lSeptember 201The President ferred to the introduction

of a webbasedonline system for inscription on the lists of speakers for all general debates,
individual andclustered interactive dialogues at the thsiyth session of the Human
Rights Council. He also referred to the modalities and schedule of the online inscription,
which was launched on 6 SeptemBeéd.7.

7. At the same meeting, the President outlined gpeaking time modalities applied
during the thirtyfifth session of the Human Rights Council, which will also be applied
during the thirtysixth session. The speaking time for the interactive dialogues with special
procedures mandate holders and panelsldvba two minutes for States Members of the
Council, observer States and otbéservers

8. Also at the same meeting, the President outlined the speaking time for the general
debates, which would be 2 minutes and 30 seconds for States Members ofrthié &wal
1 minute and 30 seconds for observer States and other observers.
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9. Also at the same meeting, the President referred to the modalities concerning the
tabling of draft proposals after the tabling deadline. At the organizational meeting of the
thirty-sixth 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. At the 22rd meeting, on21 September2017, the Preglent outlined the speaking

time modalities for the consideration of the outcomes of the universal periodic review under

agenda item 6, which would be 20 minutes for the State concerned to present its views;

where appropriate, 2 minutes for the nationahlaun r i ghts i nstitution with A
State concerned; up to 20 minutes for States Members of the Council, observer States and

United Nations agencies to express their views on the outcome of the review, with varying

speaking times according to thember of speakers in accordance with the modalities set

out in the Appendix to Council resolution 16/21; and up to 20 minutes for stakeholders to

make general comments on the outcome of the review.

Meetings and documentation

11. The Human Rights Caowil held 42 fully serviced meetings during itkirty-sixth
sessiort.

12.  The list of the resolutions decisionsand Preside@ statementadopted by the
Councilis contained irpart one of the present report.

Visits

13. At the 1st meeting, on 11 Septber 2017 the following dignitaries delivered
statements to the Human Rights Council: the Minister for Foreign Affairs of Qatar, Sheikh
Mohammed Bin Abdulrahman bin JassimRani; the Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Bolivarian Republic of Venezuelalorge Arreaza Montserrathe Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Finland, Timo Soinithe State Minister for the Commonwealth and the United
Nations of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Lord Ahmad of
Wimbledon; and the Vice Ministeof Institutional and Consular Management of the
Plurinational State of Bolivia, Carmen Almendras.

14. At the 2ndmeeting, on the same day, the President of the Cambodian Human Rights
Committee, Keo Remy, delivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

15. At the 5th meeting, on 12 September 2017, Mimister of Justice of Burkin&aso,
Bessolé Réné Bagoro, delivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

16. At the 7thmeeting, on 13 September 2017, the Secre&myeral of the Association
of SoutheasAsian Nations (ASEAN), Le Luong Minand the Minister of Human Rights
of Yemen,Mohammed Muhsen Askadglivered statemesto the Human Rights Council.

17. At the 35th meeting, on 27 September 2017, the President of the Central African
Republic, Faustilirchange Touadera, delivered a statement to the Human Rights Council.

11 The proceedings of the thirgixth session of the Human Rights Council can be followed through
the United Nations archived Webcasts of the Council sessions (http://webtv.un.org).
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G. Election of members of the Human Rights Council Advisory Committee

18. At its 42nd meeting, on 29 September 20ihe Human Right€ouncil elected,
pursuant to its resolutions 5/Iah 16/21, seven experts to the Human Rights Council
Advisory Committee. The Council had before it a note by the Seci€mngral
(A/HRC/36/17 and Add.1l)containing the nomination of candidates for election, in
accordance with Council decision 6/102, ahd biographical data of the candidatéee
annex V)

H. Selection and appointment of mandate holders

19. At its 42nd meeting, on 28eptember 201 7the HumarRights Council appointed
sevenspecial procedures mandate holders in accordance with Cousaliititens 5/1 and
16/21 and itglecision 6/102 (see ann¥}.

I. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Reports of the Advisory Committee

20. At the 42nd meeting, on29 September 201the President of the Human Rights
Council introduced drafPresidens statement A/HRC/3B.65.

21. At the same meeting, the draft Presidestatementwas adopted by the Council
(PRST ®/1).

J. Adoption of the report of the session

22. At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 20thg VicePresident and Rapporteuf o
the Human Rights Council made a statement in connection with the draft report of the
Council on its thirtysixth session.

23. At the same meeting, the Human Rights Councibpaed the draft report
(A/JHRC/36/2) ad referendum and decided to entrust thepBepur with its finalization.

24. Also at the same meeting, the President of the Human Rights Council made a
closing statement.

10
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[I.  Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights and reports of the Office of the High
Commissionerand the SecretaryGeneral

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

25. At the Ist meeting, on 1 September 201 the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights made a statement providing an update of the activitiesQifibes

26. At the4th andsth meeting, on 12 September 201the Human RightsCouncil held
a general debate on tbeal update by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of &es Members of the Human Rights Council:
Bangladesh, Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, China, Croatia,
Cuba, Ecuador, Egyptlsoon behalf of the Group dhe Arab States),Egypt (also on
behalf of Algeria, Bangladesh, BelarBolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba, Ecuador,
Egypt, Malaysia, Nicaragua, Pakistan, the Philippines, the Russian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, the United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of), Viet Nam and
Zimbabwe), El Salvador, Estonfa(also on behalf of the European UnioBosnia and
Herzegovina, Liechtenstein, Montenegro and the former Yugoslav Republic of Madedonia
Ethiopia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, India, Indoneaiaolon behalf of the Association
of Southeast Asian Natig) Iraq, Japan, LatviaMorocco (also on behalf ofBahrain,
Burundi, the Central African Republic, Comoros, Cét@wbire, Gabon, Guinea, Jordan,
Kuwait, Oman, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal tredJUnited Arab Emiratés Netherlands,
Nicaragud (also on behalf of Ryeria, Angola, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba,
Ecuador, Mozambique, Namibia, Nigeria, South Africa, Tibeste the United Republic
of Tanzania, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and ZimbghWégeria, Norway (also
on behalf of Albania, Andora, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Benin, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,dvoteed
Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Hditpnduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, MexiMonaco,
Montenegro, Mozambique, the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Paraguay,
Poland, Portugal, the Republic of @&, Romania, Rwanda, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, Tiheste, Togo, Ukraine, the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, the United States of America, Uruguay and
Zambig, Pakistaf(alsoon behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Paraguay,
Paraguay (also on behalf @frgentina, Brazil, Canada Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Guatemala, Hondura®exico, Panama and PeruPhilippines, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of
Korea, Rwandaalsoon behalf ofthe European Uniomirgentina, Australia, Bangladesh,
Belgium, Bosniaand Herzegovina, Botswary Canada, Chile, Costa Rica, t€@fvoire,
Czeclia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Ghana, Liberia, Guatemala, Hungary, Italy,
Japan, Liechtensin, Luxembourg, Mali, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambiqtiee Netherlands,

2 Observe of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
3 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

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

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

11
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New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Sudan, Spain, Sweden, Swititezland,
United Repubkl of Tanzaniathe United Kingdomof Great Britain and Northern Ireland

the United Statesof America and Uruguay),Saudi Arabia Slovenia South Africa
Switzerland Tunisig Tunisia(on behalf of theGroup of African States)Jnited Kingdom

of Great Britin and Northern IrelandJnited States of America/enezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic offon behalf of the Nomligned
Movemeny;

(b)  Representatives of observer Statafghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Armenia,
Australia, Azrbaijan, Bahrain, Benin, Cambodia, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile,
Costa Rica, Czechia, Democratic Pe@plRepublic of Korea, Denmark, Estonia, France,
Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait
Lesotho, Libya, Liechtenstein, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mexico, Montenegarocco,
Myanmar, Nepal, Nicaragu®oland, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation, Senegal,
Singapore, South Sudan, Spain, Sudameden,Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Tunke
Uganda, Ukraine, Uruguay, Viet Nam, Zambia;

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizationdABC Tamil Oli; Action
internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des Grands Lacs (also on
behalf of Comité International pour le Respectédpplication de la Charte Africaine des
Droits de 8Homme et des Peuples (CIRAC) and Organisation Internationale pour le
Développement Intégral de la Femm@)rica Culture Internationale; African Regional
Agricultural Credit Association; Alsalam Foundat; American Association of Jurists (also
on behalf of Asociacion Espafiola para el Derecho Internacional de los Derechos Humanos;
France Libertes: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand; International Association of Democratic
Lawyers (IADL); Indian Council of Sabh America (CISA); International Educational
Development, Inc.; International Fellowship of Reconciliation; International Youth and
Student Movement for the United Nations; Internatieeavyers.Org; and Liberation);
Americans for Democracy & Human Righits Bahrain Inc; Asian Forum for Human
Rights and Development; Asian Legal Resource Centre; Association Bharathi Centre
Culturel FranceTamoul; Association for the Protection of Women and Chil@rdrights
(APWCR); Association Thendral; BADIL Resource Cerftar Palestinian Residency and
Refugee Rights; Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies; Canners International Permanent
Committee; Center for Environmental and Management Studies; Center for Organisation
Research and Education; CIVICUSVorld Alliance r Citizen Participation; Commission
africaine des promoteurs de la santé et des droitéhdenine; Commission to Study the
Organization of Peace; Conectas Direitos Humanos (also on behalf of Centro de Estudios
Legales y Sociales (CELS) Asociacién Civilpnseil International pour le soutien a des
proces équitables et aux Droits dddmme; European Union of Public Relations; Human
Rights Watch; Indian Council of South America (CISA); Indigenous People of Africa
Coordinating Committee; International Assat@dn for Democracy in Africa; International
Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADL); International Buddhist Relief Organisation;
International Career Support Association; International Commission of Jurists;
International Federation for Human Rights Leas), International Movement Against All
Forms of Discrimination and Racism (IMADR); International Muslim Wofsebnion;
International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination;
International Service for Human Rights; InternatibLawyers.Org; Liberation;
Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation;
Economique Internationale OCAPROCE Internationale; Pan African Union for Science
and Technology; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des dieitBhomme; Russian
Peace Foundation; Society for Threatened Peoples; Tamil Uzhagam; Tourner la page;
United Nations Watch; United Schools International; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik;
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Victorious Youths Movement; Villages Unis (United Villages); WoHdvironment and
Resources Council (WERC); World Evangelical Alliance; World Muslim Congress.

27. At the 6th meeting,on 12 September 201 Gtatemertt in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatsvef Azerbaijan,Bahrain, China, the Denocratic
Peoplés Republic of Koredndia, JapanPakistanthe Philippines, Ukrainand Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of

28. At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply were made by
the representatives tfe Democratic Pedgs Republic of Korea and Japan

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

29. At the 12th meeting, onl5 September 204 the United Nations Deputy High
Commissioner for Human Rightsresented thmatic reportsof the OHCHR and the
SecretaryGeneralunder agenda items 2 and5.

30. At the 12th meeting, on 15 September 2017, and at the 13th anudetithgs on 18
September 2017, theluman RightsCouncil held a general debate on thematic reports
under agenda items 2 and@esented by the United Nations Deputy High Commissioner
for Human Rightgseechapter Ill,sectionE).

31. At the 21st meeting, on @ September 2074 the Assistant Secretageneral for
Human Rights presented thematic reports of the OHCHR and the &@g&eneral under
agenda items 2 and 5.

32. At the same meetingnd at the 26th and 27th meetings, on 22 September 2017, the
Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda item 5

33. At the 37th meeting, on 28&eptember 2017, the United Nations Digptiigh
Commissioner for Human Rights presented country reports of the Office of the High
Commissioner and the Secreta@gneral submitted under agenda items 2 and 10

34. At the same meeting, and at the 38th meeting, on the same day, the Human Rights
Courtil held a general debate umdggenda item 10 (see chapterséction F).

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Composition of staff of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights

35. At the 39th meeting, on 28 Septber 2017, the representative of Cuba introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.1,sponsored by Cuba and -sponsored byBolivia
(Plurinational State of), China, Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Nicaragua,
Panama,he Philippines, Qatar and Vengela (Bolivarian Republic af)Subsequently,
Angola, Bangladesh, Belarus, Botswana, the Democratic ReoRlepublic of Korea,
Ecuador, Honduras, Indonesia, Malaysia, Maldives, the Russian Federation, South Africa,
Sri Lanka and Thailanpbined the spongs.

36. At the same meeting, the representativekaifia (on behalf of thenember States
of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights Cougraiild Japammade
statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft i@solut

37. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatiedvid, a recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolution. The voting was as follows:

13
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In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Cogo, Céte dvoire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa,
Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (BoligarRepublic of)

Against
Albania’, Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Netherlands, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Togo

38.  The draft resolution was adopted B¢ votesto 15, with 1 abstentiofresolution
36/1).

Mission by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to
improve the human rights situation and accountability in Burundi

39. At the 3th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of Tunisia (on behalf
of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/LsBB8nsored by
Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of African States)

40. At the same meetinghe representate of Tunisiaorally revised the draft resolution.

41. Also & the same meeting, the representative of Burundi made a statement as the
State concerned.

42.  In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of theHuman Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution. The Chief of the Programme
Support and Management Services of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights maala statement in relation to the budgetary iogtlons of the draft
resolution as orally revised.

43. At the same meeting, the representativekat¥ia (on behalf of thenember States

of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights CoQresitl the United
States of Americanade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the
draft resolutionas orally revised

44.  Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatieved, a recorded
vote was taken on the draesolution as orally revisedThe voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, Burundi, China, Congo,
Céte dlvoire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Ghana, India,
Irag, Kenya, Nigeria, Saudi Ara) South Africa, Togo, Tunisia, United
Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

7 The representative dflbaniasubsequently stated that there hadbeen@ r r or i n the del egation
and that it had intended &bstain fronthevote onthe draft text
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Albania, Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Latvia, Netherlands,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Switzerland, United Kingdom of
Great Britan and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Botswana, Indonesia, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Panama, Paraguay,
Philippines, Qatar

45,  The draft resolutionas orally revisedwas adopted by23 votesto 14, with 9
abstentiongresolution 3&2).
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[ll. Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil, political,
economic, social and cultural rights, including the right to
development

A. Panels

Biennial panel discussion on the issue of unilateral coercive measures and human
rights

46. At the 10th meeting, on 14 September 2017, pursuant to Human Rights Council

resolution 27/21 and its corrigendum and 34/13, the Council held its biennial panel

di scussion with a focus on the theme MAResources
accountabi y and reparationso.

47. The Director of the Thematic Engagement, Special Procedures and Right to
Development Division, Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
made aropening statement for the panel. The Ambassador and Permanmeaté&teative

of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela to the United Nations Office and other
international organizations in Geneva, Jorge Valero, moderated the discussion for the panel.

48. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statements:Sgeeial
Rapporteur on the negative impact of unilateral coercive measures on the enjoyment of
human rights, Idriss Jazairy; the Vigector and Head of the International Law
Department, International University "MITSO", Minsk, Belarus, Alena Douhan; the
Member of the Human Rights Council Advisory Committee, Jean Ziegler; and the
Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order,
Alfred De Zayas. The Council divided the panel discussion into two slots.

49.  During the ensug panel discussion for the first slot, at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panellists questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBwotiia
(Plurinational State of), ChinaCuba (also on behalbf Algeria, Belarus, Bolivia
(Plurinational State offDemocratic Peopfis Republic of Korea, Ecuador, Egypt, Malaysia,
Nicaragua, Pakistan, Philippines, Sudan, Uganda, VenezuelagBah Republic of), Viet
Nam andzZimbabwe), EcuadorEgypt, Egypt, (alsoon behalf of the Groupf Arab State$,
Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Qatar, Tunisia (on behalf
of the Group of African States), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (on behalf of the Non
Aligned Movement);

(b) Representates of observer Statedran (Islamic Republicof), Russian
Federation;

(c)  Observer for a national human rights institution: National Human Rights
Committee of Qatar;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsJnited Nations Watch;
Verein Sudwinl Entwicklungspolitik.

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

51.  During the discussion for the second slot, at the same meeting, the following made
statements and asked the panellisissgions:

16



A/HRC/36/2

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Counagjl:
United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Repubfig

(b) Representatives of observer Statgeria, Fiji, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Sudan,
Zimbabwe;

(c) Observers for ne-governmental organization§€onseil International pour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux DroitéHttanime; Iraqgi Development Organization;
Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development (also on behalf of Eastern Sudan Women
Development Organizati).

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

Annual half-day discussion on the human rights of indigenous peoples

53. At the 19th meeting, on 20 September 2017, pursuant to Human Rights Council
resolutions 8/8 and 33/13, the Council held a hdHy panel discussion with a focus on the
theme fATenth anniversary of the adoption of
of I ndigenous Peopl eso.

54.  TheUnited Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Réghade an opening
statement for the paneChairRapporteur of the Expert Mechanism on the Rights of
Indigenous Peoples, Albert Kwokwo Barumegderated the discussion for the panel.

55. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statem@atsdnator, Red de
Jovenes Indigenas de América Latina, Dali Angatl Attorney at Indian Law Resource
Center, Karla General

56. The ensuing panel discussion was divided into two slots, which were held at the
same meeting, on the same day. During the fimgaking slot, the following made
statements and asked the panellists questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Co@mnattil
China, Paraguay, Philippines;

(b) Representative of observer StatesAustralia, CanadaPenmark (alsoon
behalf of Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden), Gre€cmatemala, Mexico

(c) Observer for a United Nations entity, specialized agency and related
organization: United Nations Population Fund (UNFPA);

(d)  Observer fomnintergovernmental organizatioBuropean Union;
(e)  Observer for a national human rights institutibefensor del Pueblo;

() Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAmnesty International;
Conselho Indigenista Missionario CIMI.

57. At the end of the first slot, at the same magtithe panellists answered questions
and made comments.

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

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoButiNia
(Plurinational State of), Ecuador, United States of Ao@erienezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

(b)  Representatives of observer Staté€3hile, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Lesotho, Malaysia, Mongolia, Russian Federation, Spain, Holy See
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(c) Observes for United Nations entiés specialized agemgs and related
organizatios: International Fund for Agricultural Development (IFAD), United Nations
Development Programme (UNDP);

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Australian Human Rights
Commissionby video messagg)

(e) Observers for nogovernmatal organizationsCIVICUS - World Alliance
for Citizen Participation; Defence for Children International; Indian Council of South
America (CISA).

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

60. Also at the samameeting, Grand Chief of the Confederacy of Treaty Six First
Nations, Wilton Littlechild, made concluding remarks.

Panel discussion on the impact of multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination
and violence in the context of racism, racial discrimiation, xenophobia and related
intolerance on the full enjoyment of all human rights by women and girls

61 At the 30th meeting, on 25 September 2017, Pursuant to Human Rights Council
resolution 32/17 and further to the High Commissiéeeport A/HRC/35/Q, the Council

held a panel discussion on the impact of multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination
and violence in the context of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related
intolerance on the full enjoyment of all human rights by womehgrhs.

62. TheUnited Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Righésie aropening
statement for the paneThe Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Brazil to the
United Nations Office and other international organizations in Geneva, Mariardtlaz
Farani Azevédo, moderated the discussion for the panel.

63. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statemtm@sviember of the
Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Hilary Gbedemah; the
Chairperson of the Comméit on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, Anastasia
Crickley; the Professor at the Department of Economy of University of M@bdegmbia,
Carlos Augusto Viafara Lopez; arde Researcher at the United Nations Youth Delegate
for Belgium in 2015 and@.6, Warda EKaddouri.

64. 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 questions:

(&) Representativesf States Members of the Human Rights Coun&ilistrig®
(also on behalf of Croatia and Slovenia), Colorfifddso on behalf of Argentina, Brazil,
Paraguay and Uruguay), Pakistaion behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation),
Portugal (on behalbf the Community of Portuguespeaking Countries), Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States), United Arab Emirates;

(b)  Representative of observer Statestsrael, Italy, Malaysia, Montenegro,
Spain

(c) Observer fomnintergovernmental organitian: European Union

8 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
9 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf oftdesnd observer States.
10 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Population and Development; Friends World Committee for Consultation; International
Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism (IMADR); Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik.

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

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

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rightsnotou
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Ecuador, Georgia, India, Iraq, Saudi Arabia,
Tunisia;

(b) Representatives of observer Sta®slgaria, Burkina Faso, Canada, Greece,
Libya, Maldives, Mexico, Pakistan, Sierra Lephimly See

(c) Observes for nongovernmental organization€onseil International pour le
soutien a des proces équitables et aux Droitstdenime; International Organization for
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Organization for the
Right toEducation and Freedom of Education (OIDEL).

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

Interactive dialogue with special proceduresnandate holders

Working Group on enforced or involuntary disappearances

68. At the 1st meeting, on 1 September 2017the ChairperseRapporteur of the
Working Group on enforced or involuntary disappearances, Hourildssi, presented the
Working Groups repors (A/HRC/36/39 and Add-B).

69. At the same meeting, the repretstives ofAlbaniamadea statement as the State
concerned.

70. During the ensuing interactive dialoguat the 1st and 2nd meetings, on 11
September 2017the following made statements and asked the Chairp&tapporteur
guestions:

(@) Representatives @tates Members of the Human Rights Courigélgium,
China, Egypt, Irag,Japan,Latvia, ParaguayPhilippines,Portugal,South Africa Tunisia,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ¢f)

(b) Representatives of observer Stat@smenia, Bahrain, Benin, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Cyprus, France, Greece, Iran (Islamic Republic of),Libya, Maldives,
MontenegroMorocco,Nepal,PakistanRussian Federatiogudan Ukraing

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmentafanization European Union

(d)  Observers for nogovernmetal organizationsAmericans for Democracy &
Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Article 19International Centre Against Censorship, The;
Asian Legal Resource Centr€entro de Estudios Legales y Sociales (CELS) Asociacion
Civil; Colombian Commission of Jurist€omisiéon Mexicana de Defensa y Promocién de
los Derechos Humanos, Asociacion Civil; Conseil International pour le soutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits déHomme; Franciscans International; International Commission
of Jurists; United Nations Wel; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; Womén
International League for Peace and Freedom.
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71. At the 2nd meeting, on 1 September 201the ChairpersceiRapporteur answered
guestions and made her concluding remarks.

72. At the 3rd meeting, on the same d#ye statement in exercise of the right of reply
wasmade by the representative of the Russian Fedaratio

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

73.  Atthe 1st meeting, on 11 September 2(h@&, Special Rapporteur on the promotion
of truth, justice, reparation and guarantees of-remurrence, Pablo De Greiff, presented
his repors (A/HRC/36/50and Add.1).

74. During the ensimg interactive dialogueat the 1st and 2nd meetings, on 11
Septembe 2017, the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur
questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBedtgium,
China,Egypt, Iraq, Latvia, ParaguaySouth Africa,Switzerland,Tunisia @lsoon behalf of
the Goup of African States)United States of AmericaJruguay (also on behalf of
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Colombiand Costa Rica)enezuela (Bolivarian Republic ¢f)

(b) Representatives of observer Statdgmenia, Australia, Austria, Benin,
Burkina FasoColombia,France Greeceltaly, Iran (Islamic Republic of)Morocco,Nepal,
PakistanRussian Federatiogierra LeoneSweden

(c)  Observer fomnintergovernmental organizatioBuropean Union

(d)  Observer for a national human rights instituti@Qunsdé National des Droits
de BHomme du Maroc;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationg\ssociation for Defending
Victims of Terrorism; Colombian Commission of Jurists; Comisién Mexicana de Defensa y
Promocion de los Derechos Humanos, Asociacionl;C@onseil International pour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droits@denime; Franciscans International;
International Educational Development, I(also on behalf of Ensemble contre la peine de
mort and the Association for Human Rights inr#éigtan of Irani Geneva) Lutheran
World Federation; United Nations Watch; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik

75. At the 2nd meeting, on 11 September 2017, 8pecial Rapporteur answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.

Independent Expert onthe enjoyment of all human rights by older persons

76. At the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017, the Independent Expert on the
enjoyment of all human rights by older persons, Rosa KorMeltle, presented her repsrt
(A/HRC/36/48 and Add D).

77. At thesame meeting, the representativé Namibiaand Singapre made statemest
as the Statgeconcerned.

78.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017
and at the 5th and the 6th meetings 12 September 2017, the follmg made statements
and asked the Independent Expert questions:

11 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
BangladeshBotswana,Brazil, Brazil (also on behalf ofArgentina, Austria, El Salvador,
Montenegro, Namibia, Philippines, Ragal, Singapore, Slovenia, Tunisia and Uruguay
China, Ecuador, Egypt, Germany, India, Iraq, Japan, Pakig@iso on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Paraguay, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Slovenia,
South Africa, Tunisia (also on éhalf of the Group ofAfrican State} United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan
Benin, Chile, Greece, Isradlesotho,Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, Montenegro, Morocco,
Russian Federation, Sierra Leone, Sudan, Thailand, Viet Nam;

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmentabanization European Union;

(d)  Observers for national human hig institutions: Conseil National des Droits
de BHomme du MarocNational Human Rights Commission of Korea (on behalElwbal
Alliance of National Human Rights Institution@y videomessagg

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Gradeiat Women
International; HelpAge International; International Longevity Center Global Alliance (also
on behalf of International Network for the Prevention of Elder Abu&#)eration;
Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droits deonhme; Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik

79.  Atthe 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017, and at the 6th meeting, on 12 September
2017, the Independent Expert answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

80. At the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017, the representafive@stements in
exercise of the right of reply were made by the representatives of Qatar, the United Arab
Emirates (also on behalf of Bahrain, Egypt and Saudi Arabia) and the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela.

Special Rapporteur on the human right to safarinking water and sanitation

81. At the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017, the Special Rapporteur on the human
right to safe drinking water and sanitation, Léo Heller, presented his report (A/HRC/36/45
and Add.1, Add.2).

82.  Atthe same meeting, the regentatives of Mexico and Portugal made statements as
the States concerned.

83. Also at the same meetinthe National Human Rights Commission of Mexity
video messagend the Portuguese Ombudsnmaade statements.

84.  During the ensuing interactivealogue, at the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017
and at the 5th and the 6th meetings on 12 September 2017, the following made statements
and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Bangladsh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, China, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Germany, Hungary, India, Iraq, Kyrgyzst&akistan® (also on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Cooperatiorfjaudi Arabia, Slovenia, South Africa, Switzerland,
Tunisia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

12 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking emalf of Member and observer States.
13 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(b)  Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Azerbaijan, Benin, Burkina Faso,
Chile, Djibouti, Fiji, Finland, France, Greece, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Morocco, Pakistan, PeB&erbia,Sierra Leone Spain, Sudan, Holy
See, State of Palestine;

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

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Alsalam Fouthola (also on
behalf of Americans for Democrady Human Rights in Bahrailnc); Association pour
I@ntégration et le Développement Durable au Burundi; Center for Organisation Research
and Education; Franciscans International; Global Institute for Waterrdiment and
Health; Graduate Women International; Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating
Committee; International Association for Democracy in Africa; luventluiberation;
Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droits deonime; Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik; World Erironment and Resources Council.

85. At the 3rd meeting, on 11 September 2017, and at the 6th meeting, on 12 September
2017, the Special Rapporteur answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

86. At the 6th meeting, on 12 Bember 2017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatives of Armenia, Azerbaijan and Israel.

Working Group on arbitrary detention

87. At the 6th meeting, on 12 September 2017, the ChairpdRapporteur of the
Working Goup on arbitrary detention, José Guevara, presented the Working &Sroup
reports (A/HRC/36/37, Add.12).

88. At the same meeting, the representatives of Azerbaijan and United States of America
made statements as the States concerned.

89.  During the ensuig interactive dialogue, at the 6th meeting, on 12 September 2017,
and at the 7th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the following made statements and asked the
ChairpersorRapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBetgiium,
China, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Ghana, Iraq, Latvia, Porbgadli Arabia, South
Africa, Tunisia (also on behalf of th@roup of African Statgs United States of America,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observgtates: Armenia, Bahrain, Costa Rica, Denmark,
France, Greece, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Maldives, Morocco, Pakistan, Russian
Federation, Sudan, Ukraine, State of Palestine;

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

(d) Obserers for norgovernmental organizations: African Regional
Agricultural Credit Association; American Civil Liberties Union; Americans for
Democracy& Human Rights in Bahrainc; Article 19 - International Centre against
CensorshipThe Asian Legal Resourc€entre;China Society for Human Rights Studies;
CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen Participation; Conseil International pour le soutien a
des proces équitables et aux Droits@omme; Human Rights House Foundation; Human
Rights Now; International Seriee for Human RightsRedress Trust; Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik (also on behalf of the World Coalition against Slavery and Article 19
International Centre against Censorship)

90. At the 7th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the ChairpdRapporter answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.
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91. At the 8th meeting, on 13 September 2017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatives of Armenia, Azerbaijan, China, the Russian
Federation, the United Kingdom d&reat Britain and Northern Ireland and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of).

92. At the same meeting, on the same day, statements in exercise of a second right of
reply were made by the representatives of Armenia and Azerbaijan.

Special Rapporteur on contenporary forms of slavery, including its causes and its
conseguences

93. At the 6th meeting, on 12 September 2017, the Special Rapporteur on contemporary
forms of slaery, including its causes and its consequences, Urmila Bhoola, presented her
report (A/HRC/36/43).

94.  During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 6th meeting, on 12 September 2017,
and at the 7th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the following maemetds and asked the
Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Belgium,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, China, Cuba, Egypt, Ghana, India, Iraq, Latvia,
Paraguay, Republic of Korea, South &fj Tunisia (also on behalf of tkdroup ofAfrican
State¥, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Afghanistan, Armenia, Australia, France
Greece, Mauritania, Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Russian Federation, Sierra
Leone, Holy See;

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

(e) Observers for nogovernnental organizations: Antslavery International;
Assaociation for Defending Victims of Terrorism; Conseil International pour le soutien a des
proces équitables et aux Droits dddmme

95. At the 7th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the Special Rapportsuerad
guestions and made her concluding remarks.

Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and
impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to selfetermination

96. At the 7th meeting, on 3l September 2017the ChairpesonRapporteur of the
Working Group on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and
impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to-determinationGabor Ronapresented

the Working Groups repors (A/HRC/36/47 and Add.1).

97. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at 8th meeting, onthe same daythe
following made statements and asked the ChairpeRegporteur questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoButiNia
(Plurinational State of)China,Cuba Egypt, India, Iraq, South Africa,Tunisia (on behalf of
the Group of African States), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

(b)  Representatives of observer Statéfgeria, Morocco, Russian Federation,
Sierra Leone, Sudan

(c)  Observer for an intgovernmental organizatioEuropean Union;
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(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAssociation for the
Protection of Women and Childrén Rights (APWCR); Conseil International pour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droitsddenime; Euopean Union of Public
Relations; International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination; Iraqi Development Organizatiofalso on behalf of Americans for
Democracy& Human Rights in Bahraimc); World Environment and ResourcE€suncil
(WERC).

98. At the 8th meeting, on 13 September 20ttié ChairpersoiiRapporteur answered
guestions and madws concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the implications for human rights of the environmentally
sound management and disposal dfazardous substances and wastes

99. At the 7th meeting, on 3 September 204 the Special Rapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the environmentally sound management and disposal of
hazardous substances and wastes, Baskut Tupcedented hiseports (A/HRC/36/41 and
Add.1).

100 At the 8th meeting,on the same dayhe representative dhe United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irelamdadea statement as the State concerned.

101 At the same meetingh¢ representative of the Equalitynda Human Rights
Commission(also on behalf oNorthern Ireland Human Rights Commission and Scottish
Human Rights Commissipmade a stateme(ty video message).

102 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 8th meeting, on the samthelay,
following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBuadilia
(Plurinational State of)Botswana, China, Coéteddoire, Cuba,Ecuador,Egypt, Ethiopia,
India, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria,South Africa, Switzerland, Togo,Tunisia (on behalf of the
Group of African States);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statdfgeria, Azerbaijan, France,Morocco,
Sierra LeoneState of Palestine;

(c) Observer for an intergovernmentafjanization European Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Association for the
Protection of Women and ChildrénRights (APWCR); Association pouiritégration et le
Développement Durable au Burun@lobal Institute for Water, Environment and Health;
Human Rights Now; iuventum e.V.; Liberation; Make Mothers MatteWlMM; Verein
Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; World Barua Organization (WBO)

103 At the 8th meeting, on 13 September 201ffe Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and made his concluding retaa
Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international

order

104. At the 8th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the Independent Expert on the promotion
of a democratic and equitable international order, Alfred de Zayas, prdskist report
(A/HRC/36/40).

105 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 9th meeting, on 14 September 2017,
the following made statements and asked the Independent Expert questions:
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(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Nigeria, Qatar,
Tunisia (on behalf of the Group éfrican States), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statsgeria, Libya,Malaysia, Zimbabwe

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Africa Culture Internationale;
Alliance Defending Freedom; Center for Organisation Research and Edudadotrgp
Europe- Tiers Monde- EuropeThird World Centre Conseil international pour le soutien a
des proces équitables et aux droits @®orhme; Indian Council of South America;
Liberation; Verein Sudwind EntwicklungspolitikiWomerés Human Rights International
Association.

106 At the 9th meeting, on 14 September 2017, the Independent Expert answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the negative impact of the unilateral coercive measures on the
enjoyment of human rights

107. At the 8th meeting, on 13 September 2017, the Special Rapporteur on the negative
impact of theunilateral coercive measures on the enjoyment of human rights, Idriss Jazairy,
presented his report (A/HRC/36/44 and Add.1).

108 At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation made a statement
as the State concerned.

109 During the ensing interactive dialogue, at the 9th meeting, on 14 September 2017,
the following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), China, Cublacuador, Egypt, Iraq, Nigeria, Qatar, South Africa,
Tunisia (on behalf of the Group @ffrican States), United States of America, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Azerbdijamocratic Peopfis
Republic of Korea, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Libya, Malaysia, Namibia, Nicaragua,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Ukraine, Viet Nam, Zimbabwe;

(c) Observer fora national human rights institutioriNational Human Rights
Committee of Qatar;

(d)  Observers for noigovenmental organizations: Africa Culture Internationale;
Alliance Defending Freedom; Americans for Democr&ciHfuman Rights in Bahraiinc;
Asian Legal Resource Centre; Association pduntégration et le Développement Durable
au Burundi;Centre Europe Tiers Monde EuropeThird World Centre Indian Council of
South America; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development (also on behalf of Health
and Environment ProgrgimUnited Nations Watch.

110 At the 9th meeting, on 14 September 2017, the Special Rappoanswered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.
Special Rapporteur onthe right to development

111 At the 9th meeting,14 September 207, the Special Rapporteur on the right
development, Saad Alfarargi, presented his report (A/HRC/36/49).

112. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at #temeeting on 14 Septembe2017,
andat the12th meetingon 15 September 201%he following made statements and asked
the Special Rapporteur questions:
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(@) Representatives of States Members of the HunRights Council:
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of Botswana, BrazilCabo Verd& (on behalf of
the Community ofPortuguese Speaking Countrie€hina, Cuba, Ecuador,Egypt, Egypt
(also on behalf of the Group of Arab State&thiopia, India, Indonesia,lraq, Nigeria,
Pakistart® (also on behalf of the Organization of Islamic CooperatioRhilippines,
Philippines &@lsoon behalf of Association of Southeast Asian Nafjp8audi ArabiaSouth
Africa, Togo, Tunisia, Tunisia @lsoon behalf of the @up of African States)Jnited Arab
Emirates, United States of AmericaYenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)yenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of(alsoon behalf of the No#\ligned Movement);

(b) Representatives of observer Stat&lgeria, Angola, Azerbaija, Benin, Fiji,
Iran (Islamic Republic of),Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Morocco, Nepal, Russian
Federation,Sierra Leone,Sri Lanka, Sudan,Syrian Arab Republic,Thailand State of
Palestine

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organizatiaropean Unin;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Association pour
Idntégration et le Développement Durable au Burun&ksociazione Comunita Papa
Giovanni XXIIl (also behalf of Association Poir@oeur; Dominicans for Justice and
Peace Order of Preehers; Foundation for GAIA; International Organization for the Right
to Education and Freedom of Education (OIDEL); International Volunteerism Organization
for Women, Education and Developmeiit VIDES; Istituto Internazionale Maria
Ausiliatrice delle Saleane di Don Bosco; Mouvement InternationaApostolate des
Milieux Sociaux Independants; New Humanity; Planetary Association for Clean Energy,
Inc., The; Teresian Association; World Union of Catholic Wodse@rganizations);
International Muslim Womeds Urion; Iraqi Development Organization; Lutheran World
FederationSwedish Federation of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender RiBRSL
(also on behalf of International Lesbian and Gay Associationjted Nations Watch;
World Barua Organization (WBO).

113 At the 12th meetingon 15 September 2017he Special Rapporteur answered
guestions and madws concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples

114 At the 20th meeting, on 20 September Z0the Special Rapporteur dime rights of
indigenous peoples, Victoria Lucia Ta@brpuz,presented her repor(&/HRC/36/46 and
Add.1-2).

115 At the same meeting, the Chairpergeapporteur of the Expert Mechanism on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoplealbert Kwokwo Barume presentd the reports fothe Expert
Mechanism(A/HRC/36/56 and A/HRC/36/57see chapter V, section)B

116. Also at thesame meetinga representativef the Board of Trustees of the United
Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populatiofdinota Mhoi Damai macke a
statement.

117. At the same meetingthe representatigeof Australia and the United States of
Americamadestatemergas the Stateconcerned.

118 Also at the same meeting, a representative of the Australian Human Rights
Commission made a statemeby {/ideo message).

14 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
15 Observer of the Human Rights Coungiesiking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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119 During the ensuing interactiwialogue,at the20thand at the 21st meetiggon the
same daythe following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur and the
ChairpersorRapporteur of the Expert Mechanism questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Brazil, Colombia, Ecuaddyngary,Pakistaf (alsoon behalf of
the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Paraguay, Philippines, United States of America,
Venealela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Australia (also on behalf of Canada and
New Zealand), Estonia, Fiji, Finland (also on behalf of Denmimédand Norway and
Swedel, Guatemala, Iran (Islamic Republic of)jthuania, Malaysia, Mexico,Peru,
Russian Federation, Spain, Ukraine;

(c) Observers for intergovernmental organizations: European Union,
International Development Law Organization;

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Global Alliance of National
Human RightsInstitutions;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: African Regional
Agricultural Credit Association; Alsalam Foundation; Amnesty International; Asian Legal
Resource Centre; Conectas Direitos Humanos; Conselho Indigenista Missiohdtio C
Cultural Survival; FIAN International e.V.; Franciscans International (also on behalf of
Conselho Indigenista Missionario CIMI); Indian Council of South America (CISA);
International Organization for the Right to Education and Freedom of EducatiDi(pI
(also on behalf of Catholic International Education Office and Pax Romana (International
Catholic Movement for Intellectual and Cultural Affairs and International Movement of
Catholic Students)); Liberation; Minority Rights Group; Swiss Catholic lrefiend (also
on behalf ofthe Humanist Institute for cooperation with developing countriggorld
Barua Organization (WBO).

120 At the 21st meeting,on the same dayhe Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made her concluding remarks.

121 Also atthe same meeting, the Chairperdeapporteur of the Expert Mechanism on
the Rights of Indigenous Peoples answered questiothsnade his concluding remarks.

122. At the same meetingstatements in exercise of a right of reply were made by the
representati@sof Argentina, Brazil and the Russian Federation.

C. Open-ended intergovernmental working group to consider the
possibility of elaborating an international regulatory framework on the
regulation, monitoring and oversight of the activities of private miitary
and security companies

123. At the 12th meeting, onl5 September 2017, the ChairperdRapporteur of the
Openended Working Group to consider the possibility of elaborating an international
regulatory framework on the regulation, monitoring and sight of the activities of
private military and security companidspzipho Joyce Mxakat®iseko, introduced the
report of the Working Group which held its sixth session from 22 to 24 May 2017
(A/HRC/36/36).

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

Intergovernmental working group on the right to development

124. At the 12th meeting, onl5 September 2017, the Chairpers€Rapporteur of the
working group on the right to development, Zamir Akram, presented the report of the
working group on its eighteenth session (A/HRC/36/35).

General debateon agenda item 3

125. At the12th meeting, 015 Septembe2017,and at thel 3th andl4thmeetingson 18
September 2017the Human RightsCouncil held a general debate on thematic reports
under agenda items 2 angddairing which the following made statenten

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Azerbaijart” (also on behalf oAfghanistan, Algeria, Angolghe Bahamas, Bahrain, Benin,
Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cabo Verde, Camernb&Central African Republic,
Chad, Che, Comorosthe Congo, Céte dvoire, the Democratic Republic of the Congo,
Djibouti, Ecuador, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, GablmnGambia,
Georgia, Ghana, Guinea, GuirB&ssau, Indonesia, Iragran (Islamic Republic of)
Kazaktstan, Kenya, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Malawi, Mali,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Namilitae Niger, Nigeria,
Peru,the Philippines, Portugalthe Republic of Korea, Rwanda, S&o Tomé and Principe,
Saudi Arabia Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, South Africa, South
Sudan, Sri Lankathe Sudan, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrairee,
United Arab Emiratesthe United Republic of Tanzania, VenezuégBolivarian Republic
of), Zamba and Zimbabwg Belgium, China, China (also on behalf dhe NonrAligned
Movement,the Russian Federation and South Syd&@uba, Czechi#f(also on behalf of
Botswana, Indonesia, the Netherlands and P &cuadoy Estonid® (alsoon behalf of the
European Union, Albania, Armenia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Georgia, Iceland,
Liechtenstein, Montenegro, Republic of Moldova, Serbia, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia and UkraingeGeorgia (also on behalf ézerbaijan, the Republic of Moldova
and Ukraine)Indonesia, Kenya, Nigeria, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of Islamic
Cooperation), Republic of Korea, South Africa, Switzerland, Tunisia (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Turkmenista® (also on behalf ofAfghanistan Azerbaijan
Argenting, Belarus Brazil, Ching Chile, Colombig Costa Ricathe Dominican Republic
Ecuador Honduras France Georgia Japan KazakhstanKyrgyzstan,Moroccqg Panama
Pery Qatar, the Republic of Korea,Romania the Sudan the Syrian Arab Republic
Tajikistan, the United States of AmericaUruguay and Wbekista, United States of
America,Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (also on
behalf of the NorAligned Movement)

(b) Representatives of observer Sta#&snenia, Bosra and Herzegovina, Costa
Rica, Greece, Honduras, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Italy, Kuwait, Libya,
Maldives, Montenegro, Namibia, Nicaragua, Norway, Pakistan, Republic of Moldova,
Russian Federation, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Uganda

(c) Observers for notgovernmental organization®BC Tamil Oli; African
Regional Agricultural Credit Association; #yn Social Care Foundation; Alliance
Creative Community Project; Alsalam Foundation; Americans for Democracy & Human

17 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
18 Observer of the Human RigghCouncil speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.

19 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
20 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Rights in Bahrain Inc; Amregy International; Article 19 International Centre Against
Censorship, The; Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; Asian Legal Resource
Centre; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Frameooul; ASSOCIATION
CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Assadation des étudiants tamouls de
France; Association for the Protection of Women and ChifidreRights (APWCR);
Association Internationale pouibalité des femmes; Association of World Citizens;
Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII; Auspice Stellaitih Humanist
Association; Canners International Permanent Committee; Center for Environmental and
Management Studies; Center for Organisation Research and Education; Centre for Human
Rights and Peace Advocacy; Chant du Guépard dans le Désert; Chdrtililge for
Protecting Social Victims, The; Commission africaine des promoteurs de la santé et des
droits de ¢homme; Commission to Study the Organization of Peace; Conectas Direitos
Humanos; Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Conseil Intevalatpour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droitsddemme; Economique Internationale
OCAPROCE Internationale; European Centre for Law and Justice, The; European Union of
Jewish Students; European Union of Public Relations; FIAN Internatmial France
Libertes: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand; Franciscans International; Friends World
Committee for Consultation; Global Institute for Water, Environment and Health; Graduate
Women International (GWI); Human Rights Now; Humanist Institute foroferation

with Developing Countries; Indian Council of Education; Indian Council of South America
(CISA); Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru”; Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating
Committee; International Association for Democracy in Africa; InternationaldBist
Relief Organisation; International Career Support Association; International Commission of
Jurists; International Educational Development, Inc.; International Federation of ACAT
(Action by Christians for the Abolition of Torture) (also on behalfdf/ocates for Human
Rights; International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; Penal Reform International;
The Death Penalty Project Limited and Union Internationale des Avedatsrnational
Union of Lawyers); International Fellowship of Reconciliatitmternational Human Rights
Association of American Minorities (IHRAAM); International Institute for Naligned
Studies; International Muslim Womén Union; International Organization for the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; Internatidn&ervice for Human
Rights; International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations; International
Lawyers.Org; Iragi Development Organization; iuventum e.V.; Khiam Rehabilitation
Center for Victims of Torture; Kiyana Karaj Group; Le Pont; LibenatiLdObservatoire
Mauritanien des Droits déHomme et de la Démocratie; Maarij Foundation for Peace and
Development; Make Mothers Matteér MMM; Organisation Internationale pour le
Développement Intégral de la Femme; Organisation pour la Communicatiésigure et

de Promotion de la Cooperation; Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Pan
African Union for Science and Technology; Prevention Association of Social Harms
(PASH); Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droitSiu®rime; Réseau Inteational

des Droits Humains (RIDH); Society for Development and Community Empowerment;
Society of Iranian Women Advocating Sustainable Development of Environment; Soka
Gakkai International (also on behalf of-Bbakim Foundation; Association PoirBoeur;
Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII; Equitas centre internatidedudation aux
droits humains; Graduate Women International (GWI); International Organization for the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; Company of the Daughters of iGhar

of St. Vincent de Paul; International Organization for the Right to Education and Freedom
of Education (OIDEL); Lazarus Union; Mothers Legacy Project, Planetary Association for
Clean Energy, Inc., The; Soroptimist International; ONG Hope Internatidreksian
Association and Woméas World Summit Foundation); Swiss Catholic Lenten Fund (also
on behalf of Humanist Institute for Giperation with Developing Countries); Tamil
Uzhagam; The Death Penalty Project Limited; Tourner la ;paigéon of Arab Jurits;
United Nations Watch; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik; Victorious Youths
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Movement; Villages Unis (United Villages); VIVAT International; Wond&&nHuman
Rights International Association; World Association for the School as an Instrument of
Peace; Wod Barua Organization (WBO); World Environment and Resources Council
(WERC); World Evangelical Alliance; World Jewi§tongress; World Muslim Congress.

126. At the 12th meeting,on 15 September 207, a statement in exercise of the right of
replywasmade bythe representativef India.

127. At the 15th meetingon 18 September 201%tatements in exercise of a right of
reply were made by the representativesAgjentina, Azerbaijan, Brazilndia, Iraq, the
Lao Peoplé Democratic Republic and Pakistan.

128. At the 20th meeting, on 20 September 2017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatives of Cuba and Thailand.

129. At the 21st meeting, on 20 September 2017, statements in exercise of a right of reply
were made by the repsentatives of Argentina, Brazil and the Russian Federation.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

The use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and impeding the
exercise of the right of peoples to selfetermination

130 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of Cuba introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.2, sponsored by Cuba andsmmnsored byBolivia
(Plurinational State of), Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Nicaragua, Panama,
the Philippines, Qatar and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic &ybsequentlyAngola,
Belarus, Botswana, Chil¢he Democratic Peopfis Republic of Korea, Ecuador and South
Africa joined the sponsors

131 At the same meeting, the representativekatfiia (on behalfof the member States

of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights CoQrenild the United
States of Americanade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the
draft resolution.

132 Also at the same meeting, at the resfuof the representative bétvia, a recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolution. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Coéte&Voire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El I8ador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa,
Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgum, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Netherlands, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

133 The draft resolution was adopted B votesto 15,with no abstentiongresolution
36/3).
Mandate of the Independent Expert on the promotion of a democratic and equitable

international order

134 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representatiVebafintroduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/13, sponsored by Cuba and -sponsored byBolivia
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(Plurinational State of), China, Cuba, Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), El
Salvador, Nicaragua, Pananthe Philippines, Qatar and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of). SubsequentlyAngola, Ban¢adesh, Belarus, Botswanghe Democratic Peopfs
Republic of Korea, Ecuador and South Afrjomed the sponsors.

135 At the same meetinghe representative @uba orally revised the draft resolution.

136. 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 as orally revised.

137. At the same meeting, the representatofd_atvia (on béhalf of themember States of
the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights Coyrmihdea statemenin
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution as orally revised.

138 Also at the same meeting, at the request efrdpresentative dfatvia, a recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolution as orally revised. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Cote@Voire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egy, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa,
Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Netherlands, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

139, The draft resolution was adoptexs orally revised by 32 votesto 15, with no
abstentiongresolution 36/4).

Unaccompanied migrant children and adolescents and human rights

140, At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of El Salvador
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.8ponsored b¥l Salvadorand cesponsored by
Chile, China, Colombia, Egypt, Honduras, Italy, Nicaragua, Panama, tReRhilippines
andUkraine SubsequentlyAlgeria, Angola, Argentina, Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Brazil, Cambodia, Catla, Congo, Cotedboire, Cubathe Democratic Republic

of the Congo, Ecuador, Guatemala, Haiti, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Malawi, Mexico, Nigeria,
Paraguay, Portugal, Spain, Switzerland, Thailand, TyM¥egpezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of) andthe State of Pa#ine,joined the sponsors.

141 At the same meetinghe representative of Tunisially revised the draft resolution.

142 Also & the same meeting, the representatio€ Brazil, Latvia (on behalf of the
European Union) and the United States of Amenalegeneral commestin relation to
the draft resolutioms orally revised

143 At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was adopted without a
vote (resolution 36/5).
Enforced or involuntary disappearances

144. At the 39th meetingon 28 September 2017, the represergatnf Franceand
Argentina introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.10, sponsored by Argentina, France,
Japan and Morocco and-sponsored byAndorra, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, CéjlCroatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Finland, Germany, Honduras,
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Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Mexico, Monaco, Montentwo,
Netherlands, Norway, Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switlend, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Tunisia, Ukrainethe United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Uruguay
Subsequently,Albania, Angola, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Canada, Costa Rica, Cze¢hHEstonia, Greece, Guatemala, Ireland, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mongolia, the Republic of Moldova and Tggmed the sponsors.

145 At the same meeting, the representativ€bina(also on behalf ofAlgeria, Egypt,
Pakistan, the Russian Federation andn&zuela (Bolivarian Republic )ointroduced
amendments A/HRGB6/L.63 andA/HRC/36/L.64to draft resolution A/IHR@G6/L.10

146, Amendment A/HRC/36/L.63 was sponsored by Chibgypt, Pakistan, the Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia and Venezuela (BolivaRapublic of) Subsequently, Belarus
joined the sponsors. Amendment A/HRGIL.64 was sponsored by ChingEgypt,
Pakistan, the Russian Federation and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)-apdrswmred
by Saudi ArabiaSubsequentlyBelarusjoined the sposors.

147. At the same meeting, the representaiveBrazil, Germany Japarmand Latvia (on
behalf of he European Uniormnade general commesin relation tothe draft resolution as
well as onthe proposed amendments

148 In accordance with rule 153 tfe 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.

149 Also at the same meeting, the Council took action on amentdA/HRC/36/L.63
andA/HRC/36/L64 to draft resolution A/HRC/36/1L0.

150 At the same meeting, the representatives of Panama and the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland made statements in explanation of vote before the vote
in relationto amendment A/HRC/36/L.63.

151 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representathepaf a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/36/L.63. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi,ir@h Cuba, Egypt,
Ethiopia, India Indonesia Iraq, Kenya Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Philippines
Saudi ArabiaUnited Arab EmiratesvVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil, Croatia, Ecuador, El Salvador, Georgia, Germany,
Ghana, Hingary, Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia, South Africa, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstaining
Botswana, Congo, Cotdldoire, Qatar, Togo, Tunisia
152 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.63 was rejected by 17 votes to 24, with 6 abstentions.

153 At the same meeting, the representatives of Paraguay and Switzerland made
statements in explanation of vote before the iotelation to amenaent A/HRC/36/L.64.

154. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatieparf a recorded
vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/36/L.64. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
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Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, China,a Eouador,
Egypt, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia, South Africa,United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil, Botswana, Croatia, El Salvador, Georgia,
Germany, Ghna, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama,
Paraguay, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstaining
Congo, Cbte dvoire, Ethiopia,Qafar, Togo, Tunisia
155 Amendment A/HRC/36/L&was rejected by 17 votes to 24, with 6 abstentions.

156 At the same meeting, the representatives Baingladesh, China, India and
Kyrgyzstanmade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relatithve tdraft
resolution.In their statemerd, the representatigef Bangladesh anthdia disassociated the
delegatios from the consensusnopreambular paragraph 18 the draft resolutionln his
statement, the representativekgfrgyzstandisassociateche delegation from the consensus
onthe draft resolution.

157. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/6).

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

158 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of Switzerland
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.11, sponsoredArgenting Austria, Colombia,
France, Maldives, Morocco, Peru, Switzerland and Uruguay arspaasoredy Albania,
Andorra, Armenia, Australia, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile,
Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, El Salvador, Finland, Germany, Greece, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, lItaly, Latvia, Luxembourg, Mexico, Montenegro, the Netherlands,
Norway, Ranama, Poland, Portugal, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tunisia, Ukraine, the United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland and the United States of Amerabsequently Afghanistan,
Angola, Benin, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, the Congo, Costa Rica,
Coéte dlvoire, Czechia, Estonia, Georgia, Ghana, Guatemala, Israel, Liechtenstein,
Lithuania, Malta, Paraguay, the Republic of Korea, the Republic of Moldova, Romania,
Rwanda,San Marino, Sierra Leone, Thailaridmor-Lesteandthe State of Palestirjeined

the sponsors.

159 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 athatiivie and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

160. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/7).

161 At the 4ah meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Kyrgyzstan made
a statemet in explanation of vote after the vota. her statement, the representativetioé
Kyrgyzstandisassociated the delegation from the consensus on the draft resolution.
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The full enjoyment of human rights by all women and girls and the systematic
mainstreaming of a gender perspective into the implementation of the 2030 Agenda
for Sustainable Development

162 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representatBeant (also on
behalf of the Community of Portuguese Speaking Countriespduced draft resolution
A/HRC/36/L.12, sponsored by AngolBrazil, Cabo Verde, GuineBissau, Mozambique,
Portugal and Timoteste and casponsored bydaiti. SubsequentlyArgentina, Azerbaijan,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Canada, Chad, Chile, Cyptius,Dominican Republic,
Ecuador El Salvadoy Equatorial Guinea Honduras Italy, Kyrgyzstan Lithuania
MadagascaMalawi, Maldives PanamaParaguaythePhilippines Romania Thailand the
formerYugoslav Republic of Macedoni@unisiaand Turkmenistarjoined the sponsors.

163 At the same meeting, the representativegloBalvador andPanama made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution.

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

165 At the same meeting, the representatives of Bangladedlthe United States of
America made statements in explanation of vbtfore the vote in relation to the draft
resolution.In his statement, the representativeBdngladeshdisassociated the delegation
from the consensus on preardoybaragraph 4f the draft resolution.

166. Also & the same meeting, the draft resoluticesvadopted without a vote (resolution
36/8).

The right to development

167. At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative Bblivarian

Republic of Venezuela (on behalf of th&lon-Aligned Movement introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/36..13/Rev.1, sponsored byhe Bolivarian Republic oVenezuela (on
behalf ofthe Non-Aligned Movemernt and co-sponsored byAngola, China, Egypt (on
behalf of the Group of Arab States) ariekitrea. SubsequentlyKazakhstanjoined the
SpPONSOrs.

168. At the sane meeting, the representatives of Kyrgyzsaad the UnitedStates of
Americamade general comments in relation to the draft resolution.

169 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human RightSouncil was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

170. At the same meeting, the representativekatfia (on behalf of thenember States
of the European Unionthat are members of the Human Rigltsunci) and Switzerland
made statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

171 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative dhited States of
Americg a recorded vote was taken on the dredblution. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Cbte@Voire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, MomgoNigeria,
Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Togo,
Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
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Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Netherlands,
Switzerland, United Kindom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America

Abstaining
Albania, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia

172 The draft resolution was adopted BY votesto 11, with 4 abstentiongesolution
36/9).

Human rights and unilateral coercive measures

173 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representatithe Bblivarian
Republic of Venezuela (on behalf of the Ngdigned Movemen} introduced draft
resolution A/HRC/36/L.14, sponsored the Bolivarian Republic oVenezuela¢n behalf
of the NorAligned Movemenj. SubsequentlyEgypt and the Russian Federatjoimed the
SpoNsors.

174. 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 astidnadministrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

175 At the same meeting, the representatives of Latvia (on behalf of¢hgber States

of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights CoQremild the United
States of Americamade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the
draft resolution.

176 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatievid, a recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolution. The voting was bsirel

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Coéte&Voire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Paraguay, PhilippineRatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Tunisia,
United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Netherlands, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Slovenia, SwitzerlandtedtUni
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Togo

177. The draft resolution was adopted B@ votesto 15, with 1 abstentiofresolution
36/10).

Mandate of the openended intergovernmental working group to elalorate the content
of an international regulatory framework on the regulation, monitoring and oversight
of the activities of private military and security companies

178 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representatives of Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.15,
sponsored by Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of African Statesrassgonsored byhe
Bolivarian Republic ofVenezuela. SubsequentlBolivia (Plurinational State of)Costa

Rica, Quba, Ecuador, Greece, Qatar and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia
joined the sponsors.
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179 At the same meeting, the representativeailia (on behalf of thenember States of
the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights CoQneiade ageneral
comment in relation to the draft resolution.

180. 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 the draft resolution.

181 At the same meeting, the representativahef United States of Americanadea
statement in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

182 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adoptigldout a vote (resolution
36/11).

World Programme for Human Rights Education

183 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of Brazil introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.24, sponsored by Brazil, Costa Rica, Italy, Morateo,
Philippines, Slovenia and Thailand amd-sponsored byAndorra, Angola, Australia,
Austria, Azerbaijan, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia, Croatia,
Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, Finland, Germany, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Israel,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, Mexico,Monaco, Montenegro,the Netherlands, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portughle Republic of Moldova, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia,
Spain, Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Firaste, Tunisia,
Turkey, Ukraine and Uruguay SubsequentlyAlbania, Algeria, Argentina, Armenia,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Canada, Czechia, the Dominican Republic, Estonia, France,
Georgia, Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Japan, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Malawi, Maldives,
Norway, Qdar, the Republic of Korea, San Marino, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Turkmenistan and
theUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelgothed the sponsors.

184. At the same meetingfhe representative of Tunisiaally revised the draft resolution.

185 Also at the same meeting, the draft resolutamorally revisedvas adopted without
a vote (resolution 36/12).

Mental health and human rights

186 At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, thpresentativeof Portugal
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/B8625, sponsored by Brazil and Portugal acw
sponsored byAndorra, Angola, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia,Croatia, CyprusGermany, Greecdaiti, Ireland, Italy, Malta,
Panama, Paraguay, Pethe Philippines, Polandthe Republic of Korea, Romani&gpain,
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedoni@jmor-Leste, Ukraine and theUnited
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelandubsequently,Argentina, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswana, Cabo dr Canada, Denmarkhe Dominican
Republic Ecuador Equatorial Guinea Fiji, Finland France Georgia Guatemala
Honduras Israel Japan Lithuanig Luxembourg Maldives Mozambique San Maring
Slovenia Sri Lanka Sweden Switzerland Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, Uruguay and the
State of Palestin@ined the sponsors.

187. 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 budgemplications of the draft resolution.

188 At the same meeting, the representativehef United States of Americaate a
statement in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.
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189 At the same meeting, the draft resolutimas adopted without a vote (resolution
36/13).

Human rights and indigenous peoples

190. At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representative of Mexico introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.27, sponsored by Guatemala and Mexiceasplonsoredy
Australia, Austria, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Herzegovina, Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, Germany, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Montenegro, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peruthe Philippines, the Russian Federation, Spain, the forméuagoslav
Republic of Macedonia andkraine SubsequentlyArgentina, Armenia, Brazil, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cypruthe Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Lithuania, Luxembourg, New Zealand, Poland and Swegaiard the sponsors.

191 In accadance 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 draft resolution.

192 At the same meeting, the represéinta of the United States of America made a
statement in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

193 Also & the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/14).

Mandate of the Special Raporteur on the implications for human rights of the
environmentally sound management and disposal of hazardous substances and wastes

194. At the 39th meeting, on 28 September 2017, the representaffweizia (on behalf

of the Group of African Statesihtroduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.32, sponsored by
Cote divoire and Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of African States) co-sponsored by
Ukraine SubsequenthyBolivia (Plurinational State of), Costa Rica, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador
and Sri Lankgoinedthe sponsors.

195 At the same meeting, the representative of Cdieiale made a general comment in
relation to the draft resolution.

196 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human RightsoGncil was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

197. At the same meeting, the representativehef United States of Americamadea
statemenin explanation of vote before the vote in relationthe draft resolutionln his
statement, the representativetoé United States of Ameriadisassociated the delegation
from the cosensus on the draft resolution.

198 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopiiglsbut a vote (resolution
36/15.

Human rights in the administration of justice, including juvenile justice

199 At the 40th meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Austrduced

draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.5, sponsored by Austaad co-sponsored byAndorra,
Angola, Argentina, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus,
Czechia, France, Denmark, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Monteneheo,
Netherlands,Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portutia, Republic of Moldova,
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, the former Yugoslav
Republic of Macedonial urkey andUkraine SubsequentlyAlbania, Armenia, Azerbaijan,

37



A/HRC/36/2

38

Costa Rica, Henia, Finland, Guatemala, Latvia, Maldives, Mongolia, Norway, the
Republic of Korea, San Marino, Serbia and Tunjisiaed the sponsors.

200 At the same meeting, the representativehaf United States of Americamadea
statement in explanation of votefbre the vote in relation to the draft resolutiém.his
statement, the representativetioé United States of Ameriddisassociated the delegation
from the consensus ongliraft resolution.

201 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopteldouita vote (resolution
36/16).

The question of the death penalty

202 At the 40th meeting, on 2%eptember2017, the representatives of Beramd
Mongolia introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.6, sponsored by Belgium, Benin, Costa
Rica, France, Mexicaylongolia, Republic of Moldova and Switzerland arwisponsored

by Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombithe Congo, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia,
Denmark, Estonia, Fiand, Gabon, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco,
Montenegro,the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland,
Portugal, Romania, Rwda, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, UkrainadUruguay SubsequentlyAngola, Argentina,
Cabo Verde, Canada, the Dominican Republic, Fiji, Namibia, San Marino, Togo, the
United Kingdom of Great Britaiand Northern Ireland and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic
of) joined the sponsors.

203 At the same meeting, the representative Mdngolia orally revised the draft
resolution.

204. At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation inttoduce
amendments A/HRCEL.37, A/IHRC/36/L.38, A/HRC/36/L.39, A/HRC/36/L.4@0 draft
resolutionA/HRC/36/L.6as orally revised

205 Also at the same meeting, the representative of Egypt introduced amendments
A/HRC/36/L.41, AIHRC/36/L.42 to draft resolutidkY HRC/36/L.6as orally revised.

206. At the same meeting, the representative of Saudi Arabia introduced amendment
A/HRC/36/L.62 to draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.6 as orally revised.

207. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.37 was sponsored by the Russian Federation.
Subsguently, Belarus and Jamaica joined the sponganendmentA/HRC/36/L.38 was
sponsored by the Russian Federation. SubsequeBtyarus joined the sponsor.
Amendmerg A/HRC/36/L.39 and A/HRC/36/L.40were sponsored by the Russian
Federation.AmendmentA/HRC/36/L.41 was sponsored bigypt and cesponsored by
Bangladesh, Chind\igeria, Saudi Arabia anthe United Arab EmiratesSubsequently
Bahrein andBelarus joined the sponsorAmendmentA/HRC/36/L.42 was sponsored by
Egypt and cesponsored byChina, Saud Arabia and the United Arab Emirates
Subsequently Bahrein, Belarus and Iran (Islamic Republic ofjoined the sponser
Amendment A/HRC/36/L.62 was sponsored bysaudi Arabia and ceponsored by
Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brunei Darussalam, ChopgptElran (Islamic Republic
of), Kuwait, Malaysia, Maldives, Morocco, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistingapore andhe
United Arab EmiratesSubsequentlyBelarus and Jamaigained the sponser

208 Also at the same meeting, the President announced that er@end/HRC/36/L.36
to draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.8s orally revisedhad been withdrawn.



A/HRC/36/2

209 At the same meeting, the representatiobLatvia (on behalf of thenember States
of the European Unionthat are members of the Human Rights Cogndlrazil ard
Switzerlandmadegeneral commeain relation to the draft resoluticas orally revised

210 Also at the same meeting, the Council took action on amendéiRC/36/L.37,
A/HRC/36/L.38, A/HRC/36/L.39, A/HRC/36/L.40, A/HRC/36/L.41, A/HRC/36/L.42 and
A/HRC/36/L.62to draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.6 as orally revised

211 At the same meeting, the representative&efmanyand Panamanade statements
in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendmétiRC/36/L.37.

212 Also at the same meetin at the request of the representativeSefitzerland a
recoded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/36/LT3% voting was as follows:

In favour.
Botswana,Burundi, China,Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesialraq, Japan,
Kyrgyzstan,Qatar,Republic of Kaea, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates,
United States of America

Against

Albania, BelgiumBrazil, Croatia, Ecuador, El Salvadd@gorgia, Germany,
Ghana,Hungary, Kenyalatvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Rwanda,Slovenia, Switerland Togo, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining
Bangladesh,Congo, Céte divoire, Nigeria, Philippines South Africa
Tunisia

213. Amendment A/IHRQ6/L.37 wasrejected byl5 votes to 22, witly abstentiong*

214. At the samaneeting, the representativesAdbania and Croatianade statements in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amend®BHRC/36/L.38.

215. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSeitzierland a
recorded vote was tak on amendment A/HRC/36/183The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Botswana, Burundi, ChinaCuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iraq,
Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, United Arab
Emirates, United States of America

Againg:

Albania, Belgium, Brazil, Croatia, Ecuador, El Salvador, Georgia, Germany,
Ghana, Hungary, Kenya, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Rwanda, Slovenia, Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaning:
Bangladesh, Congo, Cobtedvbire, Nigeria, Philippines, South Africa,
Tunisia

216. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.38 was rejected by 16 votes to 22, with 7 abstefions.

21 The delegationsf Bolivia (Plurinational State of\CubaandVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic afjd not cast a
vote.

22The delegations ddolivia (Plurinational State ofindVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic afjd not cast a vote.
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217. At the sme meeting, the representatioé Switzerland made a statementin
explanatbn of vote before the vote in relation to amendnehtRC/36/L.39.

218. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSwitzierland a
recorded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/36/LT8e voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Ethiopia,
India, Kyrgyzstan, Qatar, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Albania, Belgium, Brazil, Croatia, El Salvador, Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary, Japan, Kenya, Latvia, Mongolia, Netards, Panama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Slovenia, Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Botswana, Congo, Co6tévaire, Egypt, Indonesia, Iraq,
Nigeria, Philippines, Republic oKorea, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South
Africa, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates

219. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.39 was rejected by 10 votes to 22, with 15 abstentions.

220. At the sme meeting, the representatioé Switzerland made a statementin
explanation of vote défore the vote in relation to amendmanitiRC/36/L 40.

221. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSeitzierland a
recorded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/36/LThe voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, ChinaCuba, Ecuador|ndia,
Kenya,Kyrgyzstan,Qatar, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia, El SalvadorGeorgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherland®gnama, Paraguaortugal,
Slovenia,Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Botswana, Congo, Cot@évaire, Egypt, Ethiopia, Indonesia,
Iraq, Nigeria, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Rwan&audi Arabia, South
Africa, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates

222.  Amendment A/HRC/36/L.40 was rejected by 10 vote®Lowith 16 abstentions.

223. At the ame meeting, the representatiedBelgium andSloveniamadestatements
in explanation of vote befe the vote in relation to amendméiHRC/36/L4L

224. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSeitzierland a
recorded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/@8/IThe voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Botswana, Bundi, China, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia,ndia,
Indonesia, Iraq, Japan, Kenya, Kyrgyzstahgeria, Saudi Arabia, United
Arab Emirates United States of America/enezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of)
Against
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Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia, El SalvadoiGGeorga, Germany, Hungary
Latvia, Mongolia, NetherlandsPanama, ParaguayPortugal, Rwanda,
Slovenia,Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland

Abstaining
Congo, Céte dvoire, Ecuador, Ghana, Philippines, Qatar, Republic of
Korea, South Africa, Tunisia

225. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.41 was rejected by 18 votes to 19, with 9 abstefitions.

226. At the sme meeting, the representativdsSwitzerlandand theUnited Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Irelandadestatementsn explaration of vote before the vote
in relation to amendme®/HRC/36/L42.

227. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSeitzierland a
recorded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/3&!/[The voting was as follows:

In favour.

Botswana Burundi, China,Egypt, India, Indonesia, IragKenya Saudi
Arabia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia, El SalvadorGeorgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary, Latvia, Mongolia, NetherlandsPanama Paraguay, Portugal,
Rwanda, SlovenigSwitzerland, TogoUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern IrelandUnited States of America

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Congo, Coéteddbire, Ecuador, EthiopiaJapan,Kyrgyzstan,
Nigeria, Philippines,Qatar,Repubic of Korea, South Africa, Tunisia

228. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.42 was rejected by 11 votes to 21, with 13 absteftions.

229. At the ame meeting, the representatiod\lbania and Panamaadestatementin
explanation of vote before the vote in relattoramendmend/HRC/36/L62.

230. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatSeitzierland a
recorded vote was taken on amendment A/HRC/8&!/LThe voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Botswana, Burundi, Chin@uba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia, Iraq, KenyaKyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Qatar,Saudi Arabia, United
Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against

Albania, Belgium, BrazjlCroatia,Ecuador El Salvadoyr Georgia, Germany,
Ghana, Hungary,Latvia, Mongoia, Netherlands Panama, Paraguay,
Portugal,Republic of KoreaRwanda Slovenia, Switzerland, TogdJnited
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Abstaining

Congo, Cote dvoire, Japan,Philippines, South Africa, TunisiaUnited
States of America

23 The delegation oBolivia (Plurinatinal State offlid not cast a vote.
24 The delegations ddolivia (Plurinational State ofind Cubalid not cast a vote.
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231. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.62 was rejected by 17 votes to 22, with 7 abstefftions.

232. At the same meeting, the representativesCbhing Egypt (also on behalf of
Bangladesh, Botswana, China, India, Iraq, Saudi Arabia, Singaporthahthited Arab
Emirates), Indonesia Irag, Japan the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Irelandand theUnited States of Americaade statements in explanation ofevbefore the
vote in relation tdhe draft resolution as orally revised

233 Also at the same meati, at the request of the representativiEgypt a recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolutesorally revisedThe voting was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, Congo, Coéte
ddvoire, Croatia, Ecuado El Salvador, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungary,
Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama, Paraguay, Portugal,
Rwanda, Slovenia, South Africa, Switzerland, Togo, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela (Bolivarian Repuwffjic

Against
Bangladesh, Botswana, Burundi, China, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Iraqg, Japan,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, United States of America

Abstaining
Cuba, Indonesia, Kenya, Nigeria, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Tunisia

234,  The draf resolution was adopte2l’ to 13, with 7abstentios (resolution 36/1Y.

Conscientious objection to military service

235 At the 40th meeting, on 29 September 2017 rédpeesentativef Croatia introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.20, sponsored by st Rica, Croatia and Polarahd co-
sponsored byAustralia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, France,
Georgia, Germany, Honduras, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Mexico, Montenegro, Panama, Peru, Portugal, Rom&eiehia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedontag United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Irelandand Uruguay SubsequentlyCanada, Céte @loire, Cyprus, Czechia,
Denmark, Estonia, Iceland, Norway, San Marino, Swetkdmaine and the United States of
Americajoined the sponsors.

236. At the same meeting, the representativ€afatiaorally revised the draft resolution.

237. Also & the same meeting, the representatioE Eqypt Kyrgyzstanand Paraguay
made generalanmensin relation to the draft resoluticas orally revised

238 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 imightions of the draft resolution.

239 At the same meeting, the draft resolutias orally revisedvas adopted without a
vote (resolution 36/18).

240 At the same meeting, the representatives Japan, Kyrgyzstan and the United States of
America madestatemets in explanation of vote after the vote ageheral commestin
relation to all draft proposals adoptedder agenda item 3.

25The delegation oBolivia (Plurinational State ofjid not cast a vote.
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IV. Human rights situations that require the Councilts attention

A. Enhanced interactive dialogue on the situation of human rights
South Sudan

241 At the 15th meeting, onl8 September 204, pursuant to Human Rights Council
resolutions 34/25 and-26/1 on human rights situation in South Sudan, the Council held an
enhanced interactive dialogue on the situation of human rightsuith Sudan.

242 At the same meeting, the United Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human
Rights delivered an opening statemfamtthe enhanced interactive dialogue.

243 Also at the same meetingthe following presenters made statementise
Chairpeson of the Commission on Human Rights in South Sudan, Yasmin Sooka; the
Deputy Chairperson of the Joint Monitoring and Evaluation Commission for the Agreement
on the Resolution of the Conflict in South Sudan, Augustino Njoroge; the Director of
Human Rightsof the United Nations Mission in South Sudan, Eugene Nindorera; the
Director of the Department of Political Affairs of the African Union Commission, Khabele
Matlosa and the Acting Chairperson of the South Sudan Human Rightsi€sion, Nyuol
Justin Yaac Aop.

244, During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and askedghesenterguestions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAtimlnia,
Belgium, Botswana, ChinaCroatia, Ethiopia, Germany, Japan, Netherlands, Portugal,
Sudar® (also on behalf of Djibouti, Ethiopia, Kenya, Somalia, South Sudan and Uganda),
Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America;

(b) Representates of observer Stategtlgeria, Australia, Austria, Denmark,
France, Ireland, Mozambique, New Zealand, Norn@&ydanUganda

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental organizatibaropean Union;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAmnesty Inernational,
Article 19- International Centre Against Censorship, TBast and Horn of Africa Human
Rights Defenders ProjecHuman Rights WatchInternational Federation for Human
Rights Leagueslinternational Organization for the Elimination of All Fesnof Racial
Discrimination InternationalLawyers.Org Lutheran World Federation

245 At the same meeting a representative ofGbenmission on Human Rights in South
Sudan Godfrey Musilamade final remarks.

246. Also at the same meetinghe following amswered questions and made their
concluding remarksthe Director of the Department of Political Affairs of the African
Union Commission, Khabele Matlosa; the Director of Human Rights of the United Nations
Mission in South Sudan, Eugene Nindorera; the DepQhairperson of the Joint
Monitoring and Evaluation Commission for the Agreement on the Resolution of the
Conflict in South Sudan, Augustino Njoroge and the Chairperson of the Commission on
Human Rights in South Sudan, Yasmin Sooka

26 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf ofiddée and observer States.
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B. Interactive dialogue with the Independent International Commission of
Inquiry on the Syrian Arab Republic

247. At the 14th meeting, on 8 September 204, the Chairperson of the Independent
International Commission of Inquiry on the Syrian Arab Republic, Paulo Sérgio Rinhei
presented the part of the CommissiofA/HRC/36/%5) pursuant to Hman Rights Council
resolution 3/26.

248 At the same meeting, the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic made a
statement as the State concerned.

249 During the ensuingnieractive dialogueat the same meetingn the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Chairperson questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAtizinia,
Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, China, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egyptmany, Hungary,
Iraq, Japan, Netherlands, Portugal, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Slovenia, Switzerland, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representative of observer StatesAlgeria, Australia, Austria, Bahrain,
Belarus, Canada, Chile, Czechia, Democratic Péiepublic of Korea, Estonia, Finland
(also on behalf of Denmark, Iceland, Norway and Sweden), Fr&reece Iran (Islamic
Republic of) Irelard, Israel Italy, Jordan Kuwait, LiechtensteinLithuania Luxembourg
Maldives Mexico, Moroccq New ZealandPoland Romania Russian FederatiorSpain
Turkey;

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental organizatibaropean Union;

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationglliance Defending Freedom;
Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies; European Centre for Law and Justice, The;
Human Rights Watch; Syrian Center for Media and Freedom of Expression; Union of Arab
Jurists; United Nations Watch; Weers International League for Peace and Freedom.

250 At the 4th meeting, on 8 September 201 and at the 15th meeting, on 18
September 201The Chairperson answered questionsmade his concluding remarks.

C. Interactive dialogue with the Independat International Commission of
Inquiry on Burundi

251 At the 16th meeting, on 19 September 2017, the President of the Independent
International Commission of Inquiry on Burundi, Fatsah Ouguergouz, presented the report
of the CommissiofA/HRC/36/54)purstant to Human Rights Council resolution 33/24.

252 At the 17th meeting, on the same day, the representative of Burundi made a
statement as the State concerned.

253 Also at the same meeting, the representative of Independent National Commission
on Human Rjhts in Burundi made a statement.

254 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the President of the Independent International
Commission of Inquiry questions:

(&) Representative of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Albania,
Belgium, China, Germany, Hungary, Netherlands, Portugal, Rwanda, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of);
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(b) Representatives of observer States: Australia, Austria, Canada, Chad,
Czechia, Democratic PeofeRepublic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo,
Denmark, Estonia, France, Greece, Iceland, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland,
Liechtenstein, Lithuanjd_uxembourg, Mexico, Russian Federation, Spain, Sudan;

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

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Amnesty International;
CIRID (Centre Independent de Recherchesaetiatives pourle Dialogue); East and Horn
of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project (also on behalf of CIVICW®orld Alliance
for Citizen Participation); Human Rights Watch; International Federation for Human Rights
Leagues; International Federation of ACAT (Action BYristians for the Abolition of
Torture) (also on behalf of Track Impunity AlwaysTRIAL / Association suisse contre
I[Gmpunite and World Organisation Against Torture); International Service for Human
Rights; InternationaLawyers.Org.

255 At the same meting, the Chairperson answered questionsnaeme his concluding
remarks.

256. Also at the same meeting, a member of ltldependent International Commission
of Inquiry on Burundi, Francoise Hampson, made her concluding remarks.

Interactive dialoguewith the Fact-Finding Mission on Myanmar

257. At the 16th meeting, on 19 September Z01the Chair of the Fadtinding Mission,
Marzuki Darusman, presentah oral update on the situation of human rights in Myanmar
pursuant to Human Rights Quail resoluton 34/22

258 At the same meeting, the representativiMlghnmarmade a statement as the State
concerned.

259 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Chairperson questions

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoAfiminia,
Bangladesh, Belgium, China, Croatia, Germany, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Japan, Netherlands,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statdfghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria,
Azerbaijan, Canada, Costa Rica, Czechia, Democratic Reoplepublic of Korea,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Iceland, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ireland, Lao
Peoplés Democratic Republic, Libya, Luxembourg, Maldives, Mexico, New Zealand,
Poland, Russian Federation, Spdihailand Turkey, Viet Nam

(c) Observes for intergovermental organization European Union,
Organization of Islamic Cooperation;

(d)  Observers for nogovernmental organizationAmnesty International; Asian
Forum for Human Rights and Development; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; Human
Rights Watch; Internatital Federation for Human Rights Leagues; Law§Rights Watch
Canada (also on behalf of International Bar Association); Lutheran World Federation (also
on behalf of Action contre la faim; Care International; International Rescue Committee,
Inc.; NorwegianRefugee Council and Save the Children International); Minority Rights
Group.
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260 At the same meeting, the Chairperson answered questionsad® his concluding
remarks.

General debate on agenda item 4

261 At the 17th and Bth meeting, on 19 Septeber 20%, and at thel9th and20th
meeting, on 20 September 201The Human Rights Council held a general debate on
agenda item 4, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBefgium,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China, Cuba, Ecuador, Esté(ém behalf of the European
Union), Georgia, GermanyJapan Netherlands Pakistarf® (also on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic CooperatiprRepublic of KoreaSlovenia Switzerland United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelgndnited States of AmericavVenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of) Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofjon behalf of the Non
Aligned Movemen,

(b) Representatives of observer Statégistralia, Belarus, Canada, Chéa,
Democratic Peopfis Republic of Korea, Denmark, France, Iceldnahn (Islamic Republic
of), Ireland, Israel, Luxembourg, Maldives, Norw&tissian Federation, Solomon Islands,
Spain, Ukraine;

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Action
internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des GrangddAfrmes
Culture Internationale; African Development Association; African Regional Agricultural
Credit Association; Agence pour les droits deomme; Alliance Crative Community
Project; Alsalam Foundation; American Association of Jurists; Americans for Democracy
& Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Amnesty International; ANAJAGternel a répondu);
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; Asian Legal ResourcereCent
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel FranEamoul ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE
DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Association des étudiants tamouls de France; Association
Dunenyo; Association for Progressive Communications (APC) (also on behalf of Access
Now and FrontLine, The International Foundation for the Protection of Human Rights
Defenders); Association for the Protection of Women and Chifdr&ights (APWCR);
Association Internationale pouébalité des femmes; Association of World Citizens;
Association pourles Victimes Du Monde; Association poudnitégration et le
Développement Durable au Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale @duqle
(SIA); Association Thendral; BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and
Refugee Rights; Balda Intemational Community; Brahma Kumaris World Spiritual
University (BKWSU) (also on behalf of Dominicans for Justice and PedOeder of
Preachers and Franciscans International); British Humanist Association; Cairo Institute for
Human Rights Studies; Cameroodrouths and Students Forum for Peace; Canners
International Permanent Committee; Center for Environmental and Management Studies;
Center for Inquiry; Center for Organisation Research and Education; Centre Eldiiepe
Monde - EuropeThird World Centre; Cetre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy;
Chant du Guépard dans le Désert; Charitable Institute for Protecting Social Victims, The;
Christian Solidarity Worldwide; CIVICUS World Alliance for Citizen Participation;
Comité International pour le Respecti@&pplication de la Chartéfricaine des Droits de
I[tHomme et des Peuples (CIRAC); Commission africaine des promatelmssanté et des
droits de homme; Commission to Study the Organization of Peace; Conectas Direitos

27 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
28 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Humanos; Conseil de jeunesse mutiurelle (COJEP); Conseil International pour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux DroitsHdenime; Coordinating Board of Jewish
Organizations (also on behalf ofitai B&ith); "Coup de Pousse" Chaine dedpoir Nord

Sud ( C.D.PC.E.N.S); East anHorn of Africa Human Rights Defenders Project; European
Centre for Law and Justice, The; European Humanist Federation; European Union of Public
Relations; France Libertes-ondation Danielle Mitterrand; Franciscans International;
Fundacién Latinoamerican@or los Derechos Humanos y el Desarrollo Social; Helios Life
Association; Human Rights Now; Human Rights Watch; Indian Council of South America
(CISA); Indian Movement "Tupaj Amaru"; Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating
Committee; International Assa@tion for Democracy in Africa; International Association of
Democratic Lawyers (IADL); International Buddhist Relief Organisation; International
Career Support Association; International Commission of Jurists; International Federation
for Human Rights Leages; International Fellowship of Reconciliation; International
Human Rights Association of American Minorities (IHRAAM); International Humanist
and Ethical Union; International Lesbian and Gay Association; International Movement
Against All Forms of Discmination and Racism (IMADR); International Muslim
Womerts Union; International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination; Internationalawyers.Org; Iragi Development Organization; Jssor Youth
Organization; Khiam Rehabilitatio@enter for Victims of Torture; Kiyana Karaj Group;
Lawyer® Rights Watch Canada; Le Pont; LiberationfObservatoire Mauritanien des
Droits de BHomme et de la Démocrati®aarij Foundation for Peace and Development;
Mbororo Social and Cultural DevelopmerAssociation; Minority Rights Group;
Nonviolent Radical Party, Transnational and Transparty; Organisation Internationale pour
le Développement Intégral de la Femme; Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique
et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economiglernationale - OCAPROCE
Internationale; Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Pan African Union for
Science and Technology; Pax Romana (International Catholic Movement for Intellectual
and Cultural Affairs and International Movement of Cath@itudents) (also on behalf of
Congregation of Our Lady of Charity of the Good Shepherd; Dominicans for Justice and
Peace- Order of Preachers; and Franciscans International); Prahar; Presse Embleme
Campagne; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des ddeit¥homme; Society for
Development and Community Empowerment; Society of Iranian Women Advocating
Sustainable Development of Environment; Tamil Uzhagam; The Next Century Foundation;
The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd; Tourner la page; Union of Arab JWisted Nations
Watch;  United Schools International; VAAGDHARA; Verein  Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik; Victorious Youths Movement; Villages Unis (United Villages);
VIVAT International (also on behalf of Franciscans International); Wdmdtiuman
Rights Intermtional Association; World Barua Organization (WBO); World Environment
and Resources Council (WERC); World Evangelical Alliance; World Jewish Congress;
World Muslim Congress

262 At the 18th meeting, on 19 September 2017, statements in exercise oftthefrig
reply were made by the representatives of Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Brazil, China, the
Democratic Peoptis Republic of Korea, Egypt, India, Indonesia, l#siamic Republic

of), Japan, Pakistan, the Philippines, the Republic of Korea, the Russian ibed&atkey

and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of).

263 At the same meetingn the same daytatements in exercise of a second right of
reply were made by the representatives of the Democratic Pedpépublic of Korea,
Japan and the Republic of Korea.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Renewal of the mandate of the Commission of Inquiry on Burundi
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264. At the 40th meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Estonia (on behalf
of the European Unionintroduced draft resolution /NRC/36/L.9/Rev.1, sponsored by
Estonia (on behalf of th&uropean Union and cesponsored byAlbania, Andorra,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark,
Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Icelaathnd, Italy, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, the Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Ukraine
and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireld®wabsequentlyArgentina,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Costa Rica, San Marino and the United States of Apiagda

the sponsors.

265 At the same meeting, the representativEstbniaorally revised the draft resolution.

266. Also at the same meeting, thepresentative of Burundi made a statement as the
State concerned.

267. 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 budgemmplications of the draft resolution as orally revised.

268 At the same meeting, the representative8atswana Brazil, Switzerlandand the
United States of Americanade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation
to the draft resolubin as orally revised

269 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative Blthedi a
recorded vote was taken on the draft resolution. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Croatia, El Salvador, 0@,
Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama,
Paraguay, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Against
Bolivia (Plurinational Stee of), Burundi, China, Congo, Cuba, Egypt, Ghana,
Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Cétedvoire, Ecuador, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya,
Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Philippies, Qatar, Togo, Tunisia

270 Draft resolutionA/HRC/31/L.9./Rev.1as orally revisedvas adopted bg?2 votesto
11, with 14abstentions (resolution B®).

The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab Republic

271 At the 40th meeting, on 29 Septemlt2§17, the representatives of Qatard the

United Kingdom of Northern Ireland introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.22,
sponsored by France, Germany, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Morocco, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Turkey, the United Kingdom of Northern Ireland arde United States of Ameri@ndco-
sponsored byAndorra, Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Czechia, Finland, Georgia, Iceland,
Ireland, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Monaco, Monten#ggo,
Netherlands, Norway, Portugahe Republic of korea, Romania, Slovenia, Spain, the
former Yugoslav Republiof Macedonia andJkraine SubsequentlyAlbania, Austria,
Bahrain, Canada, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Greece, Japan, Lithuania,
New Zealand, Poland, San Marino, Slovakia, Sevednd Switzerlanpbined the sponsors.
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272 At the same meeting, the representatiobLatvia (on behalf of thenember States
of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights Cogn&iWwitzerlandand
the United States of Americaade generalammensin relation to the draft resolution.

273 Also at the same meeting, the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic made a
statement as the State concerned.

274. 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 draft resolution.

275 At the same meeting, the representatives of Alhdriazil, Ching Cubg Ecuador
Egypt Indonesia Iraq and Venezwela (Bolivarian Repblic of) made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution

276. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representativeCailigea recorded
vote was taken on the draft resolution. Tiing was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Cotdlvbire, Croatia, El Salvador,
Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Netherlands, Panama,
Paraguay, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Slovenia, Switzerland, Togo, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Against
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, China, Cuba, Iraq, Philippines,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Congo, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Kenya,
Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria, South Africa, Tunisia]

277. Draft resolution A/HRC/31/122 was adopted b®7 votesto 7, with 13abstentions
(resolution 36/27

Extension of the mandate bthe independent international factfinding mission on
Myanmar

278 At the 41st meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Estonia (on behalf
of the European Union) introduced draft decision A/HRC/36/L.31/Rev.1, sponsored by
Estonia (on behalf fothe European Unionaind cesponsored byAfghanistan, Albania,
Andorra, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bangladesh, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Canada, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Hungaryceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,
Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegrie Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Turte@AJnited Kingdom of Great Britain

and Northern Irelanchnd the United States of AmericaSubsequentlyBahrain, Cote
ddvoire, Djibouti, Georgia, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexico, New Zealand, Pakistan, Qatar,
the Republic of Korea, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Switzerland, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedaaiand the United Arab Emiratgsned the sponsors.

279 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 thfe draftdecision

280 At the sme meeting, the representatives of India andPtiiBppinesmade general
comments in relation to the draféecision
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281 Also at the same meeting, the representativBlgdnmarmade a statement as the
State concerned.

282. At the same meeting, the representativ€binamadea statement in explanation of
vote before the vote in relation to the drdécision In his statement, the representative of
Chinadisassociated the delegation from the consensus of the draitti@sol

283 At the same meeting, the draft decision was adopted without a vote (decision
36/115).

284. At the same meetingthe representatige of Egyptand Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)made statements in explanation of vote after the votgendrdcomments in
relation to all draft proposals adopted under agendadtem
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V. Human rights bodies and mechanisms

A. Complaint procedure

285 At the 27th meeting, on22 September 207, the Human Rigts Council helda
closed meetig of the complaint prockire.

286, At the same meeting, the Chairperd®apporteur of the Working Group on
Situations, Nozipho MxakatDiseko, presented the report of the Working Group on
Situations on its 19th and 20th sessions which were held in January and July 2017
respectivéy.

287. At the 28th meeting, or25 SeptembeR017, the President made a statemen the
outcome of the meetingtating that the Human Rights Council leaémined, ints closed
meeting,the reports of the Working Group on Situations on its 19th and 2€tkions
under the Complaint Procedure established pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution
5/1 of 18 June 2007he President added that no case had been referred by the Working
Group on Situations to the Human Rights Council for action at the 3&sfose

B. Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

288 At the 20th meeting, on 20 September Z0the ChairperseRapporteur of the
Expert Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peophdbert Kwokwo Barume
presented the reports of the Expdiechanism{A/HRC/36/56 and A/HRC/36/57)

289 At the 20th and21stmeetings, on the same ddlie Human Rights Council held an
interactive dialogue on the human rights of indigenous peoples under agenda items 3 and 5
(see chapter lll, sectidg).

C. Interactive dialogue with the Advisory Committee

290, At the 21st meeting, on 20 September 201the Chairperson of the Advisory
Committee, Mikhail Lebedev, presented the reports of the Committee (A/HRC/36/51,
A/HRC/36/52 and A/HRC/36/59).

291 During the esuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, the following made
statements and asked the Chairperson questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoQfiila,
Egypt, JapanPer@® (also on behalf ofAlgeria, Ecuador, Italy, Rmania and Thailard
Republic of Korea, Tunisia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer Statezerbaijan, PakistarRussian Federation

(c) Observes for intergovernmental organizatisn European Union,
Organization of Islanai Cooperation;

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAmerican Association of
Jurists; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Association of World
Citizens; Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII (also on behalf of Alliance
Defending Freedom; Association Pou@seur; International Catholic Child Bureau;

29 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking emmalf of Member and observer States.
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International Volunteerism Organization for Women, Education and Developinent
VIDES; Istituto Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di DooscB;
Mouvement Interational dApostolate des Milieux Sociaux Independants; Passionists
International; Pax Romana (International Catholic Movement for Intellectual and Cultural
Affairs and International Movement of Catholic Students); Teresian Association; World
Union of Cathdic Womerts Organizations); Jssor Youth Organization; Prahar; Save the
Children International (also on behalf of World Vision International); Verein Sudwind
Entwicklungspolitik.

292 At the same meeting, th€hairperson of the Advisory Committee answered
guestions and made his concluding remarks.

293 Also, at the same meeting, statement in exercise of the right of reply was made by
the representative of Bahrain.

Open-ended intergovernmental working groupon a draft United
Nations declarationon the rights of peasants and other people working
in rural areas

294. At the 21st meeting, on20 September 204, the ChaipersonrRapporteurof the
openended inteilgovernmental working groupn a draft United Nations declaration the
rights of peasants and othgeople working in rural areallardi Suxo lturry presented the
report of the working group on itglth session held froml5 to 19May 2017
(A/HRC/36/58).

General debate on agenda item 5

295 At the 21st meeting, on 20 September 2017, the Assistantt&geBeneral for
Human Rights, presented the report of the Secré&amneral on cooperation with the
United Nations, its representatives and mechanisms in the field of human rights
(AJHRC/36/31).

296. At the 21st meeting, or20 September 207, andat the 26th and Z'th meeting, on
22 September 204 the Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda item 5,
during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBetgiium,
Bolivia (Plurinational Sdte oj, Brazil (also on behalf of Albania, Chile, Germany, Greece,
Montenegro, Namibia, Norway, Panama, the Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia, Turkey
and the United States of Americd@drazil (also on behalf ofAngola, Argentina, Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaia, Chile, Colombia, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, Estonia, Finland,
France, Gewia, Germany, Guatemala, GuinB&sau, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Latvia,
Lithuania, Luxembourg,Malta, Mexico, Montenegro, Mozambique, the Netherlands,
Nicaragua, Paragly, Peru, Poland, Portugal, the Republic of Korea, Romania, Slovakia,
Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerlantie former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Timor-Leste and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ir¢/aBitina, Cuba,
Ecuador (also omehalf of Algeria, Bangladesh, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Cuba, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Nicaragua, RleeuPhilippines, South
Africa, Sri Lanka, Switzerland, Uruguay and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic Ed)ypt,
Estoni&° (also on behalf of the European Union), Germany, Hungary, India, Iraq, Latvia

30 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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(also on behalf oAAfghanistan, Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus,
Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Mexico, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, the Netherlands, Norway, Panama, Peru, Poland,
Portugal, Qatar, the Republic of Korea, the Republic of Moldova, Romania, Rwanda,
Sebia, Slovakia, Slovenia, SpainSwitzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Tunisia, Ukraine, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
and Urugua), Pakistaf! (also on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation),
Russian Federatiéh(also on behalf of @lgeria, Belarus, Cuba, Egypt, India, Saudi
Arabia, the United Arab Emirates and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republif, @inisia (also

on behalfof the African Group), United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer Statsnenia, Estonia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Ireland, Maldives, Nicaragua, Norw#glso on behalf ofDenmark, Finland, Iceland
andSwedep, Sudan Sweden

(c) Observers for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizationsFood and Agriculture Organization of the United Natjons

(d)  Observer for a national human rights instituti@tobal Alliance of National
Human Rights Institutions;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Africa
Culture Internationale; African Regional Agricultural Credit Association; Alliance Creative
Community Project; Alsalam Foundation; Americans for Democracyugnah Rights in
Bahrain Inc; Amnesty International; ANAJA @Eternel a répondu); Association Bharathi
Centre Culturel Franedamoul; ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS EN
FRANCE; Association des étudiants tamouls de France; Association for the Protection of
Women and Childreis Rights (APWCR); Association of World Citizens; Association pour
les Victimes Du Monde; Association poltdtégration et le Développement Durable au
Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale podikfrique (SIA); Association Thedral;
Canners International Permanent Committee; Center for Organisation Research and
Education; Centre EuropeTiers Monde- EuropeThird World Centre; Centre for Human
Rights and Peace Advocacy; Centro de Estudios Legales y Sociales (CELS) Asociacion
Civil; Colombian Commission of Jurists; Commission africaine des promoteurs de la santé
et des droits deGiomme; Commission to Study the Organization of Peace; Conseil de
jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Conseil International pour le soutien a des procés
équitables et aux Droits defHomme; European Union of Public Relations; FIAN
International e.V.; Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating Committee; International
Association for Democracy in Africa; International Association of Democratic Lawyers
(IADL); International Buddhist Relief Organisation; International Commission of Jurists;
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Federation of Rural
Adult Catholic Movements; International Fellowship of Reconciliation; International
Muslim Womerés Union; 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; Jssor Youth
Orgarization; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; LawydRights Watch
Canada; Le Pont; Liberation;8Dbservatoire Mauritanien des Droits deldmme et de la
Démocratie; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development Association; Nonviolent Radical

31 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
32 Observer of the Human Rights Councieaging on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Paty, Transnational and Transparty; Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de
Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internation@E€APROCE Internationale; Pan
African Union for Science and Technology; Prahar; Rencontre Africaine pour la eéefens
des droits dethomme; Society for Development and Community Empowerment; Society
Studies Centre (MADA ssc); Tamil Uzhagam; The Next Century Foundation; Tourner la
page; United Schools International; VAAGDHARA; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik;
Villages Unis (United Villages); World Barua Organization (WBO); World Environment
and Resources Council (WERC); World Muslim Congress.

297. At the 21st meeting, on 20 September 2017, statement in exercise of the right of
reply was made by the representative ahgin.

298 At the 27th meeting, on 22 September 2017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatives of China and Thailand.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Cooperation with the United Nations, itsrepresentatives and mechanisms in the field
of human rights

299 At the 41st meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Hungary
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1, sponsored by Fiji, Ghana, Hungary,
Ireland andUruguay and co-sponsored byAndorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia
and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, MaltaMexico, Monaco, Montenegrothe
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Pdhegal,
Republic of Koreathe Republic of Moldova, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedpbieraine and thé&Jnited States of
America Subsequently, the United States of America withdecevspon®rship of the draft
resolution. Subsequently,Albania, Argentina, Canada, Costa Rica, the Dominican
Republic, Estonia, Honduras, San Marino and the ddnKingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Irelandoined the sponsors.

300, At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation introduced
amendmerst A/HRC/36L.43, A/HRC/36/L46, A/HRC/36/L47, A/HRC/36/L48,
A/HRC/36/L51 andA/HRC/36/L57 to draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1.

301 Also at the ame meeting, the representativedia introduced amendment
A/HRC/36/L.56, A/IHRC/36/L58, AIHRC/36/L59, A/IHRC/36/L60 andA/HRC/36/L61to
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1.

302 At the samemeeting, the representativ# the Bolivarian Republic oWenezuela
introduced amendments A/HRC/364b, A/HRC/36/L52 and A/HRC/36/L55 to draft
resolution A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1.

303 Also & the same meeting, the representatdfeEgypt introduced amendnms
A/HRC/36/L50, A/HRC/36/L53 and A/HRC/36/L54 to draft resolution
A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1

304 Amendment A/HRC/36/L43 was sponsored by the Russian Federation
SubsequentlyBelarus Iran (Islamic Republic ofandVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
joined the sponsorsAmendmentA/HRC/36/L45 was sponsored byChina, Egypt, India,
the Russian FederatiosndVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofpubsequently, Belarus and
Cubajoined the sponsors. AmendmsAYHRC/36/L46, A/HRC/36/L47, AAHRC/36/L 48,
A/HRC/36/L.53, A/HRC/36/L54, A/HRC/36/L55, A/HRC/36/L56 and A/HRC/36/L.60
weresponsored b¥hina, Egypt, Indiathe RussianFederation an&/enezuela (Bolivarian
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Republic of) SubsequentlyBelarus Cuba and Iran (Islamic Republic ofjoined the
sponsors. Amendnens A/HRC/36/L49, A/HRC/36/L58, A/HRC/36/L59 and
A/HRC/36/L61 were sponsored byChina, India,the Russian Federatioand Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of) and cesponsored byEgypt. Subsequently, Belarus and Cuba
joined the sponsors. AmendmettHRC/36/L50 was sponsored byChina, Egypt, India,
the Russian Federatioand Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofSubsequently, Belarus
joined the sponsor&smendmers A/HRC/36/L51 andA/HRC/36/L52 weresponsored by
China, India, the Russian Federationand Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
Subsequently, Belarus and Cujmined the sponsorsAmendmentA/HRC/36/L57 was
sponsored byChina, Egypt, Indiathe Russian Federatiomnd Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) SubsequentlyBelarusand Iran (Islamic Ragblic of) joined the sponsors.

305 At the sme meeting, the representatwé Ghana(also on behalf of Fiji, Hungary,
Italy and Uruguay)Panamand the Rpublic of Koreamade general comments in relation
to draft resolutiorA/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.Jas wellas on the proposed amendments.

306. Also at the same meeting, the President announced that amendment A/HRC/36/L.44
to draft resolution A/AHR@6/L.26/Rev.lhad been withdrawn.

307. Also at the same meeting, the Council took action on amendR&rHRC/361..43,
A/HRC/36L45, A/HRC/36L46, A/HRC/36L47, A/HRC/36L48, A/HRC/36L49,
A/HRC/36L50, A/HRC/36L51, A/HRC/36L52, A/HRC/36L53, A/HRC/36L54,
A/HRC/36L55, A/HRC/36L56, A/HRC/36L57, A/HRC/36L58, A/HRC/36L59,
A/HRC/36L60, A/HRC/36L61.

308 At the sane meeting, the representativesSwitzerland and the United States of
Americamade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment
A/HRC/36/L43.

309 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédHRC/36/L43. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Botswana, Burundi, Ecuador, Egiek), Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,
Philippines,Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia, E Salvador,Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherland®gnama, Paraguaprtugal,
Republic of Korea, RwandaSlovenia, Switzerland, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Bolivia (Plurinational State of)China, CongoCote dlvoire, Ethiopia, India,
Indonesia, Nigeria, QataBaudi Arabia, South Africdlogo, Tunisia United
Arab Emirates

310 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.48/asrejected byl0votesto 22, with 14abstentions§?

311 At the same meeting, the representatiob&eorgia and Germanyade statements
in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/IHRCA35/L.

312 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeant a recorded
vote wa taken on amendmeAtHRC/36/L45. The voting was as follows:

33 The delegation ofubadid not cast a vote.
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In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of)Burundi, China, Cuba, Egypt,
Ethiopia, India, IndonesiaKyrgyzstan, Philippines, Saudi Arabia,United
Arab EmiratesYenezuela (Bolivean Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia,Ecuador El SalvadorGeorgia, Germany,
Ghana, HungaryJapan,Latvia, Mongolia, Netherland$?anama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Republic of KoreaSlovenia, SwitzerlandUnited Kingdom of
Great Britén and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
BotswanaCongo, Cote dvoire, Iraq, Nigeria, Qatar, Rwand&outh Africa,
Togo, Tunisia

313 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.45 was rejected byvstesto 22, with 10 abstention¥.

314 At the same m&ting, the representativd Germanymadea statemenin explanation
of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/3&I/L.

315 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdfeaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendmédtHRC/36/L.46. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana,Brazil, Burundi,
China, Cuba, Ecuador,Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesialraq, Kyrgyzstan,
Mongolia, Nigeria, Philippines,Qatar,Rwanda,Saudi ArabiaSouth Africa,
Tunisig United Arab Emiratesvenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, CroatiaGeorgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungadapan,
Latvia, Netherlands,Panama, ParaguayPortugal, Republic of Korea,
Slovenia, SwitzerlandUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo, Cote dvoire, El SalvadorKenya, Togo

316, Amendment A/HRC/36/L.46 was adopted byy®testo 18, with 5 abstentions.

317. At the same meeting, the represenwat¥ Panamanadea statementn explanation
of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/36IL.

318 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeant a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L47. The voting was afollows:

In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of)Burundi, China, Cuba, Egypt,
India, Iragq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Emirates,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil,Céte divoire, Crodia, El Salvador, Georgia,
Germany, Ghandlungary,Japan,Latvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama,
ParaguayPortugal, Republic of Kore&lovenia, Switzerlandlunisiag

%4 The delegation okenyadid not cast a vote.
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United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstainng:
Botswana,Congo,Ecuador Ethiopia, IndonesiaNigeria, Philippines,Qatar,
Rwanda South Africa,Togo

319 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.47 was rejected byvi8esto 23, with 11 abstentions.

320, Atthe same meeting, the representaiveAlbaniaandLatvia made tatemers in
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/A5/L.

321 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieanfy a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeéutHRC/36/L48. The voting was as follows

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana,Brazil, Burundi,
China, Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,
Philippines, Saudi Arabia,United Arab EmiratesVenezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Croatia,Georgia, Germany, Ghanajungary, Japan,
Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands,Panama, Paraguayortugal, Republic of
Korea, Slovenia, Switzerlandlunisig United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstainng:
Congo, Cote divoire, Ecuador,El Salvador,lraq, Nigeria, Qatar, Rwanda,
South Africa,Togo

322 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.48 was rejected byvdtesto 20, with 10 abstentions.

323 At the same meeting, the representatiodé Latvia and the Netherlandsmade
statementsn explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/A35/L.

324. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L49. The voting was as follows:

In favour
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana,Burundi, China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,
Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab Emirates,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia, El Salvador,Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japanl atvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama, Paraguaiortugal,
Republic of KoreaSlovenia, Switzerlandlunisia United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireind, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo, Cote dvoire, EcuadorNigeria,Rwanda,Togo

325 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.49 was rejected byviflesto 22, with 6 abstentions.

326, At the same meeting, the representatioEBelgium and Ghanamade tatemetsin
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCEB/L.

327. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeant a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L50. The voting was as follows:
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In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of)Burundi, China, Congo,Egypt,
Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Saudi Arabia,
South Africa,United Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil,Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Ghandjungary,
Japan,Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands,Panama, Paraguafortugal, Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia, Switzerland,Tunisig United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abgaining:
BotswanaCéte divoire, EcuadorEl Salvador]raq, Nigeria, Togo

328 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.50 was rejected byvidiesto 23, with 7 abstention%.

329 At the same meeting, the representativiethe Netherlands and the Unit&thgdom
of GreatBritain and Northern Irelandhade tatementsn explanation of vote before the
vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/36311.

330 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendméiHRC/36/L51. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana,Burundi, China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,
Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab Emirates,
Venezueh (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil,Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Ghandjungary,
Japanlatvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama, Paragualprtugal, Republic
of Korea, Slovenia, SwitzerlandJunisia United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo,Cbte divoire, Ecuador El SalvadorNigeria, Rwanda,Togo

331 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.51 was rejected byvi@esto 21, with 7 abstentions.

332 At the same meeting, the representaioé the Netherlands and Slovenmade
statementsn explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCEZb/L.

333 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatideant a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L52. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana, Burundi, China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines,
Saudi ArabialJnited Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, BrazilCroatia,Ecuador El Salvador,Georgia, Germany,
Ghana, Hungary, Irag, Japan, Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands, Panama,
Paraguay, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Slovenia,

35 The delegation ofubadid not cast a vote.
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Switzerland,Tunisig United Kingdom of Geat Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America

Abstaining
Congo,Cébte divoire, Nigeria, South Africa,Togo

334  Amendment A/HRC/36/L.52 was rejected byvdesto 26, with 5 abstentions.

335 At the same meeting, the representaiveJgpan and théJnited Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Irelandnade tatementsin explanation of vote before the vote in
relation to amendment A/HRC/3643.

336. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieanfy a recorded
vote wa taken on amendmeAtHRC/36/L53. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
BangladeshPBolivia (Plurinational State of)Burundi, China, Cuba, Egypt,
Ethiopia, India, Iraq, Kyrgyzstan,Nigeria, Philippines,Saudi ArabiaUnited
Arab EmiratesVenezuela (Blivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium,Botswana,Brazil, Croatia, Ecuador,Georgia, Germany,
Ghana,Hungary, Japan,Latvia, NetherlandsPanama, Paraguafp,ortugal,
Republic of KoreaSlovenia, Switzerlandlunisig United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo, Cdte divoire, ElI Salvador, Indonesia,Kenya, Mongolia, Qatar,
RwandaSouth Africa,Togo

337. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.53 was rejected byvidiesto 22, with 10 abstentions.

338 At the ame meeting, the representatofegGermaly madea statemenin explanation
of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/Zg8IL.

339 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L54. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State ofBurundi, China,Cuba,Ecuador,
Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,Nigeria, Philippines,
Saudi Arabia,South Africa,United Arab EmiratesVenezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium,Botswana,Brazil, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japanl atvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama, Paraguaiortugal,

Republic of KoreaSlovenia, SwitzerlandJnited Kingdom of GreaBritain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo,Cote divoire, El Salvador]raq, Qatar,Rwanda,Togo, Tunisia

340 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.54 was rejected byviesto 21, with 8 abstentions.

341 Atthe same meeting, the repemtativeof Germaly madea statemenin explanation
of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/SS/L.

342 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeanh a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L55. The voing was as follows:
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In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of), BraziBurundi, China, Cuba,
Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Saudi
Arabia,United Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, CroatiaEcuador,Georgia, Germany, Ghanalungary,
Iraq, Japan,Latvia, NetherlandsPanama, Paraguafportugal, Republic of
Korea, Slovenia, SwitzerlandlTunisig United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of Asnica

Abstaining
Botswana,Congo, Cote divoire, EI Salvador,Mongolia, Nigeria, Qatar,
RwandaSouth Africa, Togo

343 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.55 was rejected byvdiesto 21, with 10 abstentions.

344. At the same meeting, the representativeJapanard the Republic of Koreanade
statementsn explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCE®H/L.

345 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdfeaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendméiHRC/36/L56. The wting was as follows:

In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State ofBurundi, China,Cuba,Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,lraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia,
Nigeria, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab
Emirates,Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Botswana,Brazil, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japanatvia, NetherlandsPanama, Paragualortugal, Republic
of Korea, Slovenia, SwitzerlandUnited Kingdom of Great Btain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo,Cbte divoire, Ecuador Rwanda,Togo, Tunisia

346. Amendment A/HRC/36/L.56 weaadoptedoy 21votesto 20, with 6 abstentions.

347. At the same meeting, the representativeCroatiaand Panamanade satementsn
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCEG/L.

348 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeanf a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHHRC/36/L57. The voting was a®llows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana, Burundi, China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines,
Saudi ArabialJnited Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil, Croatia, El Salvador,Georgia, Germany, Ghana,
Hungary,Japanl atvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama, Paraguaiortugal,
Republic of KoreaSlovenia, Switzerlandl unisia, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Statef America

Abstaining
Congo,Cote dlvoire, Ecuador,lraq, Nigeria, Qatar,Rwanda,South Africa,
Togo
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349 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.57 was rejected byvdesto 22, with 9 abstentions.

350 At the same meeting, the representaiveAlbania andPanamanade satementsn
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCE®H/L.

351 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieanfy a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L58. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
BangladeshBolivia (Plurinational State of), BraziBurundi, China, Cuba,
Ecuador,Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Qatar,
Saudi Arabia,South Africa, United Arab Emirate§/enezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, CroatiaGeorgia, Germany, Ghanajungary, Japan,
Latvia, Mongolia, Netherlands,Panama, Paraguayortugal, Republic of
Korea, Rwanda,Slovenia, SwitzerlandTunisia, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United StatesAsherica

Abstaining
BotswanaCongo,Cote divoire, El Salvador]raqg, Kenya,Nigeria Togo

352 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.58 was rejected byvi@esto 21, with 8 abstentions.

353 At the same meeting, the representaioEGeorgia and Hungargnade tatemats
in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRCEZG/L.

354 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdfeaot a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédHRC/36/L59. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana,Brazil, Burundi,
China, Cuba, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Kyrgyzstan, Qatar, South Africa,
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Céte divoire, Croatia, El Salvador,Georgia, Germay,
Ghana,Hungary,Japan,Latvia, Mongolia,NetherlandsPanama, Paraguay,
Portugal, Republic of Kore®wanda Slovenia, Switzerlandlunisia, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Congo, Ecuador,Ethiopia, Iraq, Kenya, Nigeria, Philippines,Saudi Arabia,
Togo, United Arab Emirates

355 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.59 was rejected byvistesto 23, with 10 abstentions.

356 At the same meeting, the representativEGeorgia and Ghanaade tatementsn
explanation of vote before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/B6/L.

357. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdeanf a recorded
vote was taken on amendmeédtHRC/36/L.60. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Balivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iraq,
Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa,
Tunisia, United Arab Emiratesyenezuela (Bolivarian Republof)

Against
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Albania, Belgium, Croatigk| SalvadorGeorgia, Germany, Ghandungary,
JapanLatvia, NetherlandsPanama, Paragualortugal, Republic of Korea,
Slovenia, SwitzerlandUnited Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Statesf America

Abstaining
Céte divoire, Mongolia,Nigeria, Qatar,Togo

358 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.60 was adopted by\#Resto 19, with 5 abstentions.

359 At the same meeting, the representaiobEBelgiumandHungarymade satements
in explanation of vte before the vote in relation to amendment A/HRC/3®IL.

360 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatdieanfy a recorded
vote was taken on amendmédHRC/36/L.61. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh,Bolivia (Plurinational State of)Botswana, Burundi, China,
Cuba, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Philippines,
Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, United Arab Emiratesyenezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Belgium, Brazil,Cbéte divoire, Croatia, Ecuador, EI Salvador,
Georgia, Germany, GhanBlungary,Japan Latvia, Mongolia,Netherlands,
Panama, Paraguayortugal, Republic of KoreaSlovenia, Switzerland,

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstaining
Congo,Iraq, Nigeria, Rwanda,Togo, Tunisia

361 Amendment A/HRC/36/L.61 was rejected byvi@esto 23, with 6 abstentions.

362 At the same meeting, the representativealbfinia Bolivia (Plurinational State of)
Brazil, Ching Cuba Egypt, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of AmericandVenezuelgBolivarian Republicf) (also on behalf of Egypt,
India and the Russian Federatiomdde statements in explanation of vote before the vote in
relation tothe draft resolutioras amendedn her statement, the representative Brfazil
disassociated the delegation from the consensus on preanplawgraph 6 andperative
paragrapk 1, 9 and 10of the draft resolutionln his statement, the representativetbé
United States of Americdisassociated the delegation from the consensuspenative
paragraphs 4 Bis and 7 Bistbe draft resolution.

363 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representatibe Bblivarian
Republicof Venezuelaa reorded vote was taken on the draft resoluaisramendedThe
voting was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Congo, Cotévdire, Croatia, Ecuador,
El Salvador, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungary, Iraq, Japan, Latvia,
Mongolia, Nethdands, Panama, Paraguay, Portugal, Republic of Korea,
Rwanda, Slovenia, Switzerland, Tunisia, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, China, Culogpt
Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Nigeria, Philippines, Qatar,
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Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Togo, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

364. Draft resolution A/HRC/8/L.26./Rev.1las amendeavas adopted b8 votesto 0,
with 19 abstentions (resolution 3a/R

Promotion and protection of the human rights of peasantaind other people working
in rural areas

365 At the 41st meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representatikie Blurinational
State of Bolivia introduced daft resolution A/HRC/36/L.29, sponsored by Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Cuba, Ecuador and South Africa @mdponsored byAngola,
Bangladeshthe Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, Ghan#laiti, India, Kenya, Panama, Paraguay,
the Philippines, Switzerland, Vezuela (Bolivarian Republic o§nd theState of Palestine
Subsequently,Algeria, the Democratic Peopfis Republic of Korea, the Dominican
Republic, El Salvador, Indonesia, Nicaragua, the Sudan and Viejdized the sponsors.

366. At the same meetingheé representative of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela
made a general comment in relation to the draft resolution.

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

368 At the same meeting, the representative§sefmany(also on behalf of Belgium,
Croatia, Hungary, Latvia and the Netherlandsp theUnited States of Americanace
statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resolution.

369 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representativeldifitbd States of
Americg a recorded vote was taken on the draft resolution. The votingsvadiows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, Congo, Coéte&Voire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Panama, ParaguayPhilippines, Portugal, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
South Africa, Switzerland, Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America

Abstaining
Albania, Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia,
Netherlands, Reublic of Korea, Slovenia

370 Draft resolution A/HRC/31/L.29 was adopted B4 votesto 2, with 11abstentions
(resolution 36/22).
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VI. Universal periodic review

371 Pursiant to General Assembly resolution 60/251, Council resolutions 5/1 and 16/21,
Council decision 17/119 and Presidsnstatements PRST/8/1 and PRST/9/2 on modalities
and practices for the universal periodic review process, the Council considered theeoutcom
of the reviews conducted during the twengventh session of the Working Group on the
Universal Periodic Review held from 1 to 12 May 2017.

372 In accordance with resolution 5/1, the President outlined that all recommendations
must be part of the finalocument of the UPR and accordingly, the State under Review
should clearly communicate its position on all recommendations either by indicating that it
"supports” or "notes" the concerned recommendations.

A. Consideration of the universal periodic reviewoutcomes

373 In accordance with paragraph 4.3 of Presidestatement 8/1, the following section
contains a summary of the views expressed on the outcome by States under review,
Member and Observer States of the Council, as well as general commentbynater
relevant stakeholders before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary.

Bahrain

374. The review of Bahrain was held on 1 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and vedl drashe
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Bahrain in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/lHRC/WG.6/27/BHR/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/BHR/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/BHR/3).

375 Atits 22nd meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Bahrain (see section C below).

376. The outcome of the review of Bahrain comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/3), the views of Bahrain concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and replies
presentd 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 Geagpalso
A/HRC/36/3/Add.1)

1. Views expressed by the State under review on the recommeatbns and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

377. The head of delegation Mr. Abdulla Bin Faisal Aldoseri, Assistant Foreign Minister
of Bahrain stated that his delegation emphasized the Kingdom of B&hka&iennesso
strengthen and continue its efforts to promote and protect human rights through cooperation
with partners and stakeholders at the national level and constructive cooperation with the
HRC, the UPR mechanism, the OHCHR and other relevant internatiokalhstders.

378 He indicated that Bahrain received 175 recommendations from member states
during the review of the Working Group which were examined in the context of several
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meetings of the Bahraini High Coordination Committee, as well as meetings with mo
than 20 civil society organizations. These recommendations were reviewed extensively
during the meetings and, the comments made, contributed to the forming of the position of
Bahrain on responding to the recommendations.

379, The above extensive consatibns on and consideration of the recommendations led

to the support of 139 recommendations, many of which have been implemented, and the
Kingdom will work to achieve the remaining ones. Bahrain took note of 36
recommendations either for being inconsistaith the application of Islamic law, or
because they do not comply with national laws or legislation or require further study
although, a few of those recommendations could have been partially accepted.

380, Babhrain reaffirmed its commitment to and contition of the pioneering reform and
democratic approach launched by His Majesty King Hamad bin Isa Al Khalifa, by
preserving its human rights record, which is based on modern and progressive
constitutional and legal texts.

381 The head of delegation &1 a number of achievements in the recent period that
added to the record of achievements and progress in the promotion and respect of human
rights such as:

9 The Family Law No. 19 of 2017, which came into effect on August 1, 2017, which
received a wide pdisve response among the Bahraini society in line with
CEDAW. This Law fulfilled one of the most important request of Bahraini women
who, after years of effort, withessed the acknowledgement of their dignity and
pivotal role in the process of building addvelopment;

9 Law No. 18 of 2017 on Penalties and Alternative Measures, aimed at developing
punitive policy in Bahrain, through the promotion of punitive measures in its
comprehensive concept seeking greater protection of society from future dangers;

1 Article (2) of Law No. (74) of 2016 concerning the care, rehabilitation and
employment of persons with disabilities was amended.

382 Babhrain has taken a number of measures that contribute to the reform of the labour
market, including a flexible work permiThis system allows foreign workers to work
without the sponsorship system.

383 The rule of law, independence and impartiality of the judiciary are the basis of
governance in Bahrain and one of the most important pillars of the protection of human
rights and freedoms. Article 20 of the Constitution provides for fair trial guarantees,
including the right to defend and prohibit torture. The independence of the judiciary has
been strengthened financially and administratively. In this regard, DeaveéNo. 46 of

2002 on criminal procedure and its amendments affirms comprehensive guarantees for the
protection of human rights in freedom, personal safety and criminal justice through the
provision of fair trial guarantees, the right of accused persons to come@rctamilies and
relatives, appoint a lawyer and attend the meetings without restraints, as well as prevent
torture, ilFtreatment or coercion.

384. Freedom of assembly, opinion and expression is guaranteed by the Constitution and
national legislations wiout restrictions except the professional and ethical controls
provided for in the Constitution, the law and the local and international press and media
conventions, which prohibit any incitement to sectarian or religious, racial or sectarian
hatred or theaten national security or public order or infringement The rights, reputations
and dignity of others, the violation of public morals or the violation of any of the principles
of human rights.
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385 The head of delegation reaffirmed that Bahrain will malkefforts to bring about a
lasting positive change in the human rights situation, as the authorities believe that all
segments of the society are essential partners in the process of building of and committed to
national action, away from violence, inighation and hatred and sectarianism in society.

386. Mr. Aldoseri stated that Bahramefforts to fight terrorism its financing, and violent
extremism will not prevent the ongoing democratic process, and the State from building a
modern State and advangihuman rights in all areas.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

387. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Bahrain, 16 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations th&t weable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

388 India noted with appreciation the progressive realization of the rights, including the
right to development from thé&eform basd approach India highlighted the Bahrais

Program of Action, 2012 0 18 entitl ed ATowards the justice, s e

societyo. Il ndia congratul ated Bahrain for
introducing the flexible worlpermit, thus eliminating exploitation and trafficking.

389 Iran (Islamic Republic of) stated that during the twesgyenth session of the UPR
Working Group on Bahrain it made two recommendations, namely to implement fully
recommendations made by the UNandate holders, including through the immediate
release of all political prisoners and by ending impunity, thus bringing perpetrators of
human rights violations to justice, and to engage in a genuine national dialogue in an open
and inclusive manner withll stakeholders. It stated that one was accepted while regretted
that the more important one has been noted. It hoped that all accepted recommendations be
fully and effectively implemented.

390 Iraq thanked Bahrain for accepting the recommendationsittipgovided to them

and for upholding the principles and values of human rights and promoting freedom,
impartiality and justice among all its citizens. It commended the acceptance of most
recommendations, which would further enhance the promotion andctwatef human
rights in Bahrain and looked forward to the implementation of its commitments.

391 Jordan appreciated Bahrain responses to the third UPR recommendations and
presenting information on the latest developments and measures taken to promote and
protect human rights. Jordan appreciated the fact that Bahrain had accepted the majority of
recommendations, including those submitted by Jordan, reaffirming its commitment to
human rights and freedoms. Jordan was confident that Bahrain will intens#ffatts in

the coming years to implement the accepted recommendations.

392 Kuwait commended the efforts taken in preparing the report that reflected the
attentiveness of Bahrain to the promotion and protection of human rights, and commended
the measuretaken to implement the recommendations that they committed to, including
those presented by Kuwait.

393 Lebanon appreciated the presentation, which reflected commitment to the UPR
mechanism. Lebanon noted with appreciation the acceptance of 80 paf teatUPR
recommendations, including those submitted by Lebanon on training the judiciary on the
international human rights standards and on freedom of the press. Bahrain had adopted a

36 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSes$§iti8#3sion/Pages/default.aspx
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serious approach and this showed positive action and respect foPfRemdchanism to
improve the lives of the Bahraini people.

394. Libya commended Bahrain for accepting the majority of the recommendations that
were presented to it and for taking the measures to promote and protect human rights, by
taking many crucial steyp particularly establishing many national mechanisms that
contribute to the protection and promotion of human rights.

395 Lithuania stated that by accepting the vast majority of recommendations, Bahrain
had demonstrated its intent and commitment to ptenand protect human rights through

its institutional, legislative and political framework. It appreciated that all of the
recommendations given by Lithuania have been accepted and hoped that in the new UPR
cycle will also continue working toward full ingmentation of the remaining
recommendations from previous cycles and further strengthen its commitment to the
international human rights instruments.

396, Maldives was encouraged by the couéryaunch of the National Plan for the
Advancement of Bahrainlomen 20132022, particularly the focus on the principle of
providing equal opportunity and empowering women. Maldives commended the prize
sponsored by King Hamad-Khalifa in collaboration with UNESCO aiming to implement
educational, religious and medprogrammes to promote moderation and tolerance and to
combat hate speech that incites terrorism and violence.

397. Morocco welcomed the update on the actions taken to promote and protect human
rights further and welcomed significant efforts made to bolist actual practice. Morocco
welcomed the positive interaction with the Council and its mechanisms. It commended the
constructive interaction with the UPR during the interactive dialogue and accepting the
majority of the recommendations including thogesented by Morocco, as well as the
renewed commitment to strengthen the foundations of the rule of law and respect to human
rights.

398 Oman noted Bahrafe positive attitude as reflected in its acceptance of the
recommendations and its constitutionalgdl and practical guarantees that ensures respect
to human rights to its citizens and the residents, in accordance with international
mechanisms. Oman commended launching the National Plan for the Advancement of
Bahraini Women (201-2022) and the empowesnt of women in order to enable them to
enter the business and entrepreneurial world and the national plan for persons with
disabilities and setting up measures to achieve a comprehensive development.

399 Pakistan commended the Government of Bahraintfoefforts to implement the
recommendations made in the previous universal periodic review cycles and also praised
the number of initiatives and efforts to build capacity to strengthen human rights. Pakistan
wished every success in the implementation oépted recommendations.

400, Philippines commended Bahrain for accepting the majority of recommendations and
appreciated the serious note taken of the Philippine recommendations aimed at promoting
the welfare and the protection of the rights of migrantkers, particularly women migrant
workers. Philippines hoped that in the future Bahrain would consider ratifying key human
rights and labour conventions that enshrine the rights of migrants.

401 Saudi Arabia appreciated the efforts made by Bahrain to dtuvhan rights and its
cooperation with human rights mechanisms of the HRC. Saudi Arabia commended the
efforts of Bahrain for its accomplishments in the field of policies and laws of human rights,
especially the efforts made to combat trafficking in pessthcommended the acceptance

of the majority of the UPR recommendations and called on the continuation of making
additional efforts to promote and protect human rights at all levels.
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402 Sierra Leone noted that the Government intended to submit a agiueport on its
human rights implementation efforts in two ydatene and has made pledges on its
commitments as regards its future human rights strategies. Sierra Leone encouraged
Bahrain to strengthen its legal protection policies for migrant or gagatvorkers, protect
human rights defenders and religious minorities from prosecution and to expedite efforts to
amend its laws on granting citizenship for Bahraini children with mothers married to
foreigners.

403 Sudan commended the efforts to proneme protect human rights, such as acceding

to most international human rights instruments and strengthening national human rights
institutions and passing legislation, including the law on protecting domestic workers from
violence and taking measures tagalits legislation with international treaties it ratified. It
commended setting of plans and programmes aimed at empowering and integrating women
in the government work programmes. Sudan noted Bahrain accepting most of the
recommendations, including tr@sade by Sudan.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

404. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Bahrain, 10 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to deliver them
owing to time constraint€ are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

405 Article 19- International Centre Against Censorship, stated that the sheer number of
recommendations to Bahrain addressing the rights to freedom of expressamefub

assembly, and association, are indicative of the alarming human rights situation. It asked

why the government placed 2 journalists on a travel ban, and when it intends to release
journalists and human right s dgaifisethecheands , and dr o
whether the newfound commitment to freedom of expression will lead to the reversal of the

order to shutter AWesat, and halt proceedings to dissolve@ua It noted that the

implementation of UPR recommendations necessitates comprehensioens to

legislation used to repress all criticism and opposition.

406. Alsalam Foundation expressed grave concern at Bakraommitment to the UPR,

given its systematic violations of human rights since 2011. They rejected the statement of
any accompshments in the human rights field. It questioned whether arresting and life
sentencing an activist for sending a tweet and for his legal work, the dissolution of Alwifaq
and imprisonment of its Secretary General for his political activities and the eloEi-

Wesat newspaper, and the withdrawal of citizenship for those who called for democracy are
among those accomplishments. They were of the view that if Bahrain respected the rule of
law as it claimed, it would immediately investigate security offidershaving tortured
human rights activists. If Bahrain Constitution respected freedom of expression, it would
release all those arrested for demanding reforms. They stated that Bahrain is neither serious
nor ready to implement the UPR recommendations.

407. Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain (ADHRB) stated that since
the midterm of Bahraiis second UPR cycle, Bahrain not only failed to fully implement one

of its 176 recommendations, but has actually regressed on what few reform areas had seen
nominal progress. The government submitted a national report that is misleading, vague,
and incomplete. ADHRB stated that as a result of government interference, including
widespread use of retaliatory travel bans and arbitrary detention, the numidepsndent
Bahraini activists attending the UPR cycles dropped from dozens in 2012 to only 3 in 2017.

37 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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ADHRB stated many of these recommendations continue to urge greater protections for
freedom of expression and assembly; civil society and human rightsdée$e urging the
international community take steps beyond the UPR mechanism and hold Bahrain
accountable for fulfilling its commitments.

408 Khiam Rehabilitation Centre for Victims of Torture blamed Bahrain for
undermining its homeland and its people lnydermining political and legal practice,
dissolving the Wéad and Alwifaq associations, placing their opposition leaders in prisons,
withdrawing citizenship of dissidents and banning the travel of dozens to Geneva. They
stated that the Government had sed the door to national and political dialogue and
engaging in sectarian practices. They called on Bahrain among others to end intimidation of
jurists and opponents, and called for the return of civil life and democracy; release all
prisoners of conscier¢ abolition of the Military Justice system and the death penalty;
allow the Rapporteur on Torture and other rapporteurs to visit Bahrain.

409, Lawyerd Rights Watch Canada (LRWC) stated that many States again
recommended that Bahrain comply with its ingfonal human rights law obligations to:
release all human rights defenders imprisoned for peacefully exercising internationally
protected rights; bring Bahraini criminal law and prosecutions into full compliance with
international human rights law inclundy the Universal Declaration of Human Rights; and
cease reprisals against human rights defenders. LRWC asked Council to directly call on
Bahrain to release all arbitrarily imprisoned people; and allow UN Special Procedures
mandate holders to visit Bahramd conduct the investigations necessary to recommend
reform and redress for victims of rights violations.

410. International Federation for Human Rights Leagues (FIDH) stated that the UPR
review was marked by the Kingdd@mdenials of all serious violatis, as reports emerged

of systematic travel bans, judicial harassments and even torture being used to exclude
prominent human rights defenders from the UPR process. It noted that during the review,
several recommendations were made concerning the treatofedetainees, torture
allegations and the protection of human rights defenders who wish to cooperate with the
UN. It regretted Bahraiis refusal to repeal artérrorism law, used to persecute HRDs and

to enforce censorship on social media. Bahrain @ddg cooperate with the HRC and its
mechanisms but failed to invite Special Rapporteurs any time soon. FIDH urged Bahrain to
respond to credible allegations of serious human rights violations by inviting an OHCHR
team to visit the country.

411 Amnesty hternational (Al) stated that since June 2016, the authorities have
dramatically stepped up their crackdown on dissent resulting in formerly thriving civil
society has found itself reduced to a few lone voices to speak out. The crackdown has
extended to tls Council where human rights defenders (HRDs) have faced reprisals for
seeking to cooperate with the UN, including travel bans to participate in B@htdR or
sessions. The families of HRDs living outside Bahrain have also been targeted. Some
human ridnts activities relatives have been interrogated. Al welcomed accepting
recommendations allowing Bahraini human rights defenders to cooperate with human
rights mechanisms free from reprisals and to release those detained for exercising their
rights to freedm of expression and peaceful assembly and to repeal legislation impeding
these rights.

412 Human Rights Watch (HRW) stated that Bahrain continued to deny access to UN
special procedures despite repeated requests and that authorities in April pregeated d

of rights advocates from travelling to Geneva ahead of the third UPR review. HRW added
that over the past year, authorities have shut down the céunbnly independent
newspaper and the two leading, licensed, opposition political societies. Bahdzid a de

facto moratorium on use of the death penalty and executed three persons in January
following unfair trials, despite their alleging that they had been tortured, quoting concerns
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of CAT in May at consistent allegations of torture and the cliro&ienpunity, as well as
restoring in January arrest and investigation powers to the National Security Agency, and
singing in April a legislation authorizing trial of civilians before military courts. HRW
urged implementing UPR recommendations regardinqioal justice reform and the
release of all those jailed solely for exercising their rights to freedom of expression,
association and peaceful assembly.

413 Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development welcomed the recommendations
made to Bahrain on the Fély Law and Nationality, and the actions taken by Bahrain to
meet the aspiration of its citizens and to bring awareness to the application of the family
law in the Sharia courts. They appreciated the issuance of brochures to explain the law in
simple terns and on legal services. They commended the Supreme Council for Women in
relation to Nationality law for giving attention to the rights of women related to granting
citizenship of married women to foreigners to their children and to access servicesgrovide
to citizens.

414. Iragi Development Organization (IDO) stated that many of recommendations were a
repetition of previous UPR and BICI recommendations, and that this proved that there had
been no genuine efforts to improve human rights situation in dbaty over the last 5
years. IDO stated that Bahrain had transformed into a police state, full of torture, killing,
travel ban, sectarian persecution, and targeting human rights defenders and political
activists and their families. It witnessed an esaadatecord of execution, political arrests,

and citizenship revocations against dissidents and their family members and forcible
deportation. It urged Bahrain to stop repression and implement all the recommendations
and make genuine reform and dialoguehvaipposition.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

415 The President stated that based on the information provided out of 176
recommendations received by Bahrain, 1 recommendation was withdrawn at the time of
adoption of the report in the Worg Group. Bahrain further supported 139
recommendations and noted 36 recommendations.

416. The head of delegation thanked the delegations for praising the efforts of Bahrain for
accepting the majority of the recommendations aiming at improving the situdtfiuman

rights. Mr. Aldoseri said he would not respond to the false allegations made by certain non
governmental organizations that were intended to cast a shadow over Batmaimy
achievements. In response to some allegations, as on travel baatvistsa he stated that
Bahrain had ratified a number of international instruments and respected article 12 of the
ICCPR. The Constitution provided for freedom of movement under article 19. No one
could be prohibited from travelling except in accordanité the law. There was no ban on
travel unless a court order was issued in the context of ongoing criminal proceedings. Such
cases were given individual consideration by the competent judicial authorities.

417. As for the participation of civil society, M Aldoseri noted that negovernmental
organizations and political organizations were allowed to work provided they complied
with the rules on political groupings. A financial support system was in place for
organizations operating in this field from tis¢ate budget. While their role should not
violate the law and the sovereignty of the State and national unity, Bahrain was flexible
with some violations of associations while some associated themselves with radical
organizations calling for violent extresmh and terrorism. Any political association could
appeal against decisions taken in front of a court. Currently, at least 20 associations were
involved in political activities according to the law.

418 Regarding capital punishment, Mr. Aldoseri confirmiédvas applied in a very
limited number of cases that were listed in the penal code. This sanction could often be
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commuted to life imprisonment. Concerning the nationality Law, the law before the
legislative authority should soon be amended to allow @hildorn from Bahraini women
married to foreigners to access nationality. On the media and the press, a new bill on
electronic media was ongoing to guarantee freedom of journalists and the right to receive
information and it prevent incitement to violermereligious hatred.

419, Finally Mr. Aldoseri emphasized that Bahrain was committed to respect the rights of
journalists and there were sufficient guarantees to prevent their detention. The right to
address complaints was completely guaranteed.

Ecuador

420. The review of Ecuador was held on 1 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Ecuador in accordarite tve annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/ECU/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/27/ECU/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/ECU/3).

421 At its 22th meeting, on 21September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Ecuador (see section C below).

422. The outcome of the review of Ecuador comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Univesal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/4), the views of Ecuador concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were
not suffciently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Gfees also
A/HRC/36/4/Add.1)

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

423 The delegation, headed by the Permanent Representative of Ecuador to the United
Nations Office at Geneva, H.E. Ambassador Guillaume Long, stated that withagreat
satisfaction that Ecuador presented itself before the Human Rights Council for the adoption
of its UPR outcome. It noted that Ecuador had accepted close to 90 percent of the 182
recommendations received at the 27th Session of the UPR Working Group in May and had
made four voluntary commitments. It also stated that the new Ecuadorian govemvhwent,

had taken office less than one month after the UPR Working Group session, had fully
endorsed the responses provided during the Working Group to the recommendations
received.

424. The delegation highlighted Ecuad®rconcrete and tangible commitment tte
protection of human rights, which was consistent with its advocafvour of more just
and democratic societies, characterized by the supremacy of the human being over capital
and a harmonious relationship with nature. During the last 10 years dichad gone
through an emancipatory political process, called the Citz&svolution, to build a

culture of peace and a State of HfAgood |l ivingo.

425 The delegation noted that the struggle for the realization of p@optgts could
often generate a dein level of political conflict and that many countries, including some
that were now called developed countries, failed to achieve the emancipation of their
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peoples without bloodshed, violent revolutions or civil wars. It stressed that Ecuador
managed t@mancipate itself peacefully, in a process always supported by the popular will
democratically expressed in the polls, and noted that this had been possible because of the
centrality of human rights in both the Governn@srgoals of transformation of sety and

in the political process undertaken to this effect.

426. It was always difficult to speak of human rights in political, social and economic
contexts characterized by a situation of extreme inequality, where a few enjoyed privileges
and impunity andhe great majority were excluded from the benefits of development. For
this reason, the delegation considered that true democracy must be accompanied by policies
of inclusion, redistribution, and empowerment of the most vulnerable and stressed that this
was precisely what Ecuador had tirelessly done over the last ten years.

427. The delegation highlighted that, due to the existence of structural inequalities and
imbalances of power, the neoclassical myth of free competition between human beings was
fictitious. Within this context, the protection of human rights could only be ensured by the
very visible hand of the State, which was responsible for its citizens and for the
construction, in the case of Ecuador, of a social contract which was democratic,
progressive, feminist, and responsive to the diversity of indigenous andBE&fiadorian
peoples and nationalities as well as Montubios. A social contract that defended LGBTI
rights, the rights of foreigners in Ecuador and of Ecuadorian migrants abroad, aigthtdhe

of all Ecuadorians.

428 In order to create the structural conditions for the transformation of society, the
delegation stressed the need to build strong and efficient institutions and address the factors
that affected the capacity of States to makéversal public policies, build schools and
hospitals, protect the most vulnerable and defend all citizens from natural disasters. Within
this context, it was crucial to move towards a global ethical pdetvivur of fiscal justice

and against tax evasi and avoidance. It was no longer possible for States to continue
talking about human rights while at the same time pursuing global policies that were among
those that most affected human rights.

429 To conclude, the delegation invited all States to etpihe initiatives proposed in

the Council by Ecuador and other States, such as the resolutions on the mainstreaming of
human rights in public policies, the participation of parliaments in the Human Rights
Council, the declaration on the rights of peasanrid the development of an international
legally binding instrument on transnational corporations and human rights.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

430. During the adoption of the outcome of the rewvief Ecuador, 15 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

431 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela higihted Ecuadds progresses on human
rights and its acceptance of the majority of the recommendations it received. During the last
decade, more than one million people had been lifted out of poverty in Ecuador and the
difference between the richest ane thoorest people in the country had diminished by
40%. The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela commended Ecuador for the excellent results
of its third UPR and for its firm commitment with human rights.

38 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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432 Afghanistan stressed the existence of a direct@ction between poverty reduction

and the enjoyment of human rights and, therefore, valued Edaasfforts between 2009

and 2016 to reduce the multidimensional poverty rate through increased access to
employment, education, social security and basic sesviAfghanistan also congratulated
Ecuador on its 300 per cent increase in investment in education.

433 Algeria welcomed Ecuad@r efforts to consolidate its achievements in the field of
human rights, in particulahose aimed at modernizing the penii@nt infrastructure and
establishing a new penitentiary management maalgeria noted thaEcuador accepted
most of the recommendations it received, including those formulated by Algeria on the
protection of the rights of nature and the promotion of wuimeaccess to formal
employment, and wished Ecuador success in its efforts to implement them.

434. Azerbaijan welcomed the additional information provided by Ecuador on the
received recommendations. It commended Ecuador for its achievements in the field of
human rights and for its efforts to achieve the Sustainable Development Goals. It noted that
Ecuador accepted the majority of the recommendations it received during the 27 Session of
the UPR Working Group, including the recommendations made by Azerbaijah,
congratulated it for its successful and productive UPR process.

435 Belarusnoted the high level of attention that Ecuador had given to fulfilling its
obligations in the field of human rights, both at the national and international levels.
Belaruscongratulated Ecuador for the success of the measures taken to combat inequality
and fully shared Ecuad@r position that respect for human rights could not be guaranteed in
the face of extreme poverty and inequality.

436. Belgiumreiterated its appreciatidior the progresses made by Ecuador in the field

of human rights and the fight against povehtytook note with appreciation that two of its
recommendations, on the protection of human rights defenders and on ill treatment and
sexual violence in schoolbad been accepted because they had already been implemented
and was interested to know what concrete measures had been put in place in this respect.
Belgium noted with regret that Ecuador had not committed to revise Presidential Decrees
16 and 739, the @ninal Code and the Communication Act.

437. The Plurinational State of Bolivia congratulated Ecuador for its progresses in the
area of human rights during the Government of the Citizen Revolution. It underscored that,
between 2009 and 2016, in Ecuador thaltidimensional poverty index diminished from

27% to 16.9% and the Gini coefficient diminished eight points. It welcomed that 157
recommendations were supported by Ecuador because they had been implemented or were
in the process of being implemented, agomem those made by the Plurinational State of
Bolivia, and wished success to Ecuador in the implementation of accepted
recommendations.

438 Chinawelcomed Ecuad@ constructive participation in the UPR and appreciated its
timely feedback on the recomnaations received and its decision to accept most of them,
including those made by China on promoting economic and social development, raising
peoplés living standards, and expanding social security coverage. China commended
Ecuadoés continued investmeiimh education and called upon the international community

to provide assistance to Ecuador, in full consultation with the country, to implement the
recommendations accepted.

439 Cote divoire thanked Ecuador for the responses given to the recommendations
received and for the additional information provid€ibte divoire wished success to
Ecuador in the implementation of the accepted recommendations and invited it to pay
particular attention to those not yet accepted in order to ensure human rightsgrarect
the country.Céte divoire commended Ecuad@ efforts to improve the human rights

73



A/HRC/36/2

situation and encouraged it to continue its full cooperation with the international
community.

440. Cuba was grateful for the information provided by Ecuador anthfoacceptance

of its three recommendations regarding Ecuédactive role in the field of transnational
corporations and human rights and the promotion of the rights of persons with disabilities.
Cuba hoped that Ecuador would continue playing a decisieein the development of a
legally binding instrument on transnational corporations and human rights and reiterated its
support to Ecuadds efforts to promote and protect all human rights.

441. The Democratic People Republic of Korea stated that thderactive dialogue
provided a useful opportunity to get familiarized with Ecu@&lexxperience in the field of
human rights. It welcomed Ecuad®racceptance of many of the recommendations
received, including the ones made by the Democratic P@oRlepblic of Korea, as a
demonstration of Ecuad@rwillingness to make further efforts in the field of human rights.

442 Egypt thanked Ecuador for its presentation and highly appreciated its acceptance of
the majority of the recommendations, including thosade by Egypt. This reflected
Ecuadods positive spirit of cooperation and its permanent efforts to uphold and consolidate
human rights and fundamental freedoms. E@lpb commended Ecuador for its pledges
and voluntary commitments, which demonstratedségousness in dealing with human
rights at the political, economic and social levels.

443 Ethiopia noted with appreciation Ecuaéorconstructive engagement with the
Human Rights Council and its acceptance of a significant number of recommendations,
including those made by Ethiopia on ensuring equal treatment of all Ecuadorians by the
courts, eliminating the gap in accessing education between rural and urban areas and
reducing dropout rates among indigenous and-Afrscendant students.

444, Germanyreiterated its strong support for the Universal Periodic Review and thanked
Ecuador for its cooperation with the process. Germany regretted that its recommendations
had not been accepted. However, it appreciated positive signals of an improving human
rights stuation in Ecuador. It welcomed the clear commitment of President Moreno and his
governmentto guarantee freedom of the media and the independence of the judiciary,
including through legal and institutional reforms, and strongly encouraged Ecuador to
coninue on the path of reforms through concrete measures.

445, Haiti thanked Ecuador for its clear and concise presentation of the recommendations
accepted and noted during the 27th session of the UPR Working Group. Haiti also thanked
Ecuador for having takeinto account its two recommendations on the "Sumak Kawsay"
program for Ecuadorians of African descent and on the quality of public education,
especially for those living below the poverty line. Haiti strongly encouraged Ecuador to
pursue its good practs and to submit a migrm national report on the implementation of

the UPR, in consultation with stakeholders.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

446. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Ecuador, 7 other stakeholders
made statements.

447. The Defensoria del Pueblo acknowledged Ecuadefforts on human rights,
particularly its leadership in developing an international treaty on business and human
rights and its adoption of a law on human mobility. Regarding thee isduteenage
pregnancies, the Defensoria del Pueblo stated that access to contraceptive methods, and
sexual and reproductive education should be guaranteed, while treating teenagers as rights
holders. It also urged Ecuador to investigate cases of sexalaheg within educational
institutions and supported CEDA&/recommendation to decriminalize abortion in cases of
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rape, incest and foetus malformation. It stressed that the national mechanism for the
prevention of torture required a robust regulation atehaate resources and concluded by
referring to the rights of the elderly and urging Ecuador to strengthen the access-of Afro
descendants to education and labour.

448 Réseau International des Droits Humains (RIDH) welcomed Ecésadommitment

on human ights and the openness to dialogue demonstrated by the new Ecuadorian
government. However, it considered important to refer to a number of issues highlighted in
the UPR reports. In this regard, RIDH was particularly concerned about freedom of
expression, hte protection of vulnerable groups, such as women and indigenous peoples,
and the independence of the judiciary. It regretted that some of the recommendations on
independence of the judiciary had not been accepted, and that some judges had been
unjustifiady removed. RIDH also stressed that Ecuador had not accepted recommendations
from several countries to decriminalize abortion in cases of rape. It urged Ecuador to
continue fighting discrimination, protect human rights defenders and promote freedom of
expression.

449 International Association of Democratic Lawyers (IADkElcomed the progresses

made by Ecuador in the fields of education, health and reduction of poverty and inequality.

It stated that the policies promoted by Ecuador, such asthoseogthdéri t o figood | i vingo
universal citizenship, free human mobility and the reception of refugees should be

examples for other countries. It praised Ecuéldnitiative on the adoption of an

international instrument on business and human rights and of ersalivnechanism on tax

cooperation. IADL concluded by referring to the asylum provided to Julian Assange and

urged Ecuador to continue strengthening its reforms and policies aimed at reducing poverty

and inequality.

450. International Federation for Humaights Leagues (FIDH) regretted that Ecuador
had not accepted recommendations to repeal legislation and policies criminalizing or
discriminating human rights organisations, journalists and indigenous peoples, as well as
recommendations to establish clgarocedures to ensure the right to free and prior
consultation of indigenous peoples on issues affecting them. FIDH urged the new
Ecuadorian government to enable a proper environment for human rights defenders and
defenders of the environment, and to impdemn in an effective manner accepted
recommendations.

451 Action Canada for Population and Developmemrtcomed Ecuadé@ acceptance of

the recommendations on eliminating discrimination and violence against women and girls,

as well as on preventing, invgiting and sanctioning acts of discrimination and violence

against LGBTI . It regretted, however, the contir
and fisexual reorientation therapieso, despite r
eradicate such prac#és. It urged Ecuador to adopt additional measures for the effective

implementation of UPR and other recommendations.

452 Human Rights Watch (HRW) welcomed the support of free speech and civil society
manifested by the new Ecuadorian Government, butketig that there were still some
official positions that seemed to support censorship and attack freedom of speech and of
association. It referred to the 2013 Communications Law and to the 2013 presidential
decrees grating the government the power to ferterin the operations of NGOs. HRW
regretted that the new administratierposition was that both norms were consistent with
international human rights law. It urged Ecuador to implement key recommendations on
freedom of expression and of association pta in the 2012 UPR, and to repeal the
abovementioned norms.

453 FIAN International e.Vregretted the lack of recommendations linked to economic
and social rights, in particular to the right to food, and called on the States to pay more

75



A/HRC/36/2

76

attention to tkb right to food. It stressed that in Ecuador, the laws and policies aimed at
ensuring the right to food had not accomplished the progressive nature of said right. It
expressed concern about the current law on seeds, which allows the entry into the country
of transgenic seeds for research purpose, and about the law on land and territories, which
promotes international investment and monocultures. It stressed that indigenous
communities and defenders of environmental rights had been criminalized for exgercisin
their right to resistance. FIAN urged Ecuador to respect international standards on the right
to food and to accept recommendations related to human rights defenders.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

454, The President stated that based tme information provided out of 182
recommendations received, 162 enjoy the suppdecabtdorand 20 are noted.

455 The delegation welcomed the comments made by States and civil society
organizations. It stressed Ecuaflocommitment to the Universal adic Review and
noted that the UPR process had been very profitable and had fulfilled its main goal, which
was for Ecuador to conduct an exercise of-sflection and analysis of its public policies

and their impact on the human rights of all Ecuadwia

456, The delegation also welcomed the comments made by the Ombudsman. It
recognized that there was a lot of work still to be done in Ecuador to achieve the complete
protection of sexual and reproductive rights and expressed the dsuiiny commitmen

to continue moving towards thielfilment of these rights.

457,  With regard to the comments made in relation to the Decree No. 16, amended by the
Decree 739, the delegation stressed that the main objective of Eiuledislation was to
include and givegreater prominence to all forms of civil society organizations. Both
decrees recognized the rights and obligations of social organizations, did not curtail any
right and were consistent with the Constitution of Ecuador, the Universal Declaration of
HumanRights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the American
Convention on Human Rights. The delegation also highlighted the increase in the number
of organizations registered in Ecua@ounified information system on social organiaas,

which went from 1270 organizations in 2011 to 90464 organizations today.

458 With regard to the comments dhe Comprehensive Criminal Code of 2014, the
delegation noted that the Code criminalized for the first time crimes such as femicide and
sexual harassment, aggravated sanctions for crimes committed against children, adolescents
or persons with disability, and severely sanctioned child abuse. The delegation also pointed
out that the communication law was in accordance with the internatioamatiastls
contained in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights and the American Convention on Human Rights.

459 The delegation concluded by reassuring that Ecuador remained committed to the
fight against the sealled dehomosexualization clinics and would continue protecting the
rights of LGBTI people.

Tunisia

460. The review of Tunisia was held on 2 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutiond decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by Tunisia in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/TUN/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance wiragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/TUN /2);
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/TUN /3).

461 Atits 22nd meeting, on 21September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Tunisiag section C below).

462 The outcome of the review of Tunisia comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/5), the views of Tunisia concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary coranmgnand 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 Gseaapalso
A/HRC/36/5/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State undeeview on the recommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

463 The delegation of Tunisia, led by His Excellency Mr. Mehdi Ben Gharbia, Minister
for Relations with Constitutional Institutions and Civil g and for Human Rights of
Tunisia, commended the efforts made by the United Nations bodies in the promotion of the
universal human rights system and emphasized the central role played by the Human Rights
Council in this area. The delegation also thantkedOffice of the High Commissioner for
Human Rights for its support.

464. Tunisia has accepted most of the recommendations made during the Universal
Periodic Review and has expressed its commitment for further cooperation with the United
Nations and Aftan mechanisms in order to strengthen its human rights system, in

particular the rights of women and children.

465 The Tunisian State was also working to complete the new institutional landscape,
whether by preparing legal texts or by focusing on newtinigins. Legislation on good
governance and on combating corruption has been recently approved and the establishment
of the Supreme Judicial Council has been completed.

466. In the same context, and within the framework of the recommendations endorsed by
Tunisia, the Government was reviewing laws governing public life to ensure full respect of
rights and freedoms. Work was under way to review the most important legal provisions of
the Criminal Code to ensure their compatibility with international humdnsigtandards

and to fight impunity. In addition, the Tunisian Government adopted a law on violence

against women and was preparing a draft law on combating racial discrimination.

467. The delegation elaborated further the interaction of the Tunisian ®tttethe
recommendations received by the UPR Working Group, its history and its contribution to
mankind. In 1841 an order prohibiting the trafficking of human beings in the markets of the
Kingdom, ordered the demolition of shops where the slaves werelsol@42 everyone

born on Tunisian soil was considered as free individual, without being sold or bought, and
finally in 1846 King Ahmed Pasha Bay declared the emancipation all the slaves in the
Kingdom and the abolition of slavery permanently. The fish€itution- recognizing the
rights and freedoms of all those present on Tunisian soil regardless of their nationakty
adopted in 1861.

468 Following Tunisi@s Independence in 1956, President Bourguiba promulgated a
personal status code which crehta new perspective in the family life giving women the
status of full partner in the couple, repealing polygamy and determining the minimum age
for marriage for the girl with the requirement of her consent, guaranteeing the right to
divorce before judgesand the possibility for mothers to keep the custody of children in the
absence of the father.
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469. Tunisia Revolution for Freedom and Dignity allowed the building of new
institutions and the holding of fully free elections and the issuance of severaksléc
various areas related to human rights, and lifted all reservations from international human
rights treaties.

470. The second Republic adopted a new Constitution in 2014 guaranteeing civil,
political, economic, social and cultural rights and prawdfor the protection of acquired
rights of women, equality of opportunities between women and men, parity in elected
councils and the elimination of all forms of violence against women.

471 The recent promulgation of a law allowing Tunisian women to yreamorMuslim

has been a new step ahead in the process of equality between women and men. Moreover,
the President has decided to set up a specific expert committee to examine the issue of
equality in heritance and prepare a report on future reforms ensthiject. Equality
between men and women, one of the most pressing requests advocated by generations of
human rights defenders and activists, is presently a fact of life in Tunisia.

472 On a number of recommendations which Tunisia took note of during B in

May 2017, the delegation stated that regarding the ratification of the Second Optional
Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, it should be recalled
that Tunisia has suspended the death penalty since the 1990s tlaromghatorium.
However, changing the legislation to abolish the death penalty would require a greater
popular consensus that has not yet been reached.

473 Tunisia also noted the recommendation concerning accession to the International
Convention on the Ptection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families because it needs to develop the national migration regime further, in a search of
appropriate and applicable solutions to migrant flows.

474. Tunisia also took note of the recommatidn concerning the abolition of Article

230 of the Penal Code because this step would require, in order to reach a broad consensus,
a large community dialogue in which different sensitivities are involved and should be
taken into account. This does natyent the State from guaranteeing full equality to all
individuals without discrimination. In protecting individual freedoms, the State has the
responsibility to protect all citizens from any violation or violence directed against them
regardless of theaffiliations or tendencies.

475, On the recommendation to expedite the adoption of the bill on asylum, Tunisia
believed that this matter needs additional consideration and study in coordination with all
parties involved, bearing in mind the necessity atabce international commitments and
the protection of national security, particularly in a context of serious security concerns and
the financial burden for addressing adequately the refugee situation.

476. Pending approval of this bill, the United Natioorligh Commissioner for Refugees
continues to consider asylum claims for refugee status. It also continues to support
governmental structures and the civil society krfew in the field of international asylum

law, in order to further develop the capaaitiythe administrative structures charged with

the implementation of relevant legislation.

477. Regarding the ratification of ILO Convention n. 189 on domestic workers, it is
worth noting that the legislation relating to this subject has been upgradedtisince
promulgation of a specific law in 2005. Furthermore, the rights of domestic workers were
strengthened after the enactment of the Law on the Prevention and Combat of Human
Trafficking and the related Basic Law. The ratification of the ILO Conventioil89 also

raises concerns of compatibility with the present labour legislation.

478 The reform of the judicial, security and prison systems are priorities for the
Government which has been implementing programs promoting the independence of the
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judiciary, the training of law enforcement personnel in the field of human rights, the
investigation of abuses and violations, and the prevention of torture, especially through the
establishment of an independent public body to prevent it.

479, Tunisia has supponethe recommendations on measures to strengthen mechanisms
to deal with the identification and assistance of vulnerable migrants at the border, including
minors, asylum seekers and victims of trafficking. Guidelines have been developed to deal
with those escued at high sea, in coordination with the structures of intervention.

480. Vulnerable groups of migrants, asylum seekers and victims of human trafficking, in
particular unaccompanied children, the elderly, persons with disabilities and pregnant
women, & assisted and often placed in public socgtres with the help of international

and nongovernmental organizations.

481 The Staté efforts to promote economic and cultural rights continue through the
implementation of development plans with a humights based approach, in an attempt to
enable all Tunisians to enjoy their rights without discrimination, despite the economic and
financial conditions experienced by the country in this period.

482 The delegation reiterated Tuni@adetermination to ove forward with fundamental
reforms that will develop the legal and institutional system, change mindsets and practices,
and to activate and follow up on the implementation of the recommendations that have been
accepted, with the ultimate goal of enhagcifunisias gains in the field of human rights.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

483 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Tunisia, 15 delegations made
statements. The statements of tlededations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

484. Egypt congratulated Tunisia for accepting many of the recommendations, including
those of Egypt, and for théferts made in the field of human rights such as the adoption of
the new Constitution in 2014 and the enactment of several laws for the protection and
promotion of human rights.

485 Ethiopia expressed appreciation to Tunisia for improving the institutiomaan
rights framework, and for accepting many of the recommendations, including Ekiopia
ones, and supported the adoption of the UPR outcome of Tunisia.

486. Gabon welcomed the judicial reforms undertaken in Tunisia, the creation of new
bodies for thepromotion and protection of human rights, particularly with regard to
freedom of expression and good governance, and the improvement of detention conditions.

487. Germany commended Tuniéia adoption of the first national law outlawing
violence against waen and supported efforts to reform inheritance law to grant equal
rights to women and encouraged Tunisia to ensure the functioning of the national
preventive mechanism under the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture.
Germany reiterated itsalt to eliminate discriminatory practices based on sexual orientation
and gender identity, and to ratify the Second Optional Protocol to the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

39 https://extranet.ohchr.gisites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessidtbfession/Pages/default.aspx
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488 Ghana commended Tunisia on ongoing efforts to ratifyriternational Convention

on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families, to
establish a committee to align all national laws with international conventions, and steps to
fight corruption, terrorism and human traffiokf. Ghana recommended that the Council
adopt the outcome of the UPR of Tunisia.

489 India indicated that Tunisia has accepted most of the recommendations, which
covered a wide range of human rights. India also highlighted the law adopted to combat
terrorism and money laundering, including the establishment of an ad hoc committee on
these issues.

490, Irag expressed appreciation to Tunisia for the adoption of the majority of the
recommendations made during the review, includingragcommendations.

491 Jordan stated that the acceptance by Tunisia of many of the recommendations
received reflects the engagement of Tunisia in the UPR process and it was confident that
Tunisia would continue its efforts for the implementation of UPR recommendations. Kenya
noted constitutional and administrative measures Tunisia has undertaken, including the
adoption of their new constitution in 2014 and the attendant extensive review of legislation.
Kenya was pleased to note that Tunisia accepted 4 out of the 5 recommenidatigas
made.

492 Kuwait commendedTunisia for accepting many of the recommendations made
during the UPR and for its efforts in the implementation of UPR recommendations, and
more generally for its efforts in the field of human rights. Kuwajported thadoption by

the Council of the outcome of the UPR of Tunisia.

493 Kyrgyzstan noted with appreciation that Tunisia accepted 3 recommendations from
Kyrgyzstan. Despite the fact that Tunisia noted KyrgyZstarecommendation on the
ratification of thelntemational Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families, Kyrgyzstan hoped that Tunisia will pay more
attention to the rights of the migrants living in its territory. Libya commended Témisia
genuine effortdo promote and protect human rights, including the adoption of the 2014
Constitution, the harmonization of national legislation with international commitments and
cooperation with international human rights mechanisms.

494. Madagascar welcomed the implentation of new laws on human rights and namely
the reform of the law on national security forces with the aim at guaranteeing the primacy
of the rule of law. Qatar welcomed the engagement of Tunisia with United Nations
mechanisms and the acceptance of tmafsrecommendations put forward during the
review, which demonstrates Tuni@acommitment in the field of human rights. Qatar
mentioned its support to Tunisia in the improvement of the education.

495 Oman stated that the review of Tunisia has highéidhirogress in many areas such

as children rights, legislation against human trafficking, women rights, the rights of persons
with disability, the fight against racial discrimination, and the improvement of the standards
of living, including a national plaon health.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

496. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Tunisia, 10 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to deliver them
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owing to time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

497. International Volunteerism Organization foroMen, Education and Development
(VIDES) welcomed progress made in childiEmights, reflected in article 47 of the new
Constitution. Regarding education, VIDES stated that the equal access to the primary
school has been improved, the number of children enrolled in school at the age of five
improved from 50% in 2006 to 77.8% in 2012. Despite this fact, statistics conc¢neing
drop-out in the primary and high schools were alarming. VIDES congratulated Tunisia for
accepting the recommendation to make the mandatory preparatory year before school free
for the whole population of the country.

498 Cairo Institute for Human Righ Studies stated that although Tunisia adopted a new
Constitution and enacted human rights legislation, several abuses can be noted: interference
by the armed forces, cases of torture and arbitrary detention and restrictions imposed on the
freedom of movment. Perpetrators of such acts are not punished and the Cairo Institute for
Human Rights Studies called for the establishment of the Supreme Court and the enactment
of legislation to protect womés rights.

499 Article 19 stated that legislation protewi media freedoms must be strengthened to

fully uphold constitutional protections: Decree Laws 115 on Freedom of the Press, Printing
and Publishing and 116 on the Independent Press Council should be repealed, and replaced
with organic laws, drafted with ¢hfull and effective participation of civil society. Article

19 stated that urgent reforms of the Penal Code and Military Justice Code, which are used
to target journalists, lawyers and civil society activists, are required.

500, Amnesty International (Al)welcomed the establishment of National Preventive
Mechanism on torture and calls on Tunisia to strengthen its independence. Al stated that the
criminalization of consensual sarsex relations under Article 230 of the Penal Code
makes LGBTI people vulnerdb to violence and abuse by the police. The medical
examinations that have been inflicted on men accused of engaging in consenstsd)same
sexual activity amount to torture and othettidatment.

501 World Organisation Against Torture (OMCT) welcomée tGovernment support to
recommendations calling on Tunisia to ensure that allegations of torture -mectithent

were systematically investigated, that perpetrators were prosecuted and punished and that
victims were compensated in an adequate and édgitaanner. However, OMCT noted

with regret that perpetrators still enjoyed impunity for those crimes and that there had not
been a single judgment proportional to the gravity of such violations.

502 Jssor Youth Organization stated that one of the mmopbitant recommendations
was to combat violence against women and racism and called other Youth organizations
and civil society to cooperate in the implementation of the UPR recommendations.

503 Human Rights Watch stated that Tunisia had already madeséweemental steps

to fight discrimination and violence against women, including by adopting a comprehensive
legislation to fight domestic violence, and repealing a 1973 ministerial decree that
prohibited the marriage between a Tunisian woman and -#ustim man. Human Rights
Watch urged Tunisia to take further steps to eliminate all other forms of discrimination
against women, including by amending its personal status code to grant equal inheritance
rights to women.

504 Rencontre Africaine pour la daise des droits déhomme (RADDHO) noted a
significant evolution in Tunisia thank to the engagement of civil society that contributed to

40 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSe8€ithd®ssion/Pages/default.aspx
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the creation of constitutional frame and creation of new institutions to protect human rights.
RADDHO was satisfied othe cooperation of Tunisia with 15 mandate holders of special
procedures. This cooperation made possible the reform of the penal system allowing the
Red Cross to visit prisons with a view to improve conditions of detention. RADDHO called
on Tunisia to rafy the Maputo Protocol of the African Charter of Human and Peéples
Rights concerning the rights of women in Africa.

505 Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation
Economique Internationale (OCAPROCE Internationale)comed the initiatives by the
Government to strengthen wond@enrights and to prevent violence against women.
OCAPROCE Internationale stated that ratification of the Optional Protocol of the African
Charter of Human and PeopieRights concerning the righ of women was essential.
OCAPROCE Internationale also stated that reforming laws was important and called on
Tunisia to reform the Childrés Code.

506. International Lawyers stated that the right to freedom of thougimscience and
religion are norderogable and any limitation must be prescribed by law and necessary to
protect a legitimate aim. International Lawyers asked the Government and the Courts to
interpret these rights in accordance with the international standards.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

507. The President stated that based on the information provided out of 248
recommendations received, 189 enjoy the support of Tunisia and 59 are noted.

508 The delegation stated that, since the adoption of the new Constitution in 2014
consistent efforts have been made to harmonize the national legal framework with
international human rights law. In each ministry, a committee works specifically on this
task.

509, The Government has been working on a new code on asylum and refugees, wi
special attention to the protection of vulnerable people. The abolition of Article 230 of the
Criminal Code would need further consultation with Tunisian people to accommodate
sensitiveness, but everything is already done to ensure that all persandlesegto their
sexual orientation, are granted the same rights. Regarding torture, in addition to its
criminalization by the 2014 Constitution, it is worth noting that there is no prescription for
this crime.

510 Tunisia benevolently heard all remarksd criticism with a view to translating all
accepted recommendations into reality through a constant dialogue with the Tunisian
people who must be involved in this process without any discrimination. In this connection,
the Government recognized the ragthe civil society in a partnership that could help
change mindsets.

Morocco

511 The review of Morocco was held on 2 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by Morocco in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/lHRC/WG.6/27/MAR/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27TMAR/2)
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/MAR/3).

512 Atits 23rd meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Morocco (see section C below).

513 The outcomeof the review of Morocco comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/6), the views of Morocco concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and replies
presented before traoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were
not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Gseaapalso
A/HRC/36/6/Add.1)

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

514 The Delegation welcomed the outcomes of the constructive and fruitful dialogue that
took place during its third review. Morocco reaffirmed its attachment to the universally

recogrized human rights principles and standards, and renewed its commitment to
implement the UPR recommendations, as part of the fundamental principles and rules
enshrined in its Constitution. Morocco welcomes the opportunities of cooperation and
exchange of @ctices and experience offered by the UPR.

515 Morocco reiterated its adherence to the values of the UPR mechanism, namely
objectivity and transparency, naelectivity, and nopoliticization, while taking into
account the level of development and sfieities of countries, and the principles of
progress, support in the promotion of human rights, and cooperation in the implementation
of international obligations. Morocco endorsed the principle of involving all stakeholders,
including parliaments, natiah human rights institutions and ngovernmental
organizations during the stages of preparation of the national reports and implementation of
recommendations.

516, Morocco noted with appreciation the interest in its legislative and institutional
reformsin the field of human rights. The reforms were undertaken in the period covered by
the national report as part of the implementation of the 2011 Const@orovisions,
especially the guarantees for the protection and promotion of human rights. The same
interest was reflected in the multiplicity of questions and observations made during the
review.

517. Following the publication of the draft report of the Working Group, the Ministry for
Human Rights started consultations with the various stakeholdessgén to obtain their

full support on the recommendations received and ensure their involvement in their
implementation. The consultations were participatory and in line with the principles of the
related strategic planning. Therefore, they allowed Maryote develop its position
regarding the 244 received recommendations.

518 Consequently, 191 recommendations had received full acceptance (78% of the
recommendations), of which 23 recommendations were considered as fully implemented,
and 168 were under jplementation as part of the ongoing reforms. Morocco had taken
note of 44 recommendations (18% of the recommendations), of which 18 were not
supported in part (7.3% of all recommendations) and 26 were not supported in full (10.5%).
Morocco had not acceptedne recommendations, considering that they did not fall within
the competence of the Council.

519 The Delegation reaffirmed that the decision not to support in full or in part
recommendations was taken in compliance with the principles and provisiotige of
Constitution and ratified international instruments. The complex nature of 18
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recommendations led to the impossibility for Morocco to support them in full. The
delegation indicated that, since the introduction of the national report, Morocco hadl spare
no efforts to reinforce the human rights legal and institutional framework. Thus, in June
2017, the draft.aw No. 76.15, establishing the National Council for Human Rights, as an
independent, pluralistic national institution, with a broad mandate idiglte of human

rights at central and regional level, and with specialized mechanisms was submitted to
Parliament. The drattaw also provided for the national mechanism against torture and the
national mechanisms for the protection of children and peadthedigabilities.

520. During the same period, the drafiw No. 1614, establishing the Office of the
Ombudsman, as an independent national institution specialized in mediation between the
administration and citizens, was also submitted to Parliament.

521 The delegation stated that the strengthening of these institutions was a major step in
reinforcing national mechanisms, in line with the international obligations of Morocco. It
also launched the process of updating the National Plan for Democracy arah Hights

in July 2017, with a view to starting its implementation in 2018.

522 The Delegation indicated that, given the specificities inherent to addressing human
rights issues and the need for continuity, all the projects launched by Morocco irethis ar
were based on strategic planning, and required continued efforts, in particular to develop
human rights indicators and tools.

523 Morocco renewed its commitment to implement all the recommendations accepted,
and hoped that the adoption by the Countithe Report of the 3rd UPR of Morocco will
provide an opportunity for an objective and constructive assessment of the human rights
situation in the country. It also hoped that this will be an occasion to identify the challenges
which need further work. Mocco called for concerted efforts from all actors to overcome
difficulties, and intensify the international cooperation to address the challenges that may
appear during the process.

524, Finally, the Delegation thanked the Human Rights Council and thegatédns
participating in its UPR, for the interest devoted to the discussion and the recommendations
made, as well as the Troika, the Secretariat and OHCHR for their efforts to ensure the
success of the UPR mechanism and to promote implementation of higimzn

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

525 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Morocco, 17 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to tthelimeowing to
time constraint¥ are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

526 Yemen commended Morocco for its achievements and progress in the field of
human rights, as well as its efforts to promote and protect human righfsplauded the
acceptance of a large number of recommendations, which was a sign of Msrocco
commitment with all human rights.

527. Afghanistan commended the implementation of previous recommendations from
various human rights mechanisms. It noted messtaken by Morocco to promote human
rights, including the ratification of human rights conventions, the extension of invitations to
special procedures, and reforms of the judiciary and rule of law. It commended reforms in
the area of the rights of persomith disabilities and the fight against violence against
women, including the bill on violence against women.
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528 Albania acknowledged the acceptance of a considerable number of
recommendations and was pleased with Moré&congoing engagement to huméghts. It
trusted that Morocco will continue efforts to improve the enjoyment of human rights in line
with UPR recommendations and international commitments.

529 Azerbaijan noted Moroccé achievements in the field of human rights, as well as
its accepance of most of UPR recommendations.

530 Bahrain commended Morocd® serious commitment to human rights as shown
with the acceptance of the majority of UPR recommendations, including recommendations
made by Babhrain. It was convinced that Morocco wouldtinoe its efforts to implement

the accepted recommendations.

531 Belgium appreciated Morocds efforts towards the implementation of previous
UPR recommendations, including those put forward by Belgium on the adoption of a law
on violence against womelt.regretted, however, that other two recommendations made by
Belgium were not accepted, one on decriminalisation of sexual relations outside marriage
and another one on the ratification on the ICEGPIR. It invited Morocco to consider its
position on thes recommendations. It encouraged the country to continue the national
debate on the abolition of the death penalty.

532 Botswanawelcomed Moroccd action plan aimed at implementing UPR accepted
recommendations, including one from Botswana on wdmaghs. It applauded measures
taken to advance womémnequal participation and to integrate gender perspective into
public policies. It commended Morodisocooperation with UN human rights mechanisms.

533 China welcomed the adoption of a charter on the jiadisystem reform aimed at
strengthening the protection of human rights in the judiciary, and the strategic plan on
sustainable development 202620 to promote economic and social development. It
commended the enhanced protection of the rights to healtltation, house and cultural
rights, and Morocats efforts to protect the rights of women, children, migrants and persons
with disabilities, including the fight against human trafficking. It welcomed the acceptance
of Chinas recommendations and hopedtthorocco will continue to promote economic
and social development.

534, Cobte ddvoire welcomed the efforts undertaken to improve human rights and
encouraged Morocco to continue its cooperation with the international community,
including the Human Right€Council and related mechanisms. It invited Morocco to
implement the UPR recommendations and to protect human rights.

535 Egypt congratulated Morocco for accepting the majority of recommendations,
including those formulated by Egypt. It commended the laitiantion provided by the
country to the protection and promotion of human rights, and the efforts deployed to adopt
a large number of laws on the issue. It also praised the steps taken to reform the judiciary
and the creation of various national humartsgmechanisms. Egypt called upon Morocco

to continue its efforts to protect and promote human rights.

536, Ethiopia praised the acceptance of a considerable number of recommendations,
including those from Ethiopia. It commended projects implemented bypddoraimed at
integrating human rights into public policies. It appreciated Mor@&cadvancement in the
promotion and protection of human rights.

537. Gabon welcomed Morocc® engagement towards the implementation of accepted
UPR recommendations. It corgulated actions taken to combat poverty, inequality and
vulnerability. Gabon commended legislative and institutional reforms aimed at the adoption
of laws to protect the media, the rights of persons with disabilities and against human
trafficking. It encaraged Morocco to implement UPR recommendations.
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538 Ghana welcomed the adoption of a charter on justice reform to consolidate the
independence of the judiciary, and encouraged Morocco to continue its efforts to strengthen
human rights and the rule of law

539 India highlighted the creation of large number of jobs in Morocco and the decrease
of the unemployment rate, noting in particular the plan launched to incorporate youth in the
labour market. India commended Morocco for the implementation of a gregnamme
aimed at achieving an increase in people working in the agriculture sector.

540. Indonesiaappreciated Morocd commitment to human rights and its engagement
with the UPR. It was pleased to note the acceptance of a high number of UPR
recommend@ons, including all recommendations issued by Indonesia, most of them
already in the process of implementation. Indonesia conveyed that the recommendations
made by Morocco to Indonesia have been accepted, and stressed that this collaboration
indicated thesuccess of the UPR as a constructive mechanism.

541 Iraq thanked the attention given by Morocco to the situation of human rights. It
praised the country for having accepted the majority of recommendations.

542 Jordan thanked Morocco for the progress read the field of human rights and the
implementation of previous UPR recommendations. It noted that the country was about
implementing accepted recommendations. It praised Morocco for having accepted the
majority of recommendations, including those froondhn, which reflects its commitment

to promote human rights. Jordan was convinced that Morocco would continue its efforts
towards implementation of recommendations.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

543 During the adoption of theutcome of the review of Morocco, 11 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to deliver them
owing to time constraintdare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

544, The National Human Rights Council welcomed Moroccé& position on the
recommendations and it commitment to strengthen its cooperation towards their
implementation. On the legislative and institutional framework related to equality,
discrimination, economic and sociafjhits, fundamental freedoms and criminal legislation,
the Council will continue to monitor, assess and report on related public policies. It stressed
its availability to strengthening stakehold&rapacity on human rights. Regarding not
accepted recommerntitans, it urged Morocco to abolish death penalty and to accede to the
Rome Statute. It reiterated its recommendations to promote gender equality, and
encouraged Morocco to protect vulnerable groups, including LGBTI. It hoped that the new
law setting up theNHRI will be adopted in Parliament so that it can act as national
mechanism on the prevention of torture in line with the@#T.

545 Africa Culture International acknowledged Morocds efforts to improve
sanitation, in particular for vulnerable grougds.also welcomed measures to protect
children. However, it encouraged Morocco to respect freedom of expression without
restrictions and develop strict rules to protect journalists and human rights defenders. It also
encouraged Morocco to actively cooperatigh other countries, in particular within the
African Union, in order to improve the political, economic and social situation of Morocco.

546. International Fellowship of Reconciliation recalled the resolution of the General
Assembly on the right of setfetermination, and stated that Morocco should acknowledge
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that resolution. It referred to the decision of the European Court of Justice that dismissed
Moroccds claim on Western Sahara. It indicated that according to the &alatision,
Western Sahara ian independent territory. It called on the Human Rights Council not to
support any attempt to include Western Sahara in Mofe@aministrative distribution.

547. American Association of Jurist speaking on behalf of eight NGOs considered that
Morocco tad breached the Geneva Convention. It regretted that only few members of the
Working Group paid attention to the question of Western Sahara and called on the
Councils attention to the right to seatetermination, and to recommend Morocco agreeing
on the stablishment of a permanent human rights monitoring mechanism in Western
Sahara, within the mandate of MINURSO. In its view, the independence of judges and
lawyers was not respected in the Gdeimlzik trial.

548 International Humanitarian and Ethical Union regretted that Morocco did not
support the recommendation to remove restrictive practices against Cristian and other
minorities. It stated that Muslims had been arrested or detained due to their beliefs. The
nonreligious people had been persecuted, wisti of violence and suffer from
stigmatisation. It believed that Morocco should promote the right to freedom of religion and
expression. It urged Morocco to repeal its laws discriminating on the grounds of religion
and belief.

549 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studiesregretted violations against human
rights defenders in Morocco, and restrictions to freedom of assembly and associations,
despite the fact that they had had court judgements in their favour. It noted the use of
disproportionate force in baking peace protests, in particular in the North, and the use of
the Penal Code against journalists. It called upon Morocco to respect international law and
its obligations before the Council, and to develop a strategy for impunity.

550, World Barua Organization stated that Morocds occupation of Western Sahara
had been deplored by the Security Council. It regretted that the Working Group paid very
little attention to the issue of Western Sahara, and brought to the Council attention the
situation of Sahawi political prisoners, who had been condemned to excessive sanctions
by a military court, and had been subjected to torture asicedtment, as noted by the
Committee against Torture. It called for the release of those prisoners.

551 Amnesty International was concerned that peaceful protests had been forcedly
dispersed including in Western Sahara. It regretted that Morocco did not support
recommendations to end prosecution of journalists. It urged Morocco to amend the Code of
Criminal Procedure to ense access to a lawyer during the interrogation. It documented
unfair trials in Morocco and Western Sahara based on statements allegedly obtained
through torture. While noting positive measures to combat violence against women, it was
concerned that the leged draft law does not comply with international law. Morocco
should adopt legislation to protect asylum seekers.

552 Human Rights Watch acknowledged developments in advancing rights of victims

of trafficking and persons with disabilities. However, égretted that Morocco did no
support recommendations to withdraw reservations to the CEDAW, decriminalizessame
consensual relations; amend the Penal @odeovisions used to imprison journalists and
eliminate the provisions in the Family Code thatdminate against children. It referred to
allegations of unjustified use of force by police against protesters and the systematic
suppression of prindependence demonstrations in Western Sahara, and unfair trials in this
regard.

553 Liberation recalledthat Western Sahara was an autonomous territory and regretted
that the report of the working group did not reflect the human rights situation of the
Sahrawisi. It has been informed about the regrettable situation of Sahrawi refugees and
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requested the Couih¢o send a mission to the Western Sahara and or the Sahrawi refugee
camps, to inform about their situation.

554. International pour le Soutien a des procés équitables et aux droits déhbmme
regretted that Morocco did not accept that a human rightstonioig system be established

in Western Sahara. It believed that measures should be taken to protect human rights and
regretted human rights violations, such as dispersal of protest in Western Sahara, and that
not enough attention has been paid to thggas It also regretted unfair trials against human
rights defenders. It was concerned that the right ofdmtlrmination is not respected in
Western Sahara, and at confiscation of the péepésources.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

555. The President stated that based on the information provided out of 244
recommendations received, 191enjoy the support of Morocco, and 53 are noted.

556. The Delegation emphasized that the recommendations received in line with its
Constitution, were fujt accepted and would be duly implemented. Morocco will establish a
follow-up programme for implementing the recommendations supported. Morocco has
taken important steps and will continue with its efforts and reforms, in particular to achieve
an independentdicial system and strengthen the rule of law, in coordination with relevant
international institutions. The Delegations referred to the reform of the Constitutional
Court, the review of the Military Code, as well as measures taken to improve realafation
the right to health and work, and highlighted that there were no difference of efforts
undertaken in the South and the North of Morocco.

557. The delegation indicated that civil society was a vital partner in designing and
implementing public policiedts participation and activities were encouraged in conformity
with the national law.

558 Finally, the Delegation stated that Morocco was ready to submit a foloreport

to set out progress on the implementation of the recommendations, and ttiabiteefor
democracy was irreversible. Morocco will continue building on its achievements and was
ready to cooperate with human rights mechanisms. The Delegation once again expressed its
gratitude to all for the participation in the UPR process.

Indonesia

559 The review of Indonesia was held on 3 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by Indonesia in acamcdawith the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/IDN/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/IDN/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/IDN/3).

560 At its 23d meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Indonesia (see section C below).

561 The outcome of the review of Indonesia comprises the report of the Working Group
on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/7), the views of Indonesia concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and replies
presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issuesethat w
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not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Gseaapalso
A/HRC/36/7/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the ootoe

562 The delegation of Indonesia headed by His Excellency Mr. Robert Matheus Michael
Tene, Ambassador and Deputy Permanent Representative of Indonesia to the United
Nations Office at Geneva, expressed its appreciation for the strong encouragement from
more than one hundred delegations during the @%&sion of the Working Group of the
UPR. It expressed its consistent support to the UPR mechanism, which, it emphasized,
required continuous strengthening.

563 The delegation highlighted the importancecofistructive dialogue and cooperation
towards enhancing capacity of a State under the UPR. It was pleased that the UPR reporting
process had allowed Indonesia to garner broadest support and sense of ownership from
different stakeholders in the country, iath will be a determining factor in the endeavours

to implement the accepted recommendations.

564. The delegation indicated that the fact that Indoriesialegation was headed by two

of its Ministers during its review in May demonstrated the supportlemdéammitment of

the country. It was pleased with the participation of more than 100 delegates who presented
225 valuable recommendations. It noted that Indonesia immediately accepted 150
recommendations, while 75 recommendations were brought back fderfuniational
deliberations. It highlighted that, in line with the accepted recommendations, the
Government presented its initial report to the Committee on Migrants Workers in early
September.

565 The delegation stressed that following the review in Mhagre were series of
awareness raising and dissemination activities as well as consultations among Government
officials, various NHRIs, civil society and the media at the national anaatitnal levels,

where each recommendation was meticulously studied.

566. The delegation was however challenged by the formulation of recommendations, in
particular cases when one recommendation contained a number of different ideas
sometimes mutually contradictingvhich has prevented Indonesia from supporting the
recomnendation as a whole. The delegation, therefore, advised that each recommendation
should contain no more than one human rights issue or idea.

567. The delegation informed that following deliberations, in addition to the 150
recommendations accepted durihg tJPR review in May, Indonesia was able to accept 17
more recommendations, which covered different areas, including those concerning
ratification of human rights treaties; protection of all Indonesians from discrimination and
violence; prevention of intefrance and incitement of hatred; revision of the Penal Code;
and strengthening implementation of laws and regulations.

568 The remaining 58 recommendations were noted for not being in line with
Indonesids priorities in its human rights agenda, in patacuhe National Human Rights
Action Plan 2018019; the death penalty being a prevailing positive law with a more
robust safeguard in due process under the current revision of the Penal Code; LGBT issue
being continuously controversial and polarizing;rth@h consideration, preparation and
decision by an inteministerial team being required for every request for a country visit by
Special Procedures Mandate Holders; continuous strengthening of complaints procedures
within government structures and NHRisndering the ratification of Optional protocols to

a number of human rights treaties a #oiority.
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569 The delegation also stressed that the implementation of the accepted 167
recommendations required sustained resources and that the sense of pvaracsiy the
Government authorities and other stakeholders will be reflected in their respective
programmes and budget.

570. The delegation emphasized the role of its more than 500 human rights machineries
at provincial, municipal and regency levels antedoin particular, the Human Rights City

and Childfriendly city initiatives at the suhational level. It also stressed the importance

of the human rights action plan in coordinating government endeavours at the national and
subnational levels and intradtion of a stronger reward and punishment measure to ensure
further compliance with the plan.

571 The President Joko Wido&okey policy Nawacita on the welfare of the poor and

the marginalized was highlighted by the delegation as being strategic Gotleenmenis

efforts to alleviate poverty and provide health and education facilities for the poor. It also
underlined the Governmgst agenda on iDevel oping Il ndonesi a
focusing on the advancement of the rights and welfare of those iwvhanlremote and

frontier areas inline withthe S spi rit of Al eave no one behindo.

572 The delegation admitted that gaps in human rights commitment, capacity and
resources at the national and s\diional levels continue to hamper simultaneous gsgr
across the country. Meanwhile, the disparity in wealth remains an enormous challenge in
the fulfilment of economic and social rights. It stressed that the Government is increasing
its efforts to push for an inclusive policy and measures, focusingeopdbr and those
living in frontier and remote areas.

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

573 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Indonesia, 16 delegations made
statements. The statememtsthe delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

574, Sudan commended Indongsi@fforts to promote and protect the human rights of its
citizens, in partiular the ratification of most international human rights conventions, the
adoption and implementation of the National Human Rights Action Plan and the National
Development Plan as well as the allocation of 20 percent of its National Budget to
education.

575. Thailand emphasized that the participation of Indodedigo Ministers at the UPR
Working Group meeting in May 2017 illustrated Indoné&siaighlevel commitment to the

UPR process and would have a strong impact on the implementation at the natiehal |
commended Indonesia for accepting the majority of recommendations, including two
recommendations from Thailand. Thailand encouraged Indonesia to continue its efforts to
fully implement the accepted recommendations and its human rights obligations.

576. UN Women commended Indonesia for ratifying key international conventions and
achieving significant results regarding the presence of women in public life. It
recommended to amend or repeal, within concrete time frame, all legislation that
discriminat against women and girls on the grounds of gender; to have clear and firm
policies to support the delivery of comprehensive and reproductive health education and
services; to strengthen its commitment to eradicate practices of FGM/C, by adopting a
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legally binding policy that forbids the practice and including SDG indicator 5.3.2 in the
National SDG Monitoring Framework.

577. The United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelamttomed Indoneséa
acceptance of its recommendation to adopt an opertsthesed selection process for
national candidates for UN treaty body elections and supported recommendations to uphold
its human rights obligations in Papua, including the rights to freedom of assembly and
freedom of the press. It congratulated Indonésigthe development of its National Anti
Trafficking Task Force and expressed its hope that it will continue prioritising the
protection of the most vulnerable workers by enforcing the existing legislation on minimum
working standards. Finally, it regrettehat Indonesia did not support the recommendation
regarding the moratorium on the use of death penalty.

578 Uzbekistan was pleased with the constructive engagement of Indonesia in the UPR
process, which demonstrated the couftrgommitment to its inteational human rights
obligations. It also welcomed that Indonesia accepted the majority of recommendations,
including those of Uzbekistan concerning awareness increasing in the remote regions of the
country and protection of the rights of children, inéhgdtheir access to health care and
education.

579, The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela was pleased with the big progress of
Indonesia. It highlighted the empowerment of women in public and private spheres,
strengthening of educational infrastructure dreke and compulsory education up to 12
years as well as successful social programmes for family assistance and health, as some of
the examples. It recommended Indonesia to continue strengthening its social policies.

580 Afghanistan commended Indone&siaefforts, in particular its National Human
Rights Action Plan and strengthening partnership with national human rights institutions. It
also commended Indonesia for the National Strategy on Elimination of Violence against
Children and the draft bill on geadequality and justice. Finally, it commended Indonesia
for its commitment to the rights of peaceful assembly and association.

581 Albania was pleased that Indonesia accepted a considerable number of
recommendations, including Albadarecommendation oraising awareness with regard

to justiciability of economic, social and cultural rights and inclusion of human rights in
school curricula at all levels.

582 Algeria noted that Indonesia accepted the majority of recommendations, including
two recommendatins made by Algeria with regard to ensuring access to health institutions
and services in conformity with the National Health Insurance Rlgh a view to
implementing the objective of universal health coverage by 2019.

583 Malaysia commended the stepakén by Indonesia to implement the UPR
recommendations, including those made by Malaysia in relation to efforts to combat
violence and crimes against children and to strengthen access to justice for juveniles. It
acknowledged Indonedimdetermination toteengthen its partnership with national human
rights institutions and to promote and protect the rights of vulnerable groups, in particular
women, children and persons with disabilities.

584 Belarus welcomed Indonegé#a clear position on all recommendat® which
illustrated their thorough analysis. It noted the active engagement of Indonesia with all
human rights mechanisms, including human rights treaty bodies. Belarus highlighted
Indonesi@s comprehensive approach to the implementation of the Conmeatiothe
Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

585 Cambodia expressed its appreciation for Indoesefforts and commitments
through strengthening of rule of law, good governance and public administration in the
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country. It also noted that Indone&aacceptance of large number of recommendations
reflected its commitment to the promotion and protection of human rights.

586. China expressed its appreciation for Indonissacceptance of its recommendations
and commended Indonesia for adhering to the twbaal protocols to the Convention on

the Rights of the Child and translating them into its domestic legislation as well as for steps
taken to combat violence against women and children and human trafficking. It also noted
Indonesid@s effort to protect th rights of vulnerable groups of persons, including women,
children, persons with disabilities and older persons. It welcomed théemidNational
Development Plan for 2012019 and the fourth National Human Rights Action Plan. It
noted Indonesi® effors to combat poverty, raise peofsldiving standards and to promote
inclusive social development.

587. Cuba recognized the progress made by Indonesia, despite the ongoing challenges it
faces as a developing country. It welcomed Indodeskifforts to promte greater
awareness among its population, the Government officials and other stakeholders. It
expressed its appreciation for accepting two of its recommendations concerning
implementation of measures to increase participation of persons with disalalities
fostering training in human rights.

588 The Democratic People Republic of Korea noted that the dialogue with Indonesia
during the UPR review in May 2017 allowed to be apprised of Indadsesféorts in the
field of human rights. It welcomed Indona& acceptance of many of the
recommendations, including those made by The Democratic Fedgpublic of Korea.

589 Egypt commended the measures aimed at ratifying international treaties and
incorporating them into domestic legislation as well as inowé number of bills on the
rights of vulnerable people in national legislative programme of -2018. It welcomed

the acceptance of 2 recommendations from Egypt to ratify other human rights instruments
and to continue its national efforts to improve thgal and institutional frameworks, to
implement policies and programmes focusing on and promoting the rights of women,
children, persons with disabilities and older persons.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

590, During the adoptin of the outcome of the review of Indonesia, 10 other
stakeholders made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to
deliver them owing to time constraifftare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights
Council, if uploaded.

591 Komnas Ham urged the Government to eradicate impunity, prioritize the settlement
of gross human rights violations, guarantee the freedom of religion and belief, and freedom
of expression as well as to abolish death penalty. It also encouraged the Govemment
highlight other critical issues such as the rights of minority groups, indigenous people,
human rights defenders, prohibition of torture, including through ratification of OPCAT.

592 Lawyers for Lawyers were concerned that human rights lawyers vgoirkiconflict

areas, such as the province of Papua, were subjected to improper interference or attempts to
put pressure on them by members of law enforcement agencies or investigative bodies. It
was also concerned that a draft Bill on Advocates was shartesnational standards with

regard to limitations of government intervention.

593 Lutheran World Federation noted that certain regulations contradict the freedom of
religion or belief and are used to prosecute people on the basis of religion. ibtelddhat
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in the last 2.5 years 18 people had been executed and the imposition of the death sentence
had increased, reaching a total of 134 new death sentences. It urged the Indonesian
government to establish an independent team to review unfair trag easeimpose a
moratorium on the death penalty.

594. British Humanist Association noted with concern that atheists remained legally
unrecognised and were barred from holding government office. It also noted that the
country®s discriminatory blasphemy lawsemained active. It further highlighted the
deterioration of the rights of LGBT persdivgho were subjected to vigilante attacks, police
raids and violent, extrpudicial punishment and called on Indonesia to free all those
detained under its blasphemy Bwto abolish such laws immediately, and to halt and
publicly condemn the wave of afitGBT activity.

595 Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van Homoseksu&li@&@
Nederland in a joint statement with International Lesbian and Gagdktion expressed
deep concern on the alarming situation faced by LGBTI persons in Indonesia, where risks
of discrimination, violence and criminalization in alignment with the rising of
fundamentalism persisted. While welcoming the initiative of thecBalvhich issued a
guideline to combat hate speech, it noted that hate speech directed to LGBTI community
continued to persist and perpetuated by media.

596. Christian Solidarity Worldwide noted that since the second cycle of the UPR the
situation of religpus minorities deteriorated. Members of these communities suffered
threats and violence, destruction or forcible closure of churches and Ahmadiya mosques,
which demonstrated raising religious intolerance in Indonesia. It regretted that no
recommendation veamade concerning the treatment of Ahmadiya Muslim community and
urged Indonesia to review and repeal the 2008 &tiinadiya decree and the blasphemy
laws.

597. Franciscans International in a joint statement with VIVAT International appreciated
the Goverment of Indonesi@ acceptance of two recommendations on the human rights
situation in West Papua, but regretted the rejection of two important recommendations on
the access of UN mechanisms to West Papua and the investigation into violations there.
They aked the Government of Indonesia to investigate the cases of extrajudicial killings of
indigenous Papuans without delay, and invite the UN Special Rapporteur on Extrajudicial,
summary or arbitrary executions to visit West Papua.

598 Asian Forum for HumanRights and Development called on Indonesia to
immediately stop executions and urged the Government to extend an invitation to the
Special Rapporteur on the rights of Indigenous Peoples, to address the impunity in Papua
by activating the Permanent Human R Court, to uphold freedom of expression and
religion or belief and to prevent discrimination based on all ground, including on sexual
orientation and gender identity. It further called on-adminal approach to blasphemy
cases and investigation int@ts linked to the gathering in the Foundation of Legal Aid
Institute.

599 International Federation for Human Rights Leagues regretted that the Government
did not show commitment to address discrimination against LGBTI and guarantee the
rights of religios minorities. It noted the Governmésntfailure to accept all of the
recommendations concerning the abolition of the death penaitjuding those calling for

the moratorium on all executions and the abolition of capital punishment forrelaigd
offenses. It was also concerned that the Government did not accept recommendations that
called investigations into past human rights abuses and was disappointed by the
Governmenis decision not to extend an open invitation to all UN Special Procedures,
including the Special Rapporteur on the rights of indigenous peoples.
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600. Amnesty International urged Indonesia to ratify the international human rights
instruments, which it accepted in the previous UPR cycle, but did not implement them. It
noted that Indonedia efforts to address past human rights violations and provide redress to
victims and families were not sufficient and it did not accept a recommendation in this
regard. Amnesty International welcomed the coustrgommitment to address human
rights violatons in Papua, but noted that the authorities continued to criminalize peaceful
political activities, particularly in Maluku and Papua and to criminalize blasphemy and
religious defamation. It regretted that Indonesia did not accept recommendations to repea
or amend provisions in laws and regulations which impose restrictions on freedom of
expression, thought, conscience and religion. It welcomed Indémestanmitment to
consider moratorium on executions with a view to abolishing death penalty and commute
the existing death sentences.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

601 The President stated that based on the information provided out of 225
recommendations received, 167 enjoy the support of Indonesia, and 58 are noted.

602 The delegation ofndonesia expressed its appreciation and gratitude to all those who
participated in the interactive dialogue and the Sfaiemuine interest in Indonesia

efforts to progress and address challenges in the protection and promotion of human rights.
It emphasized that such efforts is a continuous process. It also expressed its appreciation to
the members of Troika and the Secretariat.

603 The delegation also acknowledged the presence and active and constructive
engagement of representatives of national dmmights institutions and civil society
organizations during the dialogue and promised further cooperation with them in the follow
up to the process.

604. In conclusion, the delegation reiterated Indon@siaommitment to the UPR
mechanism and construativengagement with member states and relevant stakeholders to
better protect and promote the human rights of Indonesian people.

Finland

605 The review of Finland was held on 3 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevanio@ncil resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Morocco in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/FIN/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27FIN/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/FIN/3).

606. At its 23rd and 2th meetings, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and
adopted the outcoenof the review of Finland (see section C below).

607. The outcome of the review of Finland comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/8), the views of Finland concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions,vadl as 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 Gsaepalso
A/HRC/36/8/Add.1)
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Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

608 The delegation of Finland expressed its sincere appreciation to all delegations for
making recommendations duginthe interactive dialogue in May. It welcomed, in
particular, the opportunity to hear the views and comments from the Finnish National
Human Rights Institution, accredited with A status and the -gmsrnmental
organisations.

609 The delegation stresséitat rule of law in Finland is one of the waoiddstrongest as
it holds the third place in the global Rule of Law Index.

610 The delegation continued that the Constitution of Finland requires active measures
from the public authorities for the protecati@nd promotion of fundamental and human
rights and that the implementation and promotion of human rights are stressed in the
Governmernis activities.

611 According to the Government Programme, for 2025, Finland will be promoting an
environment of trusand mutual respect where people with different backgrounds may
participate in building society. This objective is in accordance with the theme of Fmland
centenary celebration year, i@.ogethed The story of 10§/earold Finland is first and
foremosta story of doing things together.

612 The delegation of Finland emphasised that a -fuglttioning and active civil
society is an important actor in picturing existing possible shortcomings in human rights
and fundamental freedoms and signalling thedrtamce for further actions, and stressed
the Finnish administratide commitment to an active dialogue and constructive
engagement with civil society. The democratic system and rule of law underline ensuring
the freedom of action of civil society as wek the broadest possible opportunities for
people to participate in and influence in various sectors of societal life.

613 During the national UPR process, dialogues and other interactions with the non
governmental organisations offered a good oppostuniassess the domestic human rights
situation in a seitritical manner. This assessment facilitated an inventory of the
developments and good practices as well as an ongoing discussion on the existing
challenges to the full implementation of human right

614 As the UPR recommendations illustrated, racist, discriminatory and xenophobic
attitudes remained a challenge in Finland as well as hate speech, other hate crimes and
intolerance. Violence against women continued to be one of the most fundanhstaales

to the full realization of womes rights. The rights of persons belonging to minorities,
LGBTI people, asylum seekers, refugees and migrants as well as of persons deprived of
their liberty were not always fully realized. Part of the populatioinidanger of being
marginalized. As regards the indigenous Sami people, several human rights issues remained
open, and the Government remained committed to finding solutions in cooperation with the
Sami.

615 These challenges viewed in the recommendatiwere at the same time largely also
Finlands priority areas in further strengthening the implementation of human rights and
fundamental freedoms. Many were addressed in the Second National Action Plan on
Fundamental and Human Rights for years 20079 ad tackled by concrete measures.

The Action Plan, with 43 special creadministrative actions, focuses on human rights
education, equality and natiscrimination, the right of individuals and groups to self
determination, fundamental rights and digitdiiza. All actions are targeted to be
implemented in cooperation with various stakeholders for achieving more sustainable
results in the promotion of fundamental and human rights. Together with specific and more
detailed Action Plans for several adminisiratbranches and with the recent developments
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for the national human rights architecture the Govern@entention was to strengthen the
knowledge of fundamental and human rights, focus on identified concrete shortcomings as
well as to continue the commaood practices also in order to address our international
obligations and commitments in the further promotion of universal, indivisible human
rights in a transparent manner.

616 As pledged during the dialogue in May, the network of contact persons for
fundamental and human rights consisting of representatives of different ministries had
already reviewed the UPR recommendations and will continue actively following up to
their implementation. A voluntary migbrm report, with the support of human rightsoas,
including civil society, will be prepared and submitted to the Human Rights Council.

617. Finlands National Human Rights Institution, particularly the Human Rights Centre,
will also naturally be playing a significant role in monitoring the impletagon of the
UPR recommendations.

618 The Government continued to emphasise the obligatory nature and the political
importance of the economic, social and cultural rights so that they also in practice enjoy
equal status with civil and political rights.

619 Finland received 153 recommendations, of which all were taken for further
examination. Through intergovernmental cooperation and consultations with civil society
representatives the Government has thoroughly considered all recommendations. The
Govenment accepted altogether 120 recommendations and 6 recommendations were
partially accepted. The rest, 27 recommendations were noted. The Government provided its
written comments in the addendum of the Working Gésupport at hand. In view of the

word limitation, the Government focused on noted recommendations.

620. Many of the fully accepted recommendations were already in the process of being
implemented.

621 Noting recommendations did not mean rejecting them or forgetting them altogether.
Both notedand accepted recommendations will be used as human rights tools of equal
value in the Governmeis work. The Government will review its stand on the noted
recommendations and their possible implementation when preparing its voluntatgrmid
report. Morever, Finland will provide information on noted as well as accepted
recommendations in its fourth UPR report. The National Human Rights Institution and non
governmental organisations will use noted recommendations as tools in their independent
monitoring d the human rights situation in Finland. The constructive dialogue must go on.

622 Two of the partially accepted recommendations related to violence against women
which is considered a serious human rights violation in Finland. Finland has ratified the
Council of Europés Istanbul Convention over two years ago and our first monitoring cycle
of the Convention is about to start during this Autumn. The Government was of the view
that all requirements were fulfilled in accordance with the Convention. Natuthk
implementation requires further budgetary resources. The ratification process intensified
multi-sectoral actions in combatting violence against women and domestic violence,
focused improvements in the victiGsituation and led to several importamhendments in

the Criminal Code. The Government is also committed in continuing this work. Certain
resources were being gradually increased, however the Government considered that
recommendations related to immediate additional financial resources cauld aocepted

at this point.

623 The Government considered basic and further education to various administrative
actors and branches organised and therefore was of the view of not accepting obligatory
human rights education for certain administrativenbhes. However, the delegation of

Finland emphasized that human rights are taken into consideration at all levels in formal
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education. Measures had been taken to further strengthen human rights education for
certain administrative branches including indegent judiciary.

624. Discrimination and selfletermination is one of the focus areas in the Goverrément
fundamental and human rights activities over the next few years. The National Advisory
Board on Social Welfare and Health Care Ethics had takenitopasccording to which a

child has the right to define his/hers own gender. This position was being discussed with
actors treating intersex individuals and the work continues.

625 Both international and national studies have shown that discriminaticursom
different areas of life in Finland and people may be exposed to it for various reasons.
Tackling discrimination is a priority area in many of the Governi@sepblicy fields,
including nondiscrimination, gender equality and pay gap, in integratiolicy and in
various minority policy areas.

626. The Government was also further developing monitoring mechanisms for
discrimination and strengthening the legal protection for victims. In addition, special
attention is drawn to early childhood educatioegonciliation of work and family life,
interfaces between work, unemployment and exclusion of labour force, housing, over
indebtedness and immigration.

627. The nondiscrimination legislation had widened the protection against
discrimination on sexualri@ntation and gender identity. A working group was set up to
evaluate the act on legal recognition of the gender of transgender persons and to propose
necessary amendments. However, the Government had not yet agreed on presenting the
issue to Parliament.

628 One of the four key areas in the Governndenhtegration Programme for 2016

2019 is to tackle racism, xenophobia, hate speech and hate crimes by promoting humane
national discussion culture and respect for human dignity for fostering inclusion,
integration and societal integrity. In addition the National Action Plan on Fundamental and
Human Rights included several medtctoral activities which effectively address hate
speech, racism and hate crimes in several ways; including establishing naitdoguies

and extensive participation of authorities, organisations and communities.

629, The Governmelds preliminary views on the recommendations had been presented
for interactive discussion with the Finnish civil society in fAidgust. In this discussio

the representatives of n@overnmental organisations stressed certain divergent opinions
on the acceptance of the recommendations and urgency to further modify legislation on
self-determination in accordance with international standards. Also issuatedreio
violence against women and childéerrights, including unaccompanied mindrights

were raised. As a result of the intervention by the civil society, the Government reviewed
its position and decided to accept some additional recommendationsvénn@enis view
genuine and constructive dialogue with a clear message from civil society resulted in
further strengthening of human rights in certain policy areas.

630 The Government welcomed civil society participation in and contribution to the

implementation process. Constructive and coherent cooperation will continue when
preparing the miderm report. Only by working together can we achieve positive changes
for everyone.
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Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

631 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Finland, 16 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Couigploaded.

632 Lithuania noted Finland had once again shown its longstanding commitment to
promoting human rights domestically and globally as well as its consistent and exemplary
national efforts across a wide range of human rights issues. It waldhmereparation of

an implementation plan of the Istanbul Convention by a Special Committee established
within the Government of Finland and inquired about the Comntteure work to use

and build upon this good practice by other signatories of tmé&htion.

633 The Maldives noted Finlaidsl acceptance of their recommendations on
strengthening education system through training on human rights education, and to
effectively provide services for minority and migrants. It was encouraged, by Fimland
efforts to combat discrimination, racism and xenophobia. It commended the allocation of
budgets for better integration of minorities, such as the Roma and the Sami.

634 Pakistan commended the Government of Finland for accepting the majority of the
recommedations made during the UPR Working Group. It praised the efforts of the
Government to implement structural reforms promoting employment, entrepreneurship and
economic growth.

635 The Philippines conveyed its appreciation to Finland for accepting thréeeiof
recommendations. It hoped that the Government would consider in the future the
ratification of the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of their Families (ICMRW).

636, Romania was pleased to ackledge the acceptance by Finland of its
recommendation regarding the placement of a child through a care system based on a
decision of the Administrative Court, in compliance with Article 9 of the Convention of the
Rights of the Child.

637. The Russiarrederation welcomed Finlaégldecision to accept its recommendations
but was concerned over the unwillingness on the part of the Finnish authority to recognise
existing problems in the area of the rights of child, in particular the unjustified removal of
children from their family. It was also alarmed by the placement of children together with
adults in detention places.

638 Sierra Leone praised the new National Action Plan for the Prevention of Violent
Radicalization and Extremism. It commended the Gawents proposal for accession to
the ICPPED. Furthermore, Finland was considering ratifying the ILO Convention (No.
169). Sierra Leone mentioned the amagpe legislation that Finland had put in place to be
sufficiently punitive. It encouraged Finlandfiarther strengthen strategies in this regard, to
ensure that eradication of domestic violence remained a national priority.

639 Afghanistan praised the development of the national action plan and the adoption of
relevant human rights policies. It also edtthat many other important measures had been
taken to safeguard the rights and freedoms of all citizens in particular all vulnerable groups
like children and persons with disability. It also appreciated measures taken to prevent
violence against women drpromote gender equality in particular the adoption of a-four

45 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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yearaction plan on implementation of the Convention on Preventing and Combating of
Violence against Women and Domestic Violence and Action Plan for Gender Equality.

640 Albania noted with apciation Finlan& longstanding priorities on human rights
policy, namely the importance of the free and active participation of civil society in all
spheres of life and the inclusion of all people without discrimination. It acknowledged
Finlands accemnce of a vast majority of recommendations including the two
recommendations of Albania.

641 China appreciated that Finland accepted its recommendations to combat racial
discrimination and xenophobia, to effectively reduce the number of cases of has;do

adopt laws and policies to guarantee the human rights of refugees and migrants and rights
of minority groups and to promote gender equality and further combat the violence against
women. It commended the adoption of an -@idcrimination legislabn and a national

action plan for prevention of violent radicalization and extremism.

642 Cote divoire welcomed the efforts and progresses achieved by Finland in the area of
human rights and encouraged it to continue on this. pathanked the Governemt of
Finland for taking into account the recommendations and encouraged to take all the
necessary measures to ensure implementation and protection of human rights.

643 Egypt expressed concern with the escalation in hate speeches, islamophobia,

xenophola and racist acts against migrants and asylum seekers. It requested to give

positive consideration to the recommendations put forward by Egypt to take immediate and

effective measures to combat hate speech, islamophobia, xenophobia and racist acts. It
enmuraged Finland to provide protection to asylum seekers through legal assistance, family

reunification, as well as social security and ratify ICMRW

644. Estonia welcomed the positive approach taken by the Government of Finland to
continue to work on the aepted recommendations, including recommendations aimed at
preventing and combating violence against women and domestic violence. It noted the
commitment of the Government to continue to strengthen effective measures to combat,
prevent and investigate hatpeech and hate crimes on the Internet.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

645 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Finland, 7 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were ondelesdr them
owing to time constraint8are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

646, The Finnish Human Rights Centre praised the Goverrimergen dialogue and
consultations with the independent human rights bodies andviheociety throughout the

UPR process. The Centre referred to the Governiméft National Action Plan that will
contribute to the implementation of the accepted recommendations in the UPR process. The
Centre stressed that the Finnish Government aatépily 120 recommendations, partially

6 and had noted 27 recommendations, too many in its view. In many of the accepted
recommendations, the reasoning indicated that in the Govergaméenv the issue at stake

had already been positively resolved. The t@emwas concerned that théstatus qué
approach could result in the lack of real progress when there were no measures foreseen. It
mentioned the recommendations that were not accepted by Finland reiterating that a wide
range of civil society organisatisrhave called upon the Finnish government to amend the

46 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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Trans Act and immediately abolish the preconditions of sterilisation and a psychological
diagnosis based on mental health to obtain legal recognition of their gender identity.

647. The European Regiorof the International Lesbian and Gay Federation in
consultation with Trasek, an association for the rights of gender minorities and Finnish
Youth Cooperation- Allianssi, referred to the recommendations noted by Finland to
remove sterilization as a cotidn for legal gender recognition, recommendations that had
been made by CEDAW, the Council of Europe for Human Rights and the UN Special
Rapporteur against Torture. The European Court of Human Rights had recently ruled that
sterilization requirement was \dolation of human rights. The European Region of the
International Lesbhian and Gay Federation called upon Finland to amend the Trans Act in
line with its international and regional obligations.

648 The International Federation of Human Rights LeagudBHJF and the Finish
League for Human Rights (FLHR) regretted that 27 recommendations were not accepted by
Finland. They urged Finland to protect the rights of transgender and intersex persons and
remove the sterility requirement in line with the judgemehtthe European Court of
Human Rights (ECtHR121(2017)). FIDH and FLHR called for the ratification of the
International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and
Members of their Families and the ILO Convention 169 to solve faggids issues in
Northern Ireland. They also mentioned the need to include human rights education in
teachers study programmes.

649, Amnesty International urged Finland to amend the Trans Act to remove the need for
sterilization and mental health diagnoais a requirement for legal gender recognition. It
acknowledged the acceptance of recommendations regarding the review of the asylum
legislation, the fight against violence against women and trafficking and the amendment to
Criminal Code to define rape. Welcomed Finlané& acceptance of recommendations to
strengthen the national human rights framework; to combat discrimination, racism and
xenophobia; and to adequately fund human rights education and called on Finland to
guarantee adequate resources feirtbarly implementation.

650, The International Association for Democracy in Africa stressed that Finland was
deemed to be a model democraltypraised Finlan& policies on womes rights, as a
pioneer for gender equality. It mentioned the ratificattdrithe CEDAW in 1986 and the
establishment of the first Office of Ombudsman for Equality. It noted the legislation to
promote good ethnic relations among population and the establishment of human rights
institutions.

651 The Pan African Union for Sciena@nd Technology noted that Finlasdliteracy

rates were the wortd highest. Finland had also the highest lafotoe participation of
women and the largest share of women to have completed higher education compared with
men. It commended Finlafel promoion of sexual and reproductive health and rights of
women and girls in developing countries.

652 The International Lawyers.Org (INTLawyers), in a joint statement with GACG
welcomed Finlan& efforts to respect human rights. It mentioned the engagement of
Finland to secure a world based on the rule of law. INTLawyers encouraged Finland to
ratify without delay the Nuclear Weapons Ban Treaty.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

653 The President stated that based on the information provided obul53
recommendations received, 120 enjoy the support of Finland, and., additional clarification
was provided on another six recommendations, and 27 are noted.
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654. The delegation of Finland thanked again all the participants to the third UPR of
Finland. The interactive dialogue had provided further tools to assess the level of
implementation of the recommendations from the UPR of 2012 as well as the
implementation of recommendations from other human rights mechanisms. All comments
and observations fronhé¢ discussion were taken into consideration for further discussion
and dialogue with Ministries and actors of the civil society. The delegation of Finland
responded to the statement from the Russian Federation and underlined that the best interest
of the dild in Finnish legislation and in practice is at the core of all the activities of the
authorities in Finland. The delegation concluded looking forward to the national follow up
process to further enhance the realization of human rights in its country

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

655 The review of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland was held
on 21 September 2017 in conformity with all the relevant provisions contained in relevant
Council resolutions and deaisis, and was based on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland in accordance with the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph
15 (a) (AV\HRC/WG.6/27/GBR/1);

(b)  The compilatbn prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/GBR/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/GBR/3).

656. At its 24th meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and aithepted
outcome of the review of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland (see
section C below).

657. The outcome of the review of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland comprises the report of the Working Group on the UséePeriodic Review
(A/JHRC/36/9), the views of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments
and replies presented before the adoption of the outcome Iplethary to questions or
issues that were not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working
Group(see also A/HRC/36/9/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on itgoluntary commitments and on the outcome

658 The delegation from the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland was
pleased to present the formal response to the 227 Universal Periodic Review
recommendations the Government received during the a@nstructive dialogue in May

this year.

659 The United Kingdom had a longstanding tradition of ensuring rights and liberties
were protected domestically and of fulfilling its international human rights obligations. The
delegation underscored that thénited Kingdom remained a confident, strong and
dependable partner internationally.

660 It was honoured to serve again as an elected member of the Human Rights Council.
It remained a strong advocate of the Council, and the mechanisms at its dispodaignclu

the Universal Periodic Review. It welcomed the positive changes that the UPR had
promoted, including the spirit of international cooperation in human rights amongst States,
and the important role played by technical assistance in helping StatesheiitHJPR
recommendations.
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661 During this third cycle of UPR, the United Kingdom had participated fully, and
demonstrated its commitment to ensuring that all of the recommendations made to other
States were precise, practical, constructive, forward hgpiind implementable. It had also
continued to exercise restraint on the number of recommendations given to other States,
and was open to working with other States who wished to learn from its approach and
experience.

662 Regarding the May session of th®R Working Group when the United Kingdom
underwent its 3rd review every effort was made to respond on the day to the issues,
recommendations and comments raised by States, and also to address the questions
submitted in advance.

663 Following the May seson, the Government reserved its position on the 227
recommendations received. This enabled the careful review of the recommendations
through consultation across Government and with colleagues in the Scottish, Welsh and
Northern Irish Government and theK& Crown Dependencies and Overseas Territories.
The United Kingdom Government also met with some stakeholders and its National Human
Rights Institutions over the summer to discuss the recommendations with them, and to
listen to their views on priority aas amongst the 227 individual recommendations.

664 The delegation insisted on the fact that the United Kingdom Government had given
considerable thought to each recommendation and submitted its response in writing in
August. The delegation referred to twlecuments: The Addendum, which grouped the
recommendations by subject matter but referred to them only by number, and a longer
Annexdwhich sets out the recommendations in full and outlines the Govergaparsition

in relation to each one. This documeditaws in responses from across the United
Kingdom&s Government and the United Kingd@devolved administrations, and it hoped

its content would help support a greater understanding of the Govefamesition on all
recommendations.

665 Insummary,te United Kingdom Asupportedo 96

recomme

the Government had either fully i mplemented them

recommendations (which indicated that the United Kingdom may have taken some steps
but was not fully impleranting these recommendations at this time).

666. In 2012, the Government voluntarily committed to updating the Working Group via
a Mid Term Report, on its position in relation to the 132 recommendations received during
its second cycle of UPR. It delivet®n this commitment with a Mid Term Report in 2014.

667. The Government had again committed to follow up the 227 recommendations
received with a Mid Term Report in 2019, and made the additional commitment to provide
an update on up to 5 recommendationday 2018. It stated the UPR was not just a three
anda-half-hour dialogue that occurred for States every four years. Each cycle builds on the
last, and Mid Term Reports and other updates were an important way to demonstrate
ongoing commitment ahead of thext cycle.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

668 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the United Kingdom, 13
delegations made statements. The statements of the delegations that Wwhkr¢oudeliver
them owing to time constrairffsare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

47 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSesdith@#8sion/Pages/default.aspx
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669 The Russian Federation was extremely concerned that a major part of the Russian
Federatiofis recommendations were not supported byUhded Kingdom. It considered
unacceptable that a State which portrayed itself as a democratic State considered the
practice of censorship and pressure on the media to be acceptable. It stated it was
regrettable that the United Kingdom was not ready tadaot a thorough and impartial
investigation into mass cases of sexual abuse of children byrdmging officials and

punish those responsible.

670 Sierra Leone was encouraged by the Govern@eemtgagement to tackle racism and
racial discrimination though the launch and implementation of the Hate Crimes Action
Plan of 2016. It highlighted consisted efforts to tackle modern forms of slavery and
trafficking. It was disappointed to note that the recommendations it made had not enjoyed
the support of the hited Kingdom and urged the Government to reconsider them.

671 Egypt expressed its concern about British policies which have facilitated the
dissemination of many ideas of hatred and xenophobia. Unfortunately many programs were
underfinanced in particulathose dealing with womén rights, childreés rights and
minority rights. These were policies that brought an atmosphere of xenophobia and
islamophobia. It expressed sadness that its five recommendations were not taken on board
by the United Kingdom. It ecommended that the United Kingdom abide by the
recommendations made during the UPR.

672 The Sudan commended the launching of the new Hate Crime Action Plan in 2016
and encouraged the Government to implement it. It regretted that its recommendations did
not enjoy the support of the United Kingdom.

673 The Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela was concerned about the serious effects of
austerity measures expressed by cuts and new criteria to access social security benefits,
which have increased poverty ane timequality gap. It was disappointed that the United
Kingdom hand not been capable of accepting an important number of constructive
recommendations. It urged the Government to establish a national human rights action plan
that included concrete measures implement recommendations of United Nations
mechanisms.

674 Albania commended the United Kingd@rconstructive engagement and enhanced
dialogue during the process and its continued engagement for the promotion and protection
of human rights around thglobe. It remained confident that the United Kingdom would
continue to give due attention to wonGemnd childreés rights at a national level, in order

to sustain progress to that regard.

675 Bahrain noted with satisfaction the number of supported rewrdations by the
United Kingdom, especially the two recommendations submitted by Bahrain regarding
religious hatred and discrimination, xenophobia, and combatting trafficking in persons and
children. It commended the launch of the action plan to combiat ¢réme and the
measures taken to combat human trafficking.

676 China was concerned with the growing amfiugee antimigrant sentiment and

racial discrimination. It regretted that the United Kingdom had not accepted
recommendations on combatting racisand xenophobia. It appealed to the United
Kingdom to accept and implement these recommendations, generally guarantee rights of
migrants, refugees, women and children and make substantive progress in combating hate
crime. It urged the United Kingdom to k& practical measures to implement the
Convention on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination.

677. Cote divoire thanked the Government for the interest in the recommendations made
in the course of the review and remained convinced that their effeatiplernentation
would contribute significantly to the improvement of the human rights situation in the
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country. It welcomed all efforts made by the Government to better protect the rights of
persons living in the United Kingdom and encouraged it to coniiisutill cooperation
with the international community.

678 Sri Lanka welcomed efforts to address human trafficking and meatierrslavery

and encouraged the United Kingdom to continue its efforts. It commended the United
Kingdom& commitment to advance mger equality, and took note of several measures
taken to tackle gender discrimination, including the reduction of the United Kingdom
gender pay gap to its lowest level ever, of 18.1%. It welcomed the Govefardenision

to review its reservations in tténited Nations treaties.

679 Estonia positively noted the assurances by the Government of the United Kingdom
to remain committed to the European Convention on Human Rights. It commended the
United Kingdom for being a frontrunner in summoning a globapoase to prevent the
terrorist use of the internet, and underscored its decisive steps to tackle the hate crime and
hate speech. It regretted that the United Kingdom had decided to note many of the
recommendations, including to ratify the First OptionabtBcol to the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

680 Gabon welcomed the United Kingdom Governnéembmmitment to give effect to

the recommendations which had received its support, and highlighted the actions taken by
the Government efisaged to guarantee the promotion and protection of human rights in
favour of all vulnerable people, including women and children. It encouraged the United
Kingdom to continue its efforts to implement the accepted recommendations on the UPR of
last May.

681 Ghana welcomed the 2016 Hate Crime Action Plan and measures to combat
domestic violence. It noted with satisfaction the United Kingdom Goverrgment
commitment to improve the welleing of children in disadvantaged situations. It called on
the United Kngdom to take steps to ratify the International Convention on the Protection of
the Rights of All Migrant Workers and members of their Families and the International
convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

682 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the United Kingdom, 11 other
stakeholders made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to
deliver them owing to time constraiftsre posted on the extranet of the Human Rights
Council, if uploaded.

683 The Equality and Human Rights Commission of Great Britain, the Northern Ireland
Human Rights Commission of Great Britain, the Northern Ireland Human Rights
Commission and the Scottisfuman Rights Commission expressed concern that so many
challenges outlined in its latest reports were also raised in 2012. The United Kasgdom
reputation of champion of human rights was now under threat, due to the negative tone of
debate from some poliians and many parts of the media around the Human Rights Act,
and the potential risk to peofeequality and human rights protections when the country
leaves the European Union. The Governrfenbntinued refusal to fully incorporate the
United Nationsreaties it had signed showed scant regard for its international commitments.
They were disappointed by the lack of leadership on human rights across the Government.

684 British Humanist Association expressed disappointment about the absence of any
criticism of the Governmef# position on the religious discrimination practiced by state

48 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSe8dithd®ssion/Pages/default.aspx
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funded faith schools. In deciding which children to admit, siateled schools designated

with a religious character were able to discriminate against children on tleedbabiir

own or their parentweligious beliefs. It called on the Government to extend current limits

on religious sel ect i ofunded teligidub scioels, with & viewwltos 6 t o al |
ultimately ending such discrimination.

685 Womerts Intgnational League for Peace and Freedom stated that the United
Kingdom& commitment to undertake a careful assessment before authorising arms transfer
was at odds with its continued arms transfers to several countries. It called on the United
Kingdom to: immediately stop arms transfers to Saudi Arabia; review its arms exports to all
countries where there was evidence of human rights violations and violations of
international humanitarian law; and duly take into account the United Nations
recommendations tonsure effective, transparent, and gerskmsitive human rights
impact assessments of arms exports.

686. Alliance Defending Freedom expressed disappointment that its concerns and
recommendations were not taken into account in the United Kingdom UPR andcttae
countryds commitment not to liberalize abortion laws any further. It underscored that the

socal | ed -dixCtoruenmhiesm and Safeguarding BillidA never a
asserting its vague and undeghnhepokiooicegpds SBpehe
path would lead to the shutting down of legitimate speech and freedom of expression under

the guise of Acombatting terrorism,0 in violatio

Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

687. Intermational Association of Democratic Lawyers stated the United Nations Working
Group on Arbitrary Detention found that Mr. Julian Assange was a victim of arbitrary
detention, and, in January 2016 requested the United Kingdom and Sweden to give effect to
Mr. Assangé& immediate freedom of movement and right to compensation. It urged the
Human Rights Council to recommend to the United Kingdom to ensure Mr. Agsange
immediate freedom of movement.

688 Action Canada for Population and Development regretted that o 227
recommendations to improve its human rights record, the United Kingdom chose to accept
less than 100 recommendations. It stated that the criminalization of abortion in Northern
Ireland was incompatible with international human rights obligatemd that it was a
violation of the rights to health, to natiscrimination, to privacy, to life, to liberty and to
security of the person and to be free from inhuman and degrading treatment. Action Canada
for Population and Development called on the UnkKéagdom government to put to one

side the politics that have sustained this discrimination.

689 Defence for Children International welcomed efforts to improve protection of
childrerts rights, significantly reducing the numbers of children in prison. Wewét
highlighted the United Kingdom was only supporting 42% of the recommendations
received, and urged it to reconsider its position and strongly encouraged implementing the
recommendations concerning inter alia: safeguarding the Human Rights Acingatifg

third Optional Protocol to the CRC, incorporating this treaty into domestic law, review anti
terrorism measures and prohibit all corporal punishment in the family.

690, Amnesty international regretted the United Kingdenmejection of all thirteen
recommendations calling for the preservation of its current level of human rights protection
in any changes to the Human Rights Act and during the process of leaving the European
Union. It was also concerned that proposals to replace this Act wouldireaulleakening

of standards, and called on the United Kingdom to commit to retain the Human Rights Act
and remain a signatory to the European Convention on Human Rights. It was deeply
troubling that the United Kingdom had rejected recommendations talirteoa statutory

time limit for detention of migrants and asylum seekers.
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691 Edmund Rice International Limited stated that in the United Kingdom an increasing
number of people accessed local food banks on a regular basis and that it was clearly failing
to meet its human rights obligations to support the right to food of its citizens. The
Government was also failing to address effectively homelessness in Northern Ireland. It
stated the United Kingdom Government had no strategy or system for refugeet sungpor
integration and that rejected asyhsmekers were denied all statutory support following
eviction. They were subjected to a form of extreme human marginalisation contrary to the
United Nations human rights conventions.

692 Allied Rainbow Communitiesnternational stated that as part of the celebration of
50 years of decriminalization of same sex relations in the United Kingdom those convicted

were fipardonedo. It stated it was integral t hat
colonial laws criminaliz n g s ame s e X desire and t he |l ogi c 0
homosexuals should be extended to the Il ogic of f

the exBritish colonies whose lives had been blighted by these laws. The act of apology had
as an essential ogponent the commitment to neapetition, and it was understood as a
forward looking gesture.

693 International Council Supporting Fair Trial and Human Rights stated people in the
Gulf suffered direct colonization of territories in the Indian Oceanerptst by the United
Kingdom and that now this was replaced by agreements which maintained the United
Kingdomds control. It called on the United Kingdom to reform this relationship in order to
have one that guarantees the interests of both sides, pushieglemocracy and freedoms,

in accordance with the road map declared in the Geneva Declaration announced by Gulf
jurors.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under review

694 The President stated that based on the information provided out of 227
recommendi@ons received, 96 enjoy the supporttbé United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Irelandind 131 are noted.

695 The delegation of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland stated
the Government remained fully committed to the UPEhanism.

696. In May, the Government had listened with interest to views and recommendations
from States, including comments on the importance of ensuring the ongoing protection of
equality and human rights as the United Kingdom leaves the European dnta desire

for the country to strengthen its approach to international treaties. The United Kingdom
Government will not repeal or replace the Human Rights Act while the process of leaving
the European Union is underway, and it will consider its hungirtsr legal framework
when that process concludes.

697. Regarding incorporation, the delegation stated the United Kingdom was confident
that it was fully complying with its United Nations treaty obligations. These treaties had not
been incorporated intooghestic law, and they did not require State Parties to do so.

698 The United Kingdom had put in place a combination of policies and legislation to
give effect to the UN human rights treaties that it had ratified. The same approach was
followed by the Btish Overseas Territories and by the Crown Dependencies to which
those treaties have been extended.

699 The impact of changes to welfare benefits, access to justice as well as a desire to see
continued monitoring of these changes was among other issised.r In May, the
delegation referred to policies to tackle poverty. The head of the delegation also spoke on
the work underway to tackle modern slavery and hate crime.
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700 In response to one of the statements made, the delegation stated that o the 28t
November 2016 the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention rejected our request for review

of its 2016 opinion. It was disappointed that the Working Group did not review the deeply

flawed and incorrect position. Julian Assange is not and has not beenriyldetained.

He is free to leave the Ecuadorian Embassy but he will be subject to the United Kingdom
law.

701 The delegation underscored, regarding the number or percentage of
recommendati ons fAsupportedo or i rsuggestidg , t hat ino
any statistical analysis be approached with caution, encouraging those interested in human

rights to read the extensive response provided by the United Kingdom.

702 The delegation thanked the United Kingdismactive civil society, National Huma
Rights Institutions and the Troika for their contributions. It remained a strong advocate,
promoting open societies and challenging threats to civil society.

India

703 The review of India was held on 4 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisons contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by India in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/IND/1);

(b)  The conpilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/IND/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AVJHRC/WG.6/27/IND/3).

704. At its 24th meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considereddcapudea the
outcome of the review of India (see section C below).

705 The outcome of the review of India comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/10), the views of India concerning the
recommendations and/or cdasions, as well as 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 Gsaa@palso
A/HRC/36/10/Add).

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

706 The delegation of India, headed by H.E. Mr. Rajiv K Chander, Permanent
Representative of India, thied the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights
for its able assistance in finalizing the Working Group report, and the Troika of India’s
reviewi Latvia, the Philippines and South Afri¢dor their dedication and contribution to

its review proess.

707. The delegation underscored that India had been a firm supporter of the UPR since its
inception in 2006. India valued the distinctly universal and peer review nature of this
mechanism, which was supported by all. The review platform was condiaiveen
engagement among Member States and other stakeholders to address issues relating to
human rights. The delegation noted that the UPR process was a mechanism that encouraged
Member States to strengthen their human rights record and learn frorsthgrditices of

others. It stressed that India remained committed towards meaningful engagement with
international organizations, as well as individual States in a constructive spirit.

107



A/HRC/36/2

708 The delegation stated that India was a vibrant pluralistic sofdetyded on strong
democratic principles. The Indian Constitution guaranteed fundamental rights to all its
citizens.India was convinced that inclusive and equitable development was the key to
securing a life of dignity, security, empowerment and freedamnall. In this regard, a set

of robust socieeconomic policies had been put in place to address various basic needs of
people, including health, education, housing, poverty alleviation, women empowerment,
food security, and social security.

709 The delegtion noted that Ind@ national report for this third cycle review reflected

the current state of play in the implementation of previous recommendations and the
progress made in other related areas, while acknowledging the challenges that India faced
in the implementation of some of the recommendations. Most of these challenges stemmed
from the complexity and diversity of the Indian society. However, fsdendeavour
remained to make progress in the fullest implementation of its commitments under various
human rights instruments.

710. The delegation thanked all Member States for their active participation infdndia
review and their valuable recommendations. It stressed that India gave utmost importance
to consistently build upon and further improve ttendards of human rights achieved so

far in the country, and that it was working towards ensuring that its policies and schemes
were aimed at progressively giving the people of India a life with dignity and respect.

Views expressed by Member and obseer States of the Council on the review
outcome

711 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of India, 13 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraint® are posted on thextranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

712 China welcomed India constructive approach to the UPR. It appreciated dndia
commitment to implement the accepted recommendations, including those made by China
on continued efforts to promote $aimable economic and social development, improve
peopldés living standards, guarantee the rights of persons with disabilities, the elderly and
other vulnerable groups, and adopt effective legislation and law enforcement measures to
combat violence againsgtomen. China also appreciated Ir@iafforts to eliminate poverty

and achieve inclusive sustainable development, and recognized the measures taken to
guarantee peopie rights to health, education, housing and food.

713 Cote divoire expressed its apgriation for Indiés interest in the recommendations
made during its review, and remained convinced that their implementation would
contribute significantly to the improvement of the human rights situation in the country.
Céte divoire welcomed all the efirts made by India to promote and protect human rights,
and encouraged it to continue its full cooperation with the international community.

714 Cuba reiterated its appreciation to India for the progress made in protecting and
promoting all human rightsjespite the challenges it faced. Cuba valued positively the
progress made, inter alia, in the areas of early childhood education, child labour and
protection of the rights of persons with disabilities. Cuba thanked India for having accepted
the two recommmadations it had made regarding ongoing measures to combat human
trafficking and on gender.

715 Egypt recalled that it had commended India during its review for its efforts to
provide more resources with a view to securing the enjoyment by all groupiof th

49 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegukicheiatthSession/Pages/default.aspx
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economic and social rights, particularly vulnerable groups such as women, children, the
poor and faith holders. Egypt noted that India had undertaken to promote transparency and
openness, particularly in relation to free access to information. Egyptexbressed its
appreciation for Indi@& steps to empower women in the market place with a view to
securing decent working conditions as well as their secanomic empowerment, and to
provide good education for all children. Egypt welcomed I@deccefance of Egyps
recommendations on poverty eradication and achieving sustainable development.

716. Estonia commended India for its commitment to continue to finalize the efforts to
ratify the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degraidéatment or
Punishment and to accept to more effectively prevent, prosecute and punish cases of
domestic violence, as well as to promote awarerassg campaigns on gender violence,
including Ahonour o <c¢cri mes. Ho weot a&ccept th&Est oni a reg
recommendations to ratify the Agreement on the Privileges and Immunities of the
International Criminal Court, the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture, and
the second Optional Protocol to International Convention on Civil Roidical Rights.
Estonia reiterated its recommendation teersgthen the independent functioning of the
judiciary, in order to reduce delays in judicial proceedings, enhance transparency of the
processes and guarantee the right to a speedy trial.

717. Ethiopia commended India for accepting its recommendations aimed at promoting
equal access for justice for all, especially by providing more legal aid to the poor and
marginalized and allocating appropriate resources to reducing backlog and delays in the
administration of cases in courts. Ethiopia encouraged India to take all necessary measures
in advance for the full implementation of the accepted recommendations.

718 Ghana welcomed the adoption by India of the National Food Security Act to
eliminate all fems of malnutrition, including child malnutrition, and the expansion of the
coverage of the Integrated Child Development Services Scheme for better nutrition, health
and overall development of children under the age of 6. While acknowledging the efforts
being made to promote and protect human rights and fundamental freedoms, Ghana urged
India to take steps to ratify the Convention against Torture and its Optional Protocol.

719, The Islamic Republic of Iran welcomed In&aefforts towards socieconomic
dewlopment, poverty eradication, the increase in health expenditure and the health
insurance plans for families living under the poverty line. The Islamic Republic of Iran also
appreciated Indi@ commitment to reforming its legal system with a view to mtotg and
promoting the rights of women and girls, and some positive achievements such as the
adoption of the Rights of Persons With Disabilities Act in 2016 and the Child Labour
Amendment Act, and the ratification of the Minimum Age Convention 1973 (B®). 1

720 Iraq expressed its appreciation for Indiacceptance of the two recommendations it
had made, and commended India for its acceptance of most of the recommendations made.

721 Kyrgyzstan commended India for accepting a number of recommendations,
including those it had made, namely on taking additional serious measures to eliminate
violence against women and children, including sexual violence; enhancing activities aimed
at eliminating discrimination against women, in particular women from lowsesaand
accepting more efforts to increase dirlecondary education, including ensuring that
schools were gitfriendly in all parameters. Kyrgyzstan was convinced that their
implementation would enhance the effectiveness of the protection of the oigthitomen

and children and their welieing.

722 The Lao Peoplis Democratic Republic commended Ir@diaunwavering efforts
towards the promotion and protection of the rights of vulnerable groups, including women,
children and persons with disabilitiesy kaking steps to promote equal participation of

109



A/HRC/36/2

women in the workforce and to combat violence against women. It also commended India
for its constant efforts towards the ratification of the Convention against Torture.

723 Libya expressed its appreciatidor India®s commitment to continue its efforts to
promote and protect human rights and fundamental freedoms. Libya stated that it hoped
that India would continue to harmonize its development policies fitting in with sustainable
development in the field dbod security, poverty eradication and support for health and
education. Libya wished India further progress and prosperity.

724. Lithuania stated that India had taken positive steps in the context of its human rights
commitments towards strengthening itational mechanisms and improving the overall
human rights record. While noting with appreciation that India had accepted numerous
important recommendations made, Lithuania regretted that its own recommendations had
only been noted, without providing esgplation. Lithuania continued to believe that
freedom of expression and a free and strong civil society were among key ingredients of
democracy and full enjoyment of the fundamental rights and freedoms by all persons. It
encouraged India to take additiosééps in these areas in the future.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

725 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of India, 11 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable eto thlefiv
owing to time constraint8are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

726. The National Human Rights Commission of India (NHRCI) stated that challenges to
the safeguarding of human rights in the country remained despitel@pendent and active
judiciary, free media and an alert civil socieBgveral recommendations received during
the second review were yet to be implemented. NHRCI expected that there would be better
implementation of the recommendations accepted bialimdthis reviewln this regard,
NHRCI proposed to work with both the Government and the civil society towards
implementation of these recommendations. NHRCI would also strive to disseminate and
give publicity to the outcome of this review within the ntry amongst all the stakeholders

for this purpose. NHRCI reported that it had already addressed the concerned Ministries
calling upon them to expeditiously examine all the recommendations for early decision.
NHRCI concluded by reiterating that it would kowith all stakeholders to assist in the
process of implementation before the next review.

727. The Center for Reproductive Rights (CRR) urged India to take immediate steps to
strengthen accountability for child marriage, including by harmonizing pertoms)| laws

on domestic and sexual violence, including marital rape, reproductive health, marriage and
birth registration, education, and dowry, with human rights and constitutional law to ensure
a minimum legal age of marriage of 18 and to address gapseonsistencies that leave

girls vulnerable to child marriage. CRR further urged India to end the violence and
suffering caused by coercive, unsafe and abusive sterilization by implementing recent
Supreme Court orders on this matter. CCR finally urgefialmo ensure that all women

have access to counselling on, and access to, the full range of contraceptive methods in a
voluntarily, safe and quality manner.

728 Minority Rights Group International (MRGI) welcomed Inéiaacceptance of
several recommendahs. However, it stated that awmtw slaughter legislation had
influenced the rise of scalled &cow-protection unitéwhich had engaged in mob violence
and lynching targeting minorities, and urged India to take steps to reform or repealvanti

50 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSe8dithdsssion/Pages/default.aspx
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slaughér and anticonversion legislation. MRGI further stated that there remained an
urgent need for authorities to investigate incidents of targeted violence, including vigilante
violence against Muslims, and to hold to account the perpetrators, including pfiiicials
where State complicity was involved.

729 Franciscans International (FI) appreciated Ifgliacceptance and commitment to
ensure that laws were fully and consistently enforced to provide adequate protections for
members of religious minoritieend other vulnerable populations. However, it stated that it
had observed an environment of intolerance and fears among the religious minorities, as
well as practitioners of freedom of expression, belief, thought and assembly in the country.
FlI further stéed that it had documented, inter alia, the increase of criminalization of
minorities, Dalits and Adivasis for eating beef, as well as of hate speech delivered by State
officials which led to incitement of violence and discrimination against minorities.ged

India to take appropriate and visible actions against incidents ofynohing of minorities

and human rights defenders.

730. The International Humanist and Ethical Union (IHEU) stated that India had
continued to witness innumerable attacks on t®aind members of its other minorities.
IHEU commended Indi@ acceptance of recommendations concerning the discrimination
of Scheduled Castes and Scheduled Tribes. It noted that in 100 days, 39 Dalits had been
killed while cleaning sewer lines. IHEU urgelhdia to effectively implement the
Prohibition of Employment as Manual Scavengers and their Rehabilitation Act. IHEU was
disappointed that India had not accepted the recommendations about revising the Armed
Forces (Special Powers) Act, amending the Fore@pntribution Regulation Act, and
protecting human rights defenders against harassment and intimidation.

731 Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development (FORBA$IA) welcomed

Indiaés decision to accept 152 of the 250 recommendations made. Howevatedttsiat it
remained deeply apprehensive at the pattern of ambivalence that emerged from only noting
the recommendations that firmly secured the future of Irddiaivil and political rights.
FORUM-ASIA was deeply disturbed that India had only accepted dl@ 21
recommendations to ratify the Convention against Torture. It also expressed concern that
India had noted several recommendations on hate speech, repeal of discriminatory laws,
laws on preventing communal violence and protecting rights of religionsrities and on
violence against women, as well as all recommendations related to the Armed Forces
(Special Powers) Act and the rights and freedoms of human rights defenders. FAR&UM

also regretted the absence of Iiddiwommitment to strengtheningethustice delivery
system and guaranteeing the independence of the judiciary.

732 The International Commission of Jurists urged India to reconsider, accept and
implement UPR recommendations to: decriminalize consensualsarsexual relations;

enact legglation consistent with the Supreme Cdsirtrecognition of the rights of
transgender persons and international human rights standards; repeal the Armed Forces
(Special Powers) Act and other similar laws; become a party to the treaties that had been
recomnended; and establish a moratorium on the use of the death penalty, with a view
towards its abolishment.

733 Allied Rainbow Communities International (ARCI) urged India to act in accordance
with a Supreme Cou ruling on the right to privacy for LGBT pans, and to take all
necessary action to protect their rights. ARCI also noted with concern the rising tide of
intolerance, which had created a climate that allowed for brutal violence against minorities
and dissenting voices. ARCI urged India to condeitma recent killing of Ms. Gauri
Lankesh, an independent journalist, in no uncertain terms and outline a plan of action to
respond to these forms of hate crime and the hate propaganda that foments vilification of
diverse viewpoints.
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734. Christian Solidarg Worldwide (CSW) commended India for its engagement in the
third UPR cycle, during which the Government had stated its commitment to ensure a safe
environment for human rights defenders. However, CSW noted that the space for
journalists, writers and othdmuman rights defenders who voiced dissent was quickly
deteriorating. The recent murder of Ms. Gauri Lankesh, who spoke against blatant attacks
on freedom of expression and minorities rights, was indicative of wider crackdown on free
speech and thought. @5 also expressed deep concern about thecamtiersion laws
already in force in six states. CSW called upon India to implement its constitutional
guarantees granting every citizen to right to practice their religion or belief, and to ensure
that the voicef dissent against oppression and injustice was protected.

735 Amnesty International (Al) welcomed Ind& support of recommendations to
improve access to health, education, and housing, and to reduce poverty. However, it
regretted that India had rejedteimportant specific recommendations to reduce
discrimination and violence against marginalized groups, respect the freedom to dissent,
and reduce impunity for human rights violations. Al stated that by taking steps recently to
forcibly return all Rohingyarefugees and asyluseekers to Myanmar, where they may
face serious human rights violations, India risked failing its moral and legal obligations.
Finally, Al welcomed Indié support of recommendations to ratify the Convention against
Torture.

736. Action Canada for Population and Development (ACPD) called upon India to
implement the recommendations on removing the exception to marital rape in its penal
laws. It stressed that putting the institution of marriage before the basic human rights of a
person tobe free from sexual violence was unacceptable. ACPD also urged India to
recognise and address the holistic sexual and reproductive health and rights of women and
girls with disabilities and its impact on issues across access in accordance with General
Comment 3 of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

737. The President stated that based on the information provided out of 250
recommendations received, 152 enjoyed the support of Indi®8were noted.

738 The delegation stated that India, the wd&sldargest democracy, was home to a
multi-ethnic, multireligious, multilinguistic population that had lived together for
millennia with an ethos of respect for diversity and plurality. It weerefore natural that
independent India had adopted a rights oriented constitutional framework with a secular
polity, and independent judiciary. A range of national and state level commissions
monitored compliance with human rights, and a free pressaaviirant and vocal civil
society acted as the vigilant guardians of rights and freedoms in India. Given the hopes and
aspirations of around 1.3 billion citizens, India continued to prioritise, through a range of
protective and affirmative measures, thiament of liberty and development for all. In
the spirit of I eaving no one behind, I ndi
(all together and development for all).

739 The delegation reiterated the high importance India attached to fRerigBhanism.

India was working towards implementation of the 152 recommendations accepted, and
remained mindful of the remaining 98 recommendations it had noted. In this context, the
delegation underscored that national priorities and interests desergectahgnition as

India adapted its UPR commitments into positive developments on the ground.

Brazil

a

f

ol



A/HRC/36/2

740. The review of Brazil was held o May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisionsywasidased on the
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Brazil in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/BRA/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/BRA/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/BRA/3).

741 At its 24th meeting, on 21 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Brazil (see section C below)

742 The outcome of the review of Brazil comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/11), the views of Brazil concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as 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 Gsaapalso
A/HRC/36/11/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the renmendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

743 The Head of delegation, Her Excellency Ms. Maria Nazareth FARANI AZEVEDO,
Ambassador and Permanent Representative of Brazil to the United Nations Office at
Genew stated that Brazil was pleased to have participated in the third cycle of the
Universal Periodic Review and considered that the UPR embodies the principles of
universality, norselectivity, nomrpoliticization, international solidarity, constructive
dialogue, cooperation and transparency.

744. Brazil prepared for the review in a spirit of openness, transparency and commitment
to the promotion and protection of all human rights. During the introduction of its national
report, Brazil was represented by glhievel, diverse delegation, headed by the Minister of
Human Rights, Luislinda Dias de Valois Santos.

745 Brazil was pleased to have received 246 recommendationsring a wide variety

of topics from 103 different countries and accepted all but 4hef recommendations.
Brazil noted that only in these specific cases, which were incompatible with its legal
system, including constitutional rules or Supreme Court decisions, was the country not in a
position to support the recommendations. As for reconaiation 136.99, by the Holy See,
Brazil reiterated that it will continue to protect families composed of a man and a woman,
as it protects all families, as well as the unborn, in accordance with the Brazilian legislation
and the decisions made by Bré&ziBipreme Court on this matter. It stated that the decision
on each recommendation was the result of broad consultations with various sectors of
Brazilian society. Brazil also had established an online system to receive inputs, held a
public hearing in Conges and kept open dialogue with all those interested in contributing
to the promotion and protection of human rights.

746. Brazil expressed its gratitude to the comments and constructive criticism presented
in good faith during the review, many of whichcognized the efforts and measures
adopted by Brazil. Brazil was thankful for the confidence and encouragement received and
reaffirmed its commitment to keep to the good path. Brazil also thanked the countries of the
troika and the support and guidance reeg from the staff of the secretariat of the Human
Rights Council and of the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights. It also
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thanked the translators and interpreters and many other professionals that discreetly
engaged in facilitating the proses

747. Brazil had steadily managed to recover from the worst economic crisis in recorded
history, while preserving policies aiming to promote and protect human rights, in particular
of those most vulnerable. Throughout the impeachment process of angt&ndsident, its
democratic institutions had remained solid. During that difficult period, Brazil had
benefited from a vibrant civil society, open political debate, free press and independent
judiciary. Brazil was seriously committed to fighting corruptiavhich corroborated not

only its attachment to justice and the rule of law, but also the strength of its democratic
institutions and constitutional order.

748 Brazil did not shy away from its responsibilities, and it was taking concrete steps to
deal wth the many challenges faced by the country. President Michel Temer had focused
on fighting recession, while approving urgent and necessary reforms. At the same time, the
Government had sought to maintain and expand social programmes to protect those
Brazlians in vulnerable situations.

749, A Constitutional reform was adopted to restore the balance and sustainability of
public accounts and ensure that public debt will remain at an acceptable level and will not
hamper future generatiolgrospects for delopment. Brazil enacted legislation to reform
secondary education in Brazil, which had been under discussion by Congress for more than
2 decades. It further strengthened the "bolsa familia" and expanded the student loans for
university (FIES), as well ake housing programme "Minha Casa, Minha Vida".

750. In view of the high rates of unemployment and underemployment, President Temer
was implementing important innovations in the labour relations. The new legislation
adopted by Congress will promote jobeation, reducing informal and insecure
employment and preparing Brazil for the challenges of the XXI century.

751 Brazil established the National Security Plan, which proposed an integrated
approach focusing on three core areas: reducing homicides aedcd against women,
improving the prison system and ensuring more rigorous combat of transnational crime. All
these initiatives had been democratically discussed by the Brazilian Congress, in a
transparent and inclusive fashion, with full coverage byntleelia and consultation with
relevant stakeholders.

752 Brazil remained committed to an ambitious reform agenda. In order to ensure that
the retirement system is sustainable in the long run, urgent measures were needed in order
to guarantee that preseamd future generations can benefit from the social security system.

753 Brazil was fully committed to implementing the UPR recommendations, seeking
synergies with measures underway to achieve the goals and targets contained in the 2030
Agenda for Sustamble Development. Brazil was examining every one of the
recommendations with a view to integrating them into laws, policies and mechanisms,
which were already in place or that it will need to be adopted.

Views expressed by Member and observer State$the Council on the review
outcome

754 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Brazil, 13 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constraintd are posted on the extranettbé Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

51 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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755 China expressedppreciation tdBrazil for its commitments to implement accepted
recommendations. China thanked Brazil for accepting @hirecommendations, including
continue implementing social and econondevelopment. China thanked Brazil for
improving peoplé living standards, further enhanced social security systems, enhanced
education infrastructure and improving rural education. China appreciated the achievements
of Brazil in eradicating poverty, prorting gender equality and developing health and
education.

756. Cote divoire welcomed the attention granted by Brazil to the recommendations
formulated in the course of the review and remained convinced that their effective
implementation will contributéo the improvement of the human rights situation in the
country. Cote dvoire appreciated the efforts made by Brazil in the context of ensuring the
protection of human rights and encouraged Brazil to continue its full cooperation with the
international community.

757. Egypt commended Brazil for increasing cooperation with the Human Rights
Council. Egypt thanked Brazil for accepting the majority of the recommendations, which
was a clear demonstration of its efforts to continue to protect and promote hghtann

the country.

758 Estonia acknowledged the efforts of Brazil aimed to enhance the protection of
human rights. Estonia noted positively the efforts to reduce violence against women, and
encouraged Brazil to take further steps to combat domeistienece and high maternal
mortality and to guarantee full protection of the rights of the child. It noted that Brazil
should ensure an effective consultation process with indigenous peoples in all decision
making that might affect them.

759 Ethiopia commended Brazil for accepting many recommendations including its own
recommendations aimed at continuing the efforts on the implementation of the National
Policy on Climate Change, on reducing deforestation in the Amazon region, and to further
continue the cambating of slave and child labour. Ethiopia encouraged Brazil, to take all
necessary measures in advance of the full implementation of the accepted
recommendations.

760. Ghana noted with appreciation the establishment by Brazil of the National System to
prevent and fight torture in compliance with its obligations under the Optional Protocol to
the Convention against Torture. Ghana welcomed the Programme being implemented by
Brazil to protect human rights defenders, in particular the mobilization of padsiecies to
investigate alleged violations of the rights of human rights defenders, as well as to prevent
such violations.

761 Haiti thanked Brazil for having taken into account its three recommendations on
reducing the murder rate of AfBrazilians, garanteeing access to justice, and improving
the quality of public education for Afro Brazilians. Haiti also encouraged Brazil to submit
the Universal Periodic Review mtdrm report.

762 India noted that Brazib commitment to the UPR process was redlddn its support

to all except 4 of the recommendations received. India commended Brazil for striving
towards poverty alleviation, ensuring access to adequate housing and promoting sustainable
development. It also recognized Brézilefforts for incorpoion of human rights
principles into its national legislation as well as efforts aimed at minimizing racial
discrimination.

763 Iran (Islamic Republic of) commended Brazil for its human rights achievements
since its last UPR. Iran welcomed the establishimof the National Human Rights
Institutions and the legislative measures aimed to enhance access to justice. It also
welcomed the progress achieved in combating modern slavery and human trafficking, as
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well as for the improvement of the human rights aitn of persons with disabilities,
children, women, indigenous peoples and afro descendants in Brazil.

764. Iraq appreciated that Brazil had accepted the recommendations made by Iraq. Iraq
also appreciated that Brazil had accepted the majority of tenraendations received.

765 Libya welcomed that Brazil had accepted the majority of the recommendations.
Libya encouraged Brazil to continue its efforts to protect and promote human rights and to
combat poverty. It encouraged Brazil to continue improving rights of health and
education.

766. Madagascar welcomed the acceptance by Brazil of most of the recommendations
made by the Member States during the UPR. Madagascar welcomed the efforts made by
Brazil in favour of persons with disabilities in the @seof education, health and housing. It

also welcomed the strengthening of the rights of the Child by the establishment of a new
law prohibiting corporal punishment and sexual exploitation of children and adolescents in
Brazil.

767. Morocco took note oftte initiatives put in place by Brazil in the field of health with
universal access to health care for all without discrimination. Morocco welcomed the
integration of programs in Brazil aimed to raise awareness of human rights in the
educational frameworkra in the school curricula. Morocco congratulated Brazil for its
continued efforts in favour of the construction of a more just and sustainable society.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

768 During the adoption of the outcome ofetiheview of Brazil, 9 other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to deliver them
owing to time constraintdare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

769 Conectas Direitos Humanosted that the rejection of Brazil of the recommendation
made by the Holy See was in accordance with its international obligations. It condemned
the efforts made by local conservative groups to overturn the decision of Brazil in that
regard. It urged Brazito take concrete steps to effectively implement the accepted
recommendations and to develop fully functional mechanisms to monitor process and
compile the recommendations. It encouraged Brazil to increase transparency in the process
of selecting candidatder international human rights bodies.

770. Plan International celebrated Brdgil acceptance of the vast majority of the
recommendations made by States during the third UPR, many of which explicitly
encouraged the improvement of compliance with the mmumghts of children and
adolescents. It urged Brazil to take effective measures to comply with these
recommendations, implementing public policies with a committed budget that guarantees
its full compliance. It noted the urgency of implementing the recenaations regarding

the recently ratified OP3 CRC by creating the necessary complaint mechanisms for
children; the National Education Plan, considering racial, ethnic and-utrah
inequalities; and the promotion of public policies that guarantee thesrig family and
community coexistence to a life free of domestic, institutional and social violence.

771 Conselho Indigenista Missionario (CIMI) noted that the situation of indigenous
peoples in Brazil was not ideal, as a consequence of different hrigidaa violations
affecting them. CIMI raised serious concerns about the killing of indigenous leaders, the
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disputes for indigenous lands, indigenous land demarcation process, and the destruction of
the Amazonia.

772 Center for reproductive rights noteatlat Brazifs maternal mortality rates were
disproportionately high for a country of its economic status, and the chances of dying in
pregnancy and childbirth were greatest among indigenousjnimame, rural and Afro
descendant women. It indicated thabeion was legal only where it was necessary to save
the womeis life or where the pregnancy was the result of rape. It noted that instead of
advancing womeds rights, Brazils restrictive laws on abortion continued to exacerbate and
entrench discriminatin against women. It welcomed Bra@gicommitment in accepting the
UPR recommendations on maternal health and reproductive rights.

773 Association for the Prevention of Torture (APT) noted that conditions of detention
remained appalling in Brazil and -ileatment was widespread. It also noted that the
number of prisoners continued to increase and that Brazil had the third highest prison
population in the world. It welcomed the major step taken by Brazil, since its last review, in
implementing the OPCAT ith the enactment of a federal law establishing a national
system to prevent torture and creating a new specialized body as National Preventive
Mechanism. APT highlighted the preventive significance of the implementation of custody
hearings and graduallyr@und the country. APT called Brazil attention to the needs of
groups in a higher risk of being subjected tetr#fatment, such as LGBTI persons in
detention, encouraging Brazil to ensure national and international standards aimed at
protecting these grqus.

774, In a joint statement, International Volunteerism Organization of Women Education

and DevelopmenVIDES-recognized the efforts undertaken by Brazil in the last years, in
particular through the program AWoiolenoe Li vi ng wi t
against women as a malicious crime. It noted that too many women were killed as a result

of domestic violence and it was imperative that perpetrators were brought to justice. Vides

International and IIMA called Brazil to create more specializegrts to address cases of

female victims of violence, facilitate the denunciation of perpetrators of violence against

women, including through continuous sensitization measures and psychological support for

the victims and take concrete measures to edueafeecially young people, about non

violence.

775 Associazione Comunita Papa Giovanni XXII noted the overcrowding, poor hygiene
and sanitary conditions, itreatment, violence and even torture of detainees in the prison
system in Brazil. It also undénkd the lack of social integration and the stigma faced by the
families of the detainees. It asked Brazil to expand through new regulatory instruments
alternative measures to detention and promote collaboration with civil society. It also asked
Brazil to take appropriate measures to support detaffeeslies through the creation of
family support pathways aimed at reducing social exclusion and fostering access to health
care, social security and employment.

776. Article 19 7 International Centre AgainsiCensorship, noted that Bra&ail
engagement with its third UPR came at a time when journalists, human rights defender,
social leaders had been under unprecedented pressure. It indicated that already in 2017, 62
defenders, indigenous and traditional comrtiash leaders had been killed, and hundreds
more had faced attacks including physical assault, stigmatization campaigns, harassment
and intimidation, illegal surveillance, and judicial harassment. It noted that journalists and
bloggers reporting on mattec§ public interest, protests and mass development projects,
were most at risk of reprisal. It welcomed Brazil commitment to strengthen the Federal
Protection Mechanism.

777. Amnesty International (Al) noted that there was a gap between &ragllingness
to accept the recommendations made during the review and the trend of the laws and
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policies being adopted in the country. Al indicated that while Brazil had accepted
recommendations to investigate killings by the police and to prevent abuses by law
enfarcement officials, the number of people killed during police operations was increasing
dramatically. It noted that Brazil had accepted recommendations to guarantee the safety of
human rights defenders and maintains that the Programme of Protection fon Rights
Defenders was operating throughout the country. Al reported that the Programme of
Protection was not operational and had in fact been dismantled in the past year, putting
hundreds of defenders at risk. It noted that while Brazil had supportetmenwations to
protect the rights of the child, they were currently before Congress proposed legislation and
constitutional amendments that would reduce the age of criminal responsibility.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

778 The Presidentstated that based on the information provided out of 246
recommendations received, 242 enjoy the support of Brazil and 4 are noted.

779 Brazil thanked all delegations and civil society organizations that took the floor and
engaged constructively in tlidalogue with Brazil in the context of the third cycle of the
Universal Periodic Review.

780. Brazil was responsive to the demands of civil society and was committed to
improving the channels of dialogue, with a view to ensuring that the UPR recommasdatio
have a concrete and positive impact, in particular in favour of the most disadvantaged.

781 Brazil was working to ensure that the existing institutional framework provides
venues for free, democratic and transparent interaction between state atydmsoeiéthe
relevant issues at hand. In this regard, it noted that the Ministry of Human Rights will play
a crucial role. The Ministry enjoys greater coordinating capacity and is able to harmonize
policies aimed at the promotion of racial equality, tights of children, adolescents,
LGBTI, older persons and persons with disabilities. It was naturally the focal point to the
implementation of a great number of recommendations.

782 With regard to the issues raised by civil society organizations inebiste, the head
of the delegation clarified the following points:

783 Brazil had showed a long commitment to protect indigenous péopdgds, as
enshrined in the Constitution, and as implemented through public policies, in particular in
the areas ofducation and health with approximately $ 700 million budget.

784. Brazil had created in 2013 a national committee and mechanism for combatting
torture. It noted that the ongoing custody hearing programme, as well as the national policy
of alternative purihment had yielded significant results.

785 Brazil reaffirmed its attachment to the principles and values embodied by the UPR
mechanism. Brazil was ready to implement the UPR recommendations that were formally
accepted, and will remain open to constneliy engage with all relevant stakeholders,
including civil society and UN agencies and mechanisms. Brazil reiterated its commitment
to the promotion and protection of all human rights within its territory.

Philippines

786. The review of the Philippines waheld on 8 May 2017 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based
on the following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by the Philippines in accordance with the
annex to Concil resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/PHL/1);
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(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/PHL/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(A/JHRC/WG.6/27/PHL/3).

787. At its 25h meeting, on 22 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of the Philippines (see section C below).

788 The outcome of the review of the Philippines comprises the report of the Working
Group on the UniversaPeriodic Review (A/HRC/36/12), the views of the Philippines
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments
and replies presented before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary to questions or
issues that were heufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working
Group(see also A/HRC/36/PHL/Add.1)

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

789 The delegation stated that the full participation of the Philippines in the universal
periodic review mechanism reflected the coudtrgustained support for the mechanism
and also underscored the couflérydesire to further strengthen the mechaniSine
mechanism was useful in that it encouraged the Philippines to continue with ongoing efforts
towards the fulfilment of human rights for all, as presented in the cdamntational report

and interventions during the review on 8 May 2017.

790 The Goverment undertook a careful review of all the recommendations that were
received during the review and in that regard considered inputs from various stakeholders.
It acknowledged those recommendations that reflected recognition and respect for the
Statés imdementation of its human rights commitments and did not seek to intervene in
the Staté pursuance of human rights.

791 The delegation stated that of the 257 recommendations that had been received, 103
recommendations were accepted and fully supporteesd recommendations reflected the
understanding of the recommending States of the current human rights situation in the
Philippines, gave due recognition and respect to the Philippines for having implemented the
recommendations or to its efforts in impleming them, and were supportive of efforts by

the Philippines in the pursuance of human rights aimed at uplifting human dignity.

792 The 103 supported recommendations related fitstly, the strengthening of
international cooperation with the human htig mechanisms for the protection of
vulnerable sectors of the population; secondly, the sustainable protection of family and
society, such as the preservation of the sanctity of family life, effective advocacy of
economic and social rights through develgmt, mitigation of the adverse effects of
climate change, eradication of poverty, and improvements in access to health care and
public education; thirdly, the enhancement of the current capacities of the State to protect
the right to life, liberty and prerty through the rule of law, accessibility of victims to
justice in pursuance of ardbortion initiatives, eradication of all forms of slavery, counter
terrorism efforts, and the aritiegal drugs campaign; and finally, an acknowledgment of
the effortsto formulate and implement a national human rights action plan. The supported
recommendations will be given special attention under the third Philippine Human Rights
Plan for the period 2018022.

793 The delegation stated that 154 recommendations heee boted based on the
country®s national circumstances. Out of these recommendations, 99 recommendations
have been accepted in principle as they were aligned with the aspirations of the
Government. However, these recommendations could only be noted detas
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Philippines could not guarantee or commit to their full implementation in the current cycle.
The required processes for such implementation were beyond the sole control of any of the
branches of the Government, particularly in cases of those recatatims that prescribed
legislative action. However, the Philippines will strive to implement these
recommendations in accordance with its national, cultural, and historical circumstances.
The aforementioned 99 recommendations also included recommendétimnsvere
perceived to insinuate that the Philippines had not taken any action on the concerns raised
despite the Government having substantially reported on the actions that had been taken in
its national report and in it oral statement during the intera dialogue. Supporting these
recommendations would denigrate the serious efforts made by the Government to address
the issues raised, and weaken the value of the interactive dialogue process.

794, Recommendations relating to extrajudicial killings @#dly resulting from the
Administratiorts anttillegal drug campaign have been noted. The Philippines had
sufficiently explained that deaths, which occurred in the course of the implementation of
the antiillegal drug campaign, had not been extrajudicilings and arose from legitimate

law enforcement operations and furthermore, were in line with the rule of engagement by
law enforcement officials. Mechanisms were in place to address any abuse by enforcement
and security forces

795 As regards recommenti@ns relating to the remposition of the death penalty and

the lowering of the age of criminal responsibility, as conveyed in the statement made by the
delegation during the interactive dialogue, these matters were being subjected to further
deliberatios by the Philippine Congress. As such, there were processes in place that
needed to be followed and a gtetermined outcome could not be imposed.

796 Included in the 154 noted recommendations, were 55 recommendations which were
not agreeable to the Pipipines due to their premises and contexts. Many of these
recommendations were sweeping, vague or contradictory, especially in the context of the
countryés democratic process.

797. The delegation proposed that those recommendations that have been noted,
specifically those that have been supported in principle, be reviewed and updated in the
fourth cycle review.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

798 During the adoption of the outcome of the review @& Bhilippines, 14 delegations

made statements. The statements of the delegations that were not delivered due to time
constraintsare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if provided by the
concerned delegatiofi3.

799, Lao Peoplé DemocratidRepublic commended the Philippines for accepting many
recommendations, including the two recommendations it had made. Due note was taken of
the adoption of a national development plan for 20022 and the implementation of
various measures in relation tmmbating poverty, promoting the rights to health and
education, and the rights of vulnerable groups.

800 Libya appreciated that many recommendations had been supported by the
Philippines, which reflected the Governm@&ntommitment to protect human kg, and to
positively interact with international human rights mechanisms. Libya expressed the hope
that the Philippines will continue with its positive efforts.
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801 Madagascar welcomed the high number of recommendations supported by the
Philippines anccommended the efforts made to protect human rights, despite the natural
disasters the country had experienced in recent years. It noted the ratification of the
ASEAN Convention Against Trafficking in Persons, Especially Women and Children and
the creationof an interinstitutional committee to resolve cases of forced disappearance,
torture and other grave violations. Madagascar encouraged the Philippines to implement the
supported recommendations.

802 Malaysia expressed its appreciation to the Philippiffer supporting the
recommendations Malaysia had made relating to access to quality education, access to
education for girls and combatting poverty. It commended the Philippines for integrating a
human rights perspective into its development initiatigesl for upholding its commitment

to the obligations under the human rights instruments to which the Philippines was a party.

803 The Maldives noted that the recommendations it had made, have been supported by
the Philippines. It encouraged the Philipgirte comply with international standards in its
efforts to combat the use of illegal drugs. The Maldives appreciated the efforts that had
been undertaken to promote gender equality and to provide quality education.

804 Myanmar commended the Philippinesr fits positive cooperation with the United
Nations, the international human rights mechanisms and universal periodic review process.
It noted that the Philippines had accepted a vast majority of recommendations, including
the two recommendations that Hagken made by Myanmar.

805 China commended the Philippines for its commitment to implement all supported
recommendations and appreciated that the recommendations made by China were
supported. It also appreciated the efforts and achievements made irothetipn and
protection of human rights, including efforts to eliminate poverty, provide social equality,
develop the education and health sectors, increase employment and improve living
standards. China supported the Philippines in adopting a comprehpoBoyeto combat
drugrelated crimes. China called on the international community to respect the judicial
sovereignty of the Philippines and support its efforts in combatingrefated crimes.

806. The Russian Federation commended the Philippines tfoefforts in further
strengthening the human rights institutions and mechanisms with the view to upholding
fundamental rights and freedoms. It stated that the positive experience amassed by the
Philippines in implementation of the recommendations fromsdwwnd UPR cycle would

be useful for further improvements of the legal system.

807. Sierra Leone encouraged the Philippines to consider ratifying International
Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance. It stated that
effortsto eradicate the use and distribution of illegal drugs should not be detrimental to the
respect and promotion of human rights and freedoms. The Philippines should consider
granting the request for a visit by the Special Rapporteur on extrajudicial, syromar
arbitrary executions.

808 Singapore welcomed the acceptance of 103 recommendations, including the two
recommendations made by Singapore. It expressed support for the continuing efforts of the
Philippines to promote development and to realise theahunights of its people, in
accordance with its national context and circumstances.

809 Sudan noted the ratification of the ASEAN Convention Against Trafficking in
Persons, Especially Women and Children, amongst others. It stated that the Philippines had
supported the majority of the recommendations, but regretted that recommendations made
by Sudan had not been supported.

810 Thailand was pleased by the commitment of the Philippines to promote and protect
human rights, which was evident by the suppdrtaonumber of recommendations,
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including the two recommendations made by Thailand. It hoped that the Philippines will
continue to fully implement the supported recommendations in an inclusive and
participatory manner to bring concrete results on the ground

811 United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland was concerned by the high
death toll associated with the campaign against illegal drugs and statements questioning the
universality of human rights. It urged the Philippines to ensure thorougjlindependent
investigations into all violent deaths and to commit to bring to justice those involved,
including security forces. The United Kingdom was concerned by threats made against
human rights defenders and called for a safe and enabling envirofonghém. It also

called for a comprehensive response to modern day slavery, including building criminal
justice capacities. It urged the Philippines to ratify the 2014 ILO Protocol to the Forced
Labour Convention.

812 The United States of America welbed the acceptance of the two
recommendations made by the United States relating to the conduct of police operations
and urged the Philippines to implement them. It also urged the Philippines to conduct
thorough and transparent investigations into all repof extrajudicial killings, and to
ensure that all investigative and enforcement efforts were conducted in a manner that
respected and ensured human rights for all and upheld the rule of law. The United States
looked forward to seeing progress in the piementation of the supported
recommendations.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

813 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the Philippines, 11 other
stakeholders made statements. The statements of those stakelhaldeesé¢ not delivered

due to time constraints are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if provided
by the concerned stakeholdéts.

814 The Commission on Human Rights stated that a culture of impunity existed in the
Philippines and that hman rights were challenged on the ground by the restless war against
illegal drugs, the extension of martial law in Mindanao and an active armed conflict causing
internal displacement, the pursuance of a legislative agenda to reintroduce the death penalty
and to lower the minimum age of criminal responsibility, public threats and intimidation of
human rights defenders, journalists and oversight actors, and a reduction of the
Commissio@s budget. The Commission reiterated it call to the Government to end
impunity and to adhere to the rule of law in the campaign against criminality, to ensure
accountability, transparency and cooperation in investigations of human rights violations,
especially in cases of extrajudicial killings, torture and enforced disapgearaand to
respect the independence of the Commission, amongst others.

815 International Lesbian and Gay Association remained concerned about the absence of
national legislation to protect LGBTI persons from discrimination and the efforts by some
legislators to obstruct the passage of the-disitrimination bill in the Senate. It was also
concerned that education institutions continued to enforce restrictive policies on uniforms
for transgender students. It recommended speeding up the passage ofotie aati
discrimination law.

816 The Center for Reproductive Rights urged the Philippines to end the continued
criminalization of abortion and to take immediate steps to address the increasing number of
abortions, and complications, injuries, and matkdeaths resulting from unsafe abortions.
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It also urged the Philippines to address the restrictions on accessing contraceptive
information and services and to ensure that contraceptives were available and accessible.

817. Save the Children Internationahted that between July 2016 and August 2017, the
antrillegal drug campaign had claimed the lives of 54 children. It called for a humane,
comprehensive and sustainable response to drug problem in the country, with an end to the
killings. Children who wererphaned or affected by the killings should be provided with
long-term interventions based on their psychological and semimomic needs. Save the
Children International urged the Philippine Congress to pass proposed bills that seek to
prevent the recitment, use or displacement of children in areaarofed conflict

818 Franciscans International expressed its concern about the violent policies of the
Government against its own people. Due process and the rule of law have been set aside for
the poor ad powerless. The war on drugs has indifferently killed more than 12,000
Filipinos, most of who were from poor and marginalized background. The imposition of
martial law in Mindanao has led to the displacement of about 300,000 people. Human
Rights Defendex continued to receive threats from the Government.

819 Global Initiative for Economic, Social and Cultural Rights stated that threats of rape
became a tool of war to silence or drive women into submission. Women were among the
victims of politicallymotivated arrests, statanctioned killings and sexist remarks by
Government officials. Legislated pmomen laws were meaningless as the rights of
women were unmet or violated with impunity. Young women toiled as mehgrrslaves

under a system of labouowmtractualization.

820 International Humanist and Ethical Union expressed disappointment by the response
of the Philippines to concerns raised by a number of states about extrajudicial killings,
forced disappearance and torture in the so called warugys @ampaign. President Duterte

had continued to threaten human rights defenders. It applauded the Government for
standing firm against the pressure of the Catholic Church and other critics and adopting the
Reproductive Health Act.

821 Asian Forum for Hman Rights and Development stated that the Philippines had
continued to defend its Awar of drugso but had
conform to international human rights standards. In addition to the high number of killings

of human ridits defenders, threats against human rights defenders have increased. The
Philippines further risks backtracking on it international human rights obligations by

refusing to support recommendations to maintain the abolition of the death penalty and to

maintin the minimum age of criminality.

822 International Service for Human Rights in a joint statement with CIVICW&rld
Alliance for Citizen Participation continued to have serious concerns about the environment
for human rights defenders in the countfirey urged the Human Rights Council to ensure
that the Philippines respect its pledges and commitments. They called for a halt to all forms
of attacks on human rights defenders, the enactment of a law for their protection, and the
acceptance of a fullndependent visit by the United Nations Special Rapporteurs, including
on the situation of human rights defenders.

823 International Federation for Human Rights Leagues, in a joint statement with
Amnesty International noted that the Philippines had n@pered recommendations
relating to extrajudicial executions and to protect human rights defenders and journalists,
and recommendations calling on the Philippines to refrain from reinstating the death
penalty. The Governmeist so called war on drugs was assault on human rights. It was
regrettable that the Philippines used the universal periodic review to justify its lethial anti
drug policies which overwhelmingly targeted poor and marginalized communities. They
urged the Human Rights Council to adopteaalution that establishes an international,
independent commission of investigation into such cases.
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824. Human Rights Watch was concerned that rather than investigating compelling
evidence of culpability of the police and their agents in many of thieds| President
Duterte had launched a campaign of vilification and harassment against individuals and
institutions pursuing accountability for those abuses. Consequently, it called on the Human
Rights Council to step in and do all that it can to endvtbience, to support independent
international investigations into the deaths, and to demand accountability for all unlawful
killings.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

825 The President stated that based on the information provided ouR56f
recommendations received, 103 enjoy the support of the Philippines and 154 are noted.

826, The delegation thanked all those who participated in the review, including the
Commission on Human Rights and civil society organisations, some of whom had come
from the Philippines. Their presence clearly manifested that stakeholders in the Philippines
attach great value to the universal periodic review. Furthermore, it demonstrated that the
Philippines is a vibrant working democracy where all voices can beg tneakd.

827. The delegation stated that it had conscientiously listened to and taken note of the
concerns raised by the various delegations and civil society organisations. These concerns
were already extensively discussed and responded to during treciivee dialogue and in

the national report. The delegation stated that there was no culture of impunity in the
Philippines. All deaths arising from police operations in relation to the campaign against
illegal drugs were being investigated and administeaand criminal cases have been filed
against police officers where appropriate. Just recently, an entire police force stationed in a
particular city was relieved of its duty to give way to the unhampered investigation of
alleged wrongdoings. Furthermotde Commission on Human Rights was doing its own
independent investigation. Just a few days ago, the Philippines House of Representative,
contrary to premature and unwarranted criticism, including those by the Special Rapporteur
on Executions, after dueeliberation, approved the budget of the Commission. The
Philippines will continue to engage in genuine and constructive dialogue on the remaining
concerns and challenges in the field of human rights.

828 The Philippines was committed to eventually impdein even those
recommendations that had been noted, after the completion of the necessary legislative and
other domestic processes. For instance, in relation to a relevant noted recommendation, the
Philippine House of Representatives had just passed ranathd final reading the proposed
antiLGBT discrimination bill.

829 The Philippines will continue to implement the supported recommendations in an
inclusive manner. The Government saw the universal periodic review process as a
continuing process and thepirit of the recommendations will inform and advise the
national and local development plans, as well as the medium term national human rights
action plan.

830 The delegation stated that freedom of expression was alive in the Philippines. On 21
Septembei2017, the 48 anniversary of the declaration of Martial Law, was declared a
national day of protest which featured public rallies for and against martial law.

831 The delegation expressed it appreciation to the Troika, Switzerland, Paraguay and
Kenya aml to the Secretariat for all the support that had been received.

Algeria



A/HRC/36/2

832 The review of Algeria was held on 8 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(@) The national report submitted by Algeria in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/DZA/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/DZA/2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/DZA/3).

833 At its 25&h meeting, on 22 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of Algeria (see section C below).

834 The outcome oftte review of Algeria comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/13), the views of Algeria concerning the
recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and replies
presented before the gateon of the outcome by the plenary to questions or issues that were
not sufficiently addressed during the interactive dialogue in the Working Geagpalso
A/HRC/36/13/Add 1

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

835 The Algerian delegation stated that it considers the UPR as the most important
innovative reform brought in the field of human rights since the past ten years and noted it
should bepreserved and strengthened. It noted with appreciation the increased interest
shown by States and stakeholders in the review of Algeria.

836. With regard to the recommendations that did not receive the support of Algeria, the
delegation clarified that tlse were considered either in contradiction with the Constitution

or against the values and rules that cement the Algerian society. Other recommendations
were noted due to their intrusive formulation or because they were considered as making
incorrect judgenents. It affirmed that supported recommendations will be implemented
gradually in the framework of the adaptation of the laws to the revised Constitution and in
consultation with civil society. Amongst the numerous recommendations supported by
Algeria, the delegation highlighted those pertaining to freedom of assembly, demonstration,
association, and creation and those related to the guarantees for defendants.

837. The delegation emphasized that legislative elections that took place on 4 May 2017
were forthe first time supervised by a high independent authority for elections oversight,
which had been established as a constitutional body through the 2016 Constitutional
review.

838 Algeria strengthened the institutional framework related to human rigiutsgh the
provision of a constitutional status to the National Human Rights Council and the granting
of its administrative and financial independence in line with the Paris principles.

839 The delegation highlighted that the 2016 Constitution introduwesd guarantees to

the exercise of the freedoms of information and expression, since prison sentences can no
longer be pronounced against personnel working in the information sector, and enshrined
the right to freedom of peaceful assembly. It added thatatlve on associations and on
information will soon be amended by the Parliament.

840 The delegation affirmed that Algeria cooperates fully and in good faith with the
special procedures of the Human Rights Council and noted that it extended an inwtation t
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seven mandate holders in 2010 and announced six new invitations during the presentation
of its UPR report.

841 Algeria is a party to almost all international human rights instruments and will
examine its accession to additional instruments in the fremeof an ongoing and gradual
process that takes into consideration possible implications of such ratifications on
coherence and adaptation of national legislation and practice.

842 The delegation noted that the legal framework to combat corruptionbbad
enhanced and that new legislative provisions to fight discrimination, including racial
discrimination, and incitement to hatred had been introduced in the Penal code.

843 The delegation concluded by stating that several measures had been adopted to
ensure respect for physical integrity and preveritaélhtment of persons and that provisions
contained in the penal code had been incorporated into the Constitution. It further noted that
Algeria strengthened its measures to combat human traffickingebgstablishment of the
National Committee against Trafficking in Persons tasked with the elaboration of an action
plan to prevent and combat trafficking in persons and to protect victims.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council thre review
outcome

844. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Algeria, 14 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to deliver them owing to
time constrainf® are posted on the extranet of the Human Rigtouncil, if uploaded.

845 The Islamic Republic of Irarommended the 2016 constitutional amendments,
including the establishment of an election oversight authority, the National Human Rights
Council, and the Office of the National Child Protection Quadman. It welcomed
Algeriats efforts relating to economic and social rights, the establishment of judicial
mechanisms and amendments to the Criminal Code and Code of Criminal Procedure, as
well as laws to protect the rights of women, children and pessithslisabilities. It further
appreciated the promotion of education among detainees and measures to combat human
trafficking and violence against women.

846. Iraqthanked Algeria for the comprehensive presentation on the situation of human
rights in Algeia and appreciated Algefmacceptance of the recommendations put forward
by Irag.

847. Jordanthanked Algeria for the comprehensive presentation and appreciated the
acceptance by Algeria of the majority of the recommendations submitted to it, which
reflects the commitment of Algeria to the promotion and protection of human rights. Jordan
was confident that Algeria will continue to intensify its efforts for the implementation of
the recommendations it has accepaad wished Algeria every success indtgleavour to
promote and protect human rights.

848 Kuwait commended the efforts by Algeria in the field of human rights, which
reflected its commitment to human rights and highlighted the progress made. It was
confident that Algeria will redouble its effts in the field of human rights in order to
implement the recommendations contained in the report of the Working Gfowait
concluded by wishing Algeria every success in promoting and protecting human rights.

849, Libya commended the effective paipetion of Algeria in the third cycle of the
UPR, its positive efforts made in the field of human rights, and the important measures
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taken in many areas. It appreciated the fact that Algeria accepted the majority of
recommendations receiveghich is refletive of its genuine will and wish to promote and
protect human rightand its positive interaction with relevant international human rights
mechanisms.

850. Madagascamelcomed Algerig decision to support numerous recommendations
made by member Statésiring the UPR session of May 2017 and noted with satisfaction
the establishment of the National Human Rights Council and the ratification of regional
instruments pertaining to the rights of woman and to democracy, election and governance.
It welcomed the2016 constitutional review and recommended that Algeria pursue its
efforts in order to make the promotion and protection of human rights even more effective.

851 Oman welcomed the support by Algeria of numerous recommendations and
commended the countrpif the reforms carried out with a view to reaffirming the rule of
law, governance, human rights, and human development. It highlighted the efforts made by
Algeria with regard to the independence of the judiciary, outreach and dissemination of
human rightsand to combat violence against women and children.

852 Pakistan noted that Algefim acceptance of numerous recommendations was
reflective of its positive commitment on human rights. It particulapreciated the
strengthening of the judiciary and tlestablishment by Algeria of the National Human
Rights Council and laws to protect the rights of women, children and persons with
disabilities. It wished Algeria every success in the implementation of accepted
recommendations.

853 The Philippines congratlated Algeria for supporting a large number of
recommendations received during the interactive dialogue. It hoped that the country will
continue to consider ratifying key human rights and labour conventions that enshrine the
rights of migrants. The Philippes concluded by wishing Algeria success in the
implementation of the accepted recommendations.

854 Qatarcommended the positive efforts and motivated actions taken by Algeria in the
field of human rights. It welcomed the comprehensive and transpafenins undertaken

by Algeria to strengthen the rule of law, good governance, and human development. More
particularly, Oman noted the establishment of the National Human Rights Council and the
creation of an institution to promote and protect chil@&eaights. It called on Algeria to
continue its open and constructive approach towards human rights.

855 The Russian Federatiomelcomed Algerié reaffirmed commitment to improve its
national mechanisms to promote and protect human rights and commendgttigoahe
creation of theNational Human Rights Councilnd the establishment of the position of a
national ombudsman for the protection of the child. It noted with satisfaction that the
majority of the recommendations received during the review weepted.

856. Saudi Arabianoted that Algerié position towards UPR recommendations reflected

its spirit of cooperation with the mechanisms of the Human Rights Council. It noted that the
efforts made by Algeria to enhance the right to health and to awerathallenges
demonstrate its keen interest in the promotion and protection of human rights. Saudi Arabia
concluded by commending Algeria for accepting most of the recommendations.

857. Sierra Leonapplauded the engagement of Algeria in the UPR procesaated the
comprehensive responses provided to the recommendations received in that context. Sierra
Leone commended the establishment of a working group to examine the withdrawal of
reservations to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Disodtion against
Women. Finally, it encouraged Algeria to consider ratifying the International Convention
for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance.
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858 South Africacongratulated Algeria on the establishment of the National Human
Rights Council and welcomed the steps taken to prioritise w&maghts, as well as the
efforts made with regard to education and health. South Africa concluded by wishing
Algeria much success in implementing the recommendations contained in the UPR report.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

859 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Algeria, ten other stakeholders
made statements. The statements of the stakeholders that were unable to deliver them
owing to time constraintéare posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if
uploaded.

860. World Evangelical Alliancenoted numerous recommendations made to Algeria on
freedom of religion and religious minorities and stressed remaining challenges in practice,
for instarce with regard to family law which is not yet adapted to cope with religious
pluralism. It recommended that Algeria amend Ordinanc@3®&hich was used in the past

as a tool to repress religious minorities. It encouraged Algeria to take measures irofavour
minorities.

861 Victorious Youths Movement raised concerns about serious human rights violations
as well as restrictions on the rights to education and health, particularly in the Saharan
region It stressed the importance of the exercise of sowareignd rule of law in that
region. It called on the international community to urge Algeria to ratify ICPEED and to
investigate cases of enforced disappearances. It called on Algeria to send open invitations
in particular to the Working Group on enforcedappearance, and to open the territory to
human rights mechanisms.

862 Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studiesaluted Algeriés will to remove
constraints to freedom of assembly and peaceful demonstration, to repeal or amend the law
on associationgnd to adopt a law on refugees and asylum seekers. It called on the country
to seek advice from Special Procedures mandate holders in drafting laws and to accept
pending requests for visits. It regretted that Algeria had only noted the UPR
recommendationet ratify ICPPED, and urged that it guarantees the rights of victims and
families to justice. It also regretted the partial acceptance of the recommendation to grant
visas to international human rights organisations. It urged to withdraw without delay its
reservations to CEDAW.

863 Amnesty International (Al) raised concerns about harassment of human rights
defenders, journalists and peaceful protesters, as well as restrictions to the rights to freedom
of expression, association and assembly. It urged Algericommit to a timérame to

bring legal provision on freedom of association and assembly in line with international
standards. Al regretted the rejection of recommendations to decriminalize defamation, to
grant visas to international human rights orgations and to extend a standing invitation to
Special Procedures. Regarding the repression against the Ahmadi minority, Al regretted the
lack of commitment to guarantee their religious freedom. It welcomed Adgeria
commitment to adopt national legislation refugees. Al called on Algeria to amend the
Family Code, which discriminates against women.

864. Rencontre Africaine pour la défense des droitsddenhme (RADDHO)appreciated
Algeriats efforts to combat corruption and improve human rights. It calhetthe country to
tackle gendebased violence, to amend the Family Code, and to ensure \i®a@ress to
employment. RADDHO urged Algeria to promote, protect and respect freedoms of
expression, association, assembly, religion and belief. RADDHO expressedrn about

56 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx

128



A/HRC/36/2

the rise of racism against S@aharan migrants and the lack of legislation on refugees and
asylumseekers, and urged Algeria to protect African migrants. It invited Algeria to allow
visits of all mandate holders, and to lift restrictionshteman rights organizations and
foreign journalists. It also referred to the poverty situation of youth.

865 African Development Association regretted the lack of investigation of cases of
enforced disappearances, including in the Tindouf camps. It réfesrdocumented cases

of torture against human rights defenders and opponents. It noted human rights violations
against residents of the Tindouf camps, including the rights to life, freedom of association,
expression and demonstration, as well as to haaltitfood

866. JSSOR Youth Organizatioreferred to the situation of Algerian youth affected by
widespread unemployment, and urged Algeria to devote more attention to them. It made
recommendations related to the seeanomic fields aimed at empowerigguth and
promoting their entrepreneurship.

867. Human Rights Watch (HRWieferred to criminal prosecutions against media and
journalists, as well as labour activists calling for peaceful demonstrations. Despite
accepting recommendations on freedom of epead association in 2012, HRW noted that

no tangible improvements were made and highlighted that prison sentences still exist in its
legislation for nonviolent speech offenses. It urged Algeria to accept recommendations on
freedom of speech, assembly amskociation. More particularly it called on Algeria to
revise or repeal Law 1@6 on association, to issue visas to international human rights
organizations and foreign journalists, and to reply to pending visit requests of UN human
rights experts. Whilewelcoming legislation criminalizing domestic violence, it urged
Algeria to adopt a more comprehensive legal framework in that regard. It raised concerns
about the prosecution of Ahmadis.

868 Organisation Internationale pour le Développement Intégral Bertamereferred to
allegations of human rights violations in the South West of the country and in the Tindouf
camps, including with regard to the rights to life, liberty and security, education, health, and
housing. It requested Algeria to recognize th@ations committed since its independence
and to take moral and legal responsibility for the situation in the Sahara and to provide
remedies to victims. It urged Algeria to implement the recommendations of special
procedures that visited the Tindouf camps.

869 Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Coopération
Economique Internationale (OCAPROCQCEAs concerned about the violations of the rights

of African SubSaharan migrants, including their expulsion from Algeria, as wethas
rights of women and children. It noted that OCAPR@CEeport of these violations led to
intimidation, threats and reprisals against the organisation. It invited Algeria to strengthen
institutions and to develop policies in the area of human rights.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

870 The President stated that based on the information provided out of 229
recommendations received, 177 enjoy the suppoAlgéria, additional clarification was
provided on another 16 recommendations, 2®a@re noted.

871 With reference to the statements made about the Sahrawi refugee camps in Tindouf,
Algeria noted that this situation resulted from the violation, by the occupying power, of the
rights of Sahrawi to independence. Ngovernmental organidans that referred to this

issue were not considered as credible and were manipulated. The delegation recalled that
OHCHR conducted a technical visit in Tindouf two years ago and noted that it had since
then requested a second visit to assess the hunfds siguation in the camps. It added that
neither United Nations agencies and internationalgmrernmental organisations present

in the camp camps, nor members of Congress or ofgoearnmental organisations from
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foreign countries who regularly visitetcamps had ever reported human rights violations in
the Sahrawi camps of Tindouf.

872 The delegation explained that freedom of religion or belief in Algeria has been
forged over 14 centuries by Islam. Freedom of religion in Algeria is protected for all
religions. It further said that all revealed religions are celebrated in the country and subject
to legal rest days and that celebrations are the subject of radio broadcasts. It added that
Christian and Jewish missionaries are paid by the Algerian Stateddlegation concluded

that the violations of freedom of religion or related harassments only exist in the
imagination of those who make such allegations.

873 In relation to the Ahmadi community, Algeria said that persons were not prosecuted
because ofheir religious conviction but because they committed acts that are illegal such
as raising funds in public places or building religious building without authorisation, or
even preaching in unauthorized or unidentified areas. The delegation noted that no
differentiation was made between Islam and other religions.

874 The delegation said that Algeria is a country of asylum and as such it shows
solidarity with those seeking asylum, help and assistance, as illustrated by the fact that
hundreds of thousand$ people found refuge in the country. With regard to the few cases

of persons deported to their country of origin, the delegation said that this had been done at
the request of their government. The delegation further noted that the allegation according
to which these persons had been violently deported did not reflect the reality. These
deportations were undertaken in the context of intergovernmental agreements between
States and with the assistance of UNHCR and IOM. The delegation added that some
persongnvolved in criminal activities had indeed been subjected to expulsion orders, as is
the practice in all countries of the world.

875 With regard to violence against women, the delegation noted that the law punishes
domestic violence, violence in privand public spheres, and at the workplace. The
government adopted a repressive policy in that regard and specialized units have been set
up in all police stations to accompany victims of gender based violence. In order to provide
assistance to divorced womea fund was set up to provide an indemnity for those who
would not receive alimony from their epouse.

876. In relation to freedom of association and the view that the 2012 law is too restrictive
and does not enable civil society organisations tosghnn the social environment, the
delegation noted that the number of associations substantially increased since the enactment
of the law. It added that the Constitutional review led to the preparation, in cooperation
with civil society organisations, of amew draft law that will be better adapted to
international norgovernmental organisations wishing to open an office in the country and

to foreign funding.

877. The delegation concluded by thanking all delegations who participated in the third
review of Algeria and ensured that the promises and commitments made with regard to the
promotion and respect of human rights will be fully honoured by Algeria.

Poland

878 The review of Poland was held on 9 May 2017 in conformity with all the relevant
provisions catained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based on the
following documents:

(@ The national report submitted by Poland in accordance with the annex to
Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/POL/1);

(b)  The compilatbn prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/POL/2);
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(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/POL/3).

879 At its 25th meeting, on 22 September 2017, the Council considered and aith@pted
outcome of the review of Poland (see section C below).

880. The outcome of the review of Poland comprises the report of the Working Group on
the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/14), the views of Poland concerning the
recommendations and/or condluss, as well as 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 Gseaapalso
A/HRC/36/14/Add.1)

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

881 The Chargé dhffaires and the Deputy Representative of the Permanent Mission of
Poland in Geneva, H.BMr. Jerzy Baurski, stated that it was a pleasure for Poland to be
among the first countries participating in the third cycle of the Universal Periodic Review.
Poland highly valued the UPR process and considered it to be one of the most important
human ridnits accomplishments to date.

882 He underlined that the preparation of the report as well as participation in the review
in May had been a complex organisational challenge which had required participation of
many governmental actors. The Government thdnkhe Polish nogovernmental
organisations which had decided to meet and share their remarks, views, and concerns
regarding the governmental report.

883 Poland considered the UPR mechanism not only as a step in fulfilling international
recommendationm the area of human rights, but also in the context of Polish candidacy to
the Human Rights Council for the 262022 term. Poland was making every effort to fulfil

its human rights obligations. The Universal Periodic Review allowed for a general
overview of the human rights situation in the country but also gave the opportunity for
improvement in the areas which required corrections.

884. More than 80 states had participated in the review of Poland during 27th session of
the UPR Working Group in May 201Poland had received 185 recommendations. In
response, Poland marked 21 recommendations as noted/ not accepted and 10 as partially
accepted. To 10 recommendations, Poland could not give its definitive position. The
remaining recommendations (144), a langgority, were accepted by Poland.

885 Poland was party to the vast majority of human rights treaties. During the last UPR
reporting period 20122017, Poland had signed and ratified a number of Conventions,
including Convention on the Rights of Persavigh Disabilities and Lanzarote Convention
which aimed at protecting children. The recommendations that did not enjoy its support
concerned, i.e. ratification of certain Conventions including: Convention on the Protection
of the Rights of All Migrants Workrs and Members of Their Families; 1954 and 1961
Statelessness Conventions; the ILO Convention no. 169 concerning Indigenous and Tribal
Peoples in Independent Countries. Although Poland had no immediate plans to accede to
these international treaties, @mained committed to protection of rights of all persons on

the basis of its international obligations.

886. Mr. Baurski elaborated on the position of Poland towards the issue of recent changes
to the Polish legislation, which had been raised by somehefdelegations. Firstly,
concerning the recommendation teegablish the Council for the Prevention of Racial
Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance, he stated that, although Poland did
not have such plans, the responsibilities of the foi@mrncil were fulfilled in the scope of
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the existing institutional framework, which was tasked with preventing racial
discrimination, xenophobia and intolerance. Secondly, some of the countries had
recommended Poland to separate the function of the Prosé&emeral and the Minister of
Justice. Although, currently, Poland did not plan to separate these two functions, its
position was that the existing law guaranteed the independence of prosecutors. Finally, he
indicated the assurance of Poland that all atmamts of the Polish law complied with its
Constitution and international human rights provisions.

887. Regarding the questions of childéerrights and the elimination of poverty among
children, which was one of the main priorities of Poland, he stawdPibiand had lately
introduced a number of actions and policies in order to protect chitdrigihts. Poland had
amended Polish Family and Guardianship Code in order to guarantee better protection of
children in case of divorce or separation of parelthad introduced Thé&amily 500+
programme providing for the disbursement of child benefit, resulting in a considerable
reduction of poverty levels as well as a decline in the number of persons collecting social
welfare benefits. The Government had aldoed a resolution concerning-salled For

Life programme with the aim of assisting families with members with disabilities,
especially parents raising children with disabilities. Poland made every effort to promote
and protect the rights of all childreimcluding children of foreign nationalities in Poland.
With this in mind, anOrdinance of the Minister of National Education of September 9th
2016 concerning the education of foreign nationals and of Polish citizens formerly
educated by schools formingnp of education systems of other stdtad been drafted. The
ordinance made it possible to accommodate children arriving from abroad, foreign
nationals without any or sufficient command of the Polish language, included in regular
classes attended by thétolish peers. As Poland found the problem of human trafficking
very alarming, particularly when it related to minotse Algorithm of Identifying and
Proceedings with Minors Human Trafficking Victims for Police and Border Guard
Officershad been dradd and issued to the Police and Border Guard in 2015.

888 Moreover, Poland was aware that poverty affected many vulnerable groups:
children, persons with disabilities, but also elderly people. Therefore, Poland was currently
working on the programme thetould financially support retired people, so that they could
enjoy their life in comfort and dignity.

889 Poland was making every effort in order to reach disadvantaged groups in the
society as to improve the quality of their life and protect their humggts

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

890 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of Poland, 12 delegations made
statements. The statements of the delegations that were unable to delimeowing to
time constraint¥ are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

891 The Russian Federation regretted that a number of important recommendations had
been rejected by Poland. Any party or organization, which fuelledlrdisicrimination or
instigated it, should be declared illegal. It hoped that Poland would demonstrate a will to
cease the disgraceful practice of destruction of monuments in the honour of Soviet troops
liberators, in line with the recommendations adomrd the General Assembly resolution

on combating the glorification of Nazism.

892 Sierra Leone took note of the strategy for persons with disabilities for-2037,
the AFamily 500+0 pr ogr amm+ed, nersybtemtbecoidnt r oducti o
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all hate crime investigations. It was pleased that its three recommendations enjoyed
support, particularly on the ratification of the International Convention for the Protection of
All Persons from Enforced Disappearance. It hoped that Poland would eortinu
implement strategies for protecting women from domestic violence, including through the
20142020 programme.

893 Albania was pleased that Poland had accepted the vast majority of the
recommendations, including its own regarding the ratification & thternational
Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance. It remained
confident that Poland would continue to give due attention to the rights of migrant workers,
minorities, and vulnerable groups, including by taking afirapriate measures to prevent

and combat racial discrimination and intolerance, and violence and discrimination based on
sexual orientation and gender identity.

894, Belarus appreciated the acceptance of its recommendation on strengthening the
national mehanisms for combating human trafficking. The steps taken by Poland to
provide financial support to families with children and to improve the exercise of the rights
of persons with disabilities would strengthen the social protection of the population. It
trusted that Poland would devote sufficient attention to fulfilling the recommendations on
preventing the spread of all manifestations of hatred and discrimination.

895 China appreciated the acceptance of the majority of the recommendations, including
its two recommendations. It looked forward to steps to be taken by Poland to implement
these recommendations, especially legislative steps, to combat violence against women and
to protect minorities, including Roma, and uphold their right to education, housing,
healthcare, and employment to promote their social inclusion, and to adopt measures to
ensure access for unaccompanied migrant children to high quality education services.

896, Egypt commended the ratification of the Convention on the Rights of Perstims wi
Disabilities, legal amendments to combat violence against women, and reduction in the
wage disparities between men and women, and the efforts to protect and support families. It
looked forward to positive engagements by Poland with its recommendatioick, called

for sustained efforts in the framework of the new National Action Plan to Combat Human
Trafficking and strengthening existing measures to combat xenophobia and hate crimes.

897. Estonia commended the commitment of Poland to continue to steengender
equality and empowerment of women, including accepting recommendations to continue
efforts to eliminate violence against women. It encouraged Poland to dasorgable
legislation towards womén rights, including access to comprehensive aerducation

and family planning. It regretted that Poland noted some recommendations, including the
ones to ratify the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities.

898 India noted the positive measures taken by Polamdiniplement previous
recommendations. It recognized the efforts in the sphere of wsmahts, rights of
persons with disabilities and introduction of institutional changes concerning the equality of
treatment. It trusted that Poland would further intign#ts efforts to implement the
accepted recommendations in the coming years.

899 lIraq expressed its gratitude to Poland for presenting the human rights situation in the
country. It appreciated that Poland had supported the majority of the recommesndation
including the two recommendations that it had presented.

900 Libya appreciated the extensive explanations provided by Poland about the
recommendations and took note of the acceptance of the large majority of them. It hoped
that Poland would continuefefts to deal with challenges, including with regard to hate
crimes and incitement, and the improvement of the situation of persons with disabilities.
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901 The Maldives was encouraged by the efforts of Poland in advancing clsldren
rights and the importece given to the protection of the rights of persons with disabilities. It
also commended all the initiatives undertaken to fight against géaded violence and
discrimination women faced at workplace; sexual exploitation of children; and acts related
to racial discrimination.

902 Pakistan acknowledged the steps taken to ensure equal treatment and to combat

discrimination and hate crimes, including the appointment of equal treatment coordinators

in each ministry and t h datepcrines: bow to emfaack yoard A mi gr ant
rightso. |t encouraged Poland to take further r
intolerance against migrants and religious minorities.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

903 During the adoption ofhe outcome of the review of Poland, 11 other stakeholders
made statements.

904 The Office of the Commissioner for Human Rights was concerned about the
Governmenis statement that the integrity and independence of Constitutional Tribunal was
protected, since there was a serious doubt concerning the independence of the
Constitutional Tribunal, which posed a serious threat to the rule of law, democracy and
human rights protection. The Commissioner also remained concerned about the political
control over mdia. Due to the changes adopted in 2016, the governing majority had gained
wide competences in appointing the management of the public broadcasters, while the
National Broadcasting Council, the constitutional organ, had been deprived of its
competences. TEh Commissioner welcomed the Governnientacceptance of
recommendations to criminalize hate crimes on the ground of age, disability, and sexual
orientations, however, regretted that it did not see the need to change the Equal Treatment
Act.

905 The Intermtional Bar Association urged Poland to ensure that the principles of the
independence of the judiciary and the separation of powers are implemented in practice. It
welcomed the veto by the President of the National Judicial Council Act and the Supreme
Cout Act and urged Parliament not to adopt these laws. If adopted, they would end the
term of office of many members of the National Judicial Council, with their successors then
being appointed not by the judiciary but by Parliament; they would also endrtine of

all judges sitting in the Supreme Court, except for those indicated by the President. In
August 2017, the Law on Common Court Organisation came into force, which enabled the
Minister of Justice to recall all the presidents of courts during teein of office. This
contravened international standards regarding the tenure of judges.

906, European Region of the International Lesbian and Gay Association welcomed the
acceptance by Poland of six recommendations regarding the amendment to the Benal Co
to ensure that crimes motivated by discrimination on any grounds, including disability,
gender identity and expression and sexual orientation, are included and can be investigated
and prosecuted as hate crimes. It also welcomed the acceptance obtheneadations
regarding combating violence and discrimination against LGBTI persons. However, the
recommendations regarding legal recognition of samepartnerships were not accepted.

It stressed that many human rights abuses on LGBT persons stemmethdrdaat that

Polish law did not provide a possibility to register a sae partnership.

907. Federation for Women and Family Planning stated that hospaslstrary and
unlawful procedures, abusive performance of conscientious objection, lack dérprop
information for patients, and criminalization of abortion led to the situation where pregnant
women had no option to obtain safe medical service in public hospitals but to seek an
abortion in unsafe conditions. The draft bill to ban abortion becaufeetfd disability
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was being prepared. The access to contraception was limited. The new curriculum of the
subject, Preparation for Family Life, incorporated patriarchal and discriminatory
stereotypes and religious views on reproductive health. The neagésative proposal by

the Ombudsman for Chifd Rights revealed the approach treating woimdrodies and
fertility as a subject to scrutiny. The European Court of Human Rights found Poland
responsible for human rights violation on the issue of accesepmductive health
services.

908 Human Rights House Foundation stated that, since 2015, Poland had succeeded to
dismantle the hardvon democratic principles. Thizeganwith changes to theuhctioning

of the Constitutional Court, a law granting government control over public TV and radio, a
law granting additional powers of surveillance, and the merging of the functions of the
Minister of Justice and the Prosecutor Gendtatliament had ftihermore authorised the
Minister of Justice to choose Supreme Court judges and enabled Parliament to appoint the
members of the National Council of the Judiciary. It joined the High Commissioner for
Human Rights in urging Poland to recall the Polish paspiecent honourable struggle for
human rights and to respect their rights to an independent judiciary, due process,
independent media and fundamental freedoms.

909 African Regional Agricultural Credit Association stated that it had been more than
25 yeas since Poland had entered into a transformation from a Communist country to that
of a vibrant democracy characterised by Western norms such as rule of law, good
governance and respect for human rights. Poland had also been performing remarkably well
on the economic front. With a gross domestic product of USD 475 billion in 2015, Poland
was ranked 25th among the wdddargest economic powers. Poland had also pursued a
policy of sustainable development and had paid adequate attention to the issues of
environmental concerns and climate change.

910 Action Canada for Population and Development stated that as many as six States
had recommended guaranteeing access to safe and legal abortion. Poland responded by
presenting itself as a State that faultlesslyizedlthe right to legal abortion, contraception,

and sexuality education. Poland referred to the possibility to obtain the service free of
charge as stated in the Act on family planning. However, in practice, hospitals and doctors
did not comply with the dw. Many doctors prolonged the medical procedures for
termination of pregnancy in order to exceed the deadline to perform a legal abortion.
Doctors also refused to perform procedures, claiming their right to conscientious objection.
This refusal to care whout timely referral to another service provider was overused by
doctors and in use in entire hospitals.

911 The Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights stated that the Constitutional crisis
posed a serious threat to all checks and balances mechanismsnéemined the
protection of rule of law. The Constitutional Tribunal was under the political influence, and
two of the judgements of 2016 had not been published. The President had not sworn in to
the office three judges legally appointed in 2015. It alsmained concerned about the
protection of freedom of speech and information and the public media. As consequences of
the changes adopted in 2016, the governing majority increased its control over the process
of appointing the management of the public bicssters. The operational space for NGOs
was also shrinking, as Parliament had adopted the law to change the process of distributing
public funds for NGOs.

912 Amnesty International noted Polaisd commitments to implement the
recommendations of the Veric€ommission and the European Commission with regard to
the rule of law and to take measures to protect the independence of the judiciary and the
separation of powers, however, indicated that these commitments came at a time when the
Government and the Fgident would be submitting new proposals for the judicial reforms,
which were in direct breach of international human rights standards. It was concerned that
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Poland had rejected a recommendation to repeal the restrictive amendments to the Law on
Assemblies It welcomed Polani support for eight recommendations to ensure access for
women to safe and legal abortion, however, noted the initiatives by civil society groups and
members of Parliament to introduce further restrictions to access to abortion.

913 CIVICUS remained seriously concerned by the Governéaecontrol over state
institutions and the media. There was an urgent need to revisit changes made to the
Broadcasting Act in January 2016 to prevent political interference. It welcomed &oland
acceptace of the recommendation to guarantee freedom of assembly, but urged
reconsideration of t he rejection of t he
amendments on the Law on Assemblieso. |t
on freedom of assagfion, however, urged Poland to ensure that these guarantees are
applied equally to all, including groups promoting the rights of LGBTI people, and that the
new countetterrorism legislation is not used as a pretext for the erosion of the rights of
minority groups, particularly Muslims.

914 European Union of Public Relations stated that Poland had managed to build a
robust democracy and thriving freearket economy by carefully sequencing its economic
and political reforms, installing welfare policies dg®d to protect the most vulnerable.
Poland had a range of public policies intended to address-tshortpoverty and
rehabilitate the poorest individuals and households to becomsusfitient. Poland also
actively engaged in the promotion of wondenights and targeted inclusive economic
growth with a focus on the poorer segments of society and less advanced regions. Its new
policy measures included generous family spending under the Family 500+ programme.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

915 The President stated that based on the information provided out of 185
recommendations received, 144 enjoy the suppoRadfind additional clarification was
provided on another 10 recommendations, and 31 are noted.

916 The Chargé @hffaires and Dputy Representative, Mr. Baurski thanked all the
speakers for their interest, words of encouragement and criticism. He stated that Poland
would take all the recommendations and comments under serious consideration, and as
previously, present UPR migrm report. Poland was also looking forward to its next
review to demonstrate its commitment to the protection of human rights. Poland hoped that
its report showed the work and efforts undertaken to better protect human rights. It
considered many initiatives ithe field of human rights as permanent tasks, including in
such areas as preventing discrimination or violence against women.

917. Mr. Baurski informed that Poland had extended a standing invitation to special
procedures, already in 2001, and was in phecess of facilitating the next visit of the
Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers in October this year. He also
addressed two issues, which had been raised during the discussion. The first issue
concerned the government approactvals the rights of vulnerable groups, including
LGBTI people. He underlined that Poland remained committed to the principle of
universality of human rights. Everyone, irrespective of his or her sexual orientation or
gender identity, was entitled to thej@yment of human rights, as well as the protection by

the statés authorities from violence and discrimination. The equality before the law and the
general prohibition of discrimination was enshrined in the Constitution. In this context,
Poland did not plato recognize marriages between sas@e persons as it was against the
provisions of the Constitution. The second issue concerned recent amendments and draft
amendments of the acts on Polish judiciary system and the Constitutional Court. The
Governmenis position was that the principles of the organization of Polish judiciary
system were the sovereign prerogative of the State. Moreover, there was strong support in
the Polish society for the judicial reform in Poland, which would be implemented.

recomn
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918 Polard was determined to maintain the highest standards of the rule of law and
relied oftentimes on the support of international institutions in this regard. Poland hoped for
a fruitful cooperation with the Human Rights Council and the other United Nations
meclanisms in the future.

The Netherlands

919 The review of the Netherlands was held orVEy 2017 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Council resolutions and decisions, and was based
on the following documents:

(@) The natonal report submitted by the Netherlands in accordance with the
annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/NLD/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/NLD/2);

(c) The summary preared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/NLD/3).

920, At its 2ah meeting, on 22 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the review of the Netherlands (see section C below).

921 The outcome of the reviewf the Netherlands comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/15), the views of the Netherlands
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments
and replies presented befoleetadoption 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/36/15/Add.1)

Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendationsdiéor
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

922 The delegation stated that representatives of all four countries of the Kingdom of the
Netherlands, namely the Netherlands, Aruba, Curagao and St. Maarten had taken eart in th
interactive dialogue of the working group held in May 2017 as each country is responsible
for the implementation of obligations stemming from the different human rights
conventions in its territory. The delegation thanked delegations of Belgium, Germany,
Mexico, Norway, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland for submitting advanced questions. The advanced questions were proven
to be useful for the delegation to prepare and engage effectively in the intedigibgpie.

Thus, the delegation was of the view that the submission of advanced questions to a state
under review should continue as a good practice. The delegation expressed its appreciation
to 89 delegations that made statements during the interacdilogaé.

923 The Kingdom received a total of 203 recommendations during the review held in the
working group. Most of the recommendations concerned the country of the Netherlands.
The recommendations covered many different areas that were discussed ttering
interactive dialogue, including the human rights institutional infrastructure and the
legislative and policy framework.

924 The delegation noted the encouragement that its Government has received to
continue the implementation of its various actgans, including the National Action Plan
on Human Rights. Many recommendations focused on such areas as protection from
discrimination, rights of the child and of migrants, and hate crime. In this respect, the
Netherlands was urged to continue its striategnd systematic approach to combat
discrimination and hate crimes on the grounds of inter alia race, ethnic origin, nationality
and religion. The Government of the Netherlands would fellpithose recommendations,
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including by continuing the implemenian of the National Action Programme against
Discrimination.

925 The Kingdom received several recommendations related to business and human
rights. The delegation expressed the Governéaestmmitment to prevent and remedy the
involvement of Dutch compa@s in human rights abuses and to continue its efforts in this
area, in line with the United Nations Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights and
its National Action Plan on Business and Human Rights.

926. The delegation reported that the Governméwaid examined thoroughly the
recommendations. The Kingdom of the Netherlands as a whole, including its four countries
expressed its position to seven recommendations (131.25, 131.26, 131.117, 131.123,
131.154, 131.199 and 131.203) and the Government ofN#tberlands provided the
position on the remaining recommendations in a written form. Due to extreme
circumstances and the damages caused by Irma hurricane in Sint M@ @oyernment

of Sint Maarten could not participate in finalizing the positiontieé Kingdom on
recommendations from the universal periodic review. Therefore, some adjustments might
be made by the Government of Sint Maarten.

927. The Kingdom of the Netherlands accepted 104 recommendations and 98
recommendations were noted. The delegaprovided the explanation on its position in a
written form. For instance, three recommendations (131.5, 131.6, 131.7) related to the
ratification of the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant of Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights were noteldecause the Government has been currently studying the advice

it has requested from the Council of State on a supporting draft law. A decision on
ratification of the Optional Protocol would be taken by the new Government to be
appointed soon. Other recomnaations had been accepted, for instance, recommendations
nos. 131.41 and 131.42 to strengthen national policy in order to decrease the gender wage
gap as well as 13 recommendations to combat hate crime and hate speech.

928 The delegation informed the IFhan Rights Council that the Government of the
Netherland had informed the Parliament about its position on the recommendations before
submitting them for the adoption by the Council. Furthermore, the consultation process
included several stakeholders, unding the Netherlands Institute for Human Rights and
nortgovernmental organisations. The delegation noted with appreciation their contribution
to the universal periodic review process and highlighted their vital role as a constructive
partner and watchddg the process of the followp to the recommendations.

Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

929 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the Netherlands, 15 delegations
made statements.

930 Sierra Leone noted the efforts of the Government to protect the rights of vulnerable
groups, including persons with disabilities and children. It noted the efforts of Aruba to
develop a national action plan on human rights. Sierra Leone encouraged thadthto
consider withdrawing its reservations made to several articles of the Convention on the
Rights of the Child.

931 The Sudan commended the Netherlands for the ratification of the Convention on the
Rights of Persons with Disabilities and the atitmp of a national action plan on business

and human rights. It encouraged the Netherlands to eliminate all forms of discrimination
against women and girls. The Sudan noted that the Netherlands supported a large number of
recommendations from the third ¢gc
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932 Tunisia commended the Netherlands for supporting a large number of
recommendations. It welcomed the ratification of the Convention on the Rights of Persons
with Disabilities and the adoption of a national action plan on human rights and a national
anti-discrimination programme.

933 Albania welcomed the voluntary submission of a midterm report by the Netherlands.
It commended the Netherlands for its active engagement to advance the human rights
protection globally and for upholding high standasfisuman rights at the national level. It
noted that the Netherlands Institute for Human Rights had been awarded A status.

934. Bahrain commended the Netherlands for the supported recommendations, including
two recommendations put forward by Bahrain toalep training for police officers and to
eliminate discrimination and xenophobia. Bahrain expressed its hope that the Netherlands
would continue working on the full implementation of the remaining recommendations
from previous cycles, along with the newesn

935 China noted information on the adoption of the national human rights action plan
and the ratification of the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities. It also
noted that the Netherlands supported most of the recommendations fromsainpeziodic
review, including two recommendations put forward by China. It hoped that the
Netherlands would attach a high importance to the implementation of the
recommendations, in particular those calling for strengthening-desaiimination
legislation, combating racial discrimination and xenophobia, and racial violence, protecting
the rights of the Roma, ethnic minorities, refugees and of migrants, and combating human
trafficking and sexual exploitation of children.

936. Cote divoire noted with appciation that the Netherlands supported a number of
recommendations and hoped that the Netherlands would take efforts for their full
implementation. It praised the efforts of the Netherlands to guarantee equality and human
rights to all its citizens. Cotald@voire encouraged the Netherlands to continue its
cooperation with international human rights mechanisms.

937. Egypt commended the Netherlands for some positive developments in the protection
of human rights, including the ratification of the Conventionthe Rights of Persons with
Disabilities and the measures to address the gender pay gap. It noted persisting
discrimination against minorities, including islamophobia, and discrimination against
refugees and asyluseekers. It expected that the Nethetkanvould consider positively
recommendations put forward by Egypt, including to adopt policies to protect all minorities
and take measures to address intolerance in the political discourse and the Internet, to
address human rights violations by Dutch conips, and to ratify the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families.

938 Estonia noted with appreciation that the Netherlands supported the majority of
recommendations. It commended thehdelands for the establishment of a national human
rights institution and the implementation of a national human rights action plan. It noted the
decision to launch the ratification process of the Optional Protocol of the International
Covenant on Economi Social and Cultural Rights, which might lead teeramination of

the ratification of the Optional Protocol to the Convention of the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities.

939 India commended the Netherlands for its achievements in advancing human right
particularly the efforts to prevent ethnic profiling. It noted the projects to increase public
awareness about the importance of economic independence of women. India highlighted
the steps taken to evaluate the national human rights action plan. id Hiogte the
Government would continue is efforts to implement the recommendations that it had
supported.
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940 Islamic Republic of Iran called upon the Netherlands to combat systematic
discrimination on the grounds of race, ethnicity, nationality and religitd to strengthen

its efforts to prevent discriminatory attitudes and actions, including hate speech against
Muslims, migrants, refugees and asylum seekers. It hoped that the Netherlands would fully
implement the accepted recommendations put forwartidystamic Republic of Iran.

941 Irag commended the Netherlands for supporting the majority of the
recommendations, including two recommendations put forward by Iraq.

942 Libya noted with appreciation that the Netherlands supported a number of iniportan
recommendations. It commended the Netherlands for the measures taken to promote human
rights, including the adoption of a national human rights action plan in 2013 in line with the
recommendations from the second review, and the implementation of @m et to fight
discrimination in employment. It hoped that the Netherlands would continue its efforts to
reduce hate speech.

943 The Philippines noted that the Netherlands supported the recommendations put
forward by the Philippines to prevent and cahlviolence against women, including
domestic violence. It hoped that the Netherlands would consider ratifying the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families, the Optional Protocol to thatérnational Covenant on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights and the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities, and would be able to accept in the future accountability for human rights
violations and environmental dages caused by the companies registered or based in the
Netherlands.

944, The Russian Federation reiterated its concern that the legal amendments adopted by
the Parliament expanded the authority of Special Services and facilitated their access to
information on the Internet. It considered that the Government should take measures to
protect the right to privacy, including private information from the unjustified interference

by the Special Services. It highlighted the need to ensure oversight by civiysoaetthe
conditions of and treatment in detention places for asylum seekers and other categories of
migrants. The Russian Federation was concerned about poor prison conditions, cases of
human trafficking and the limited access to education and heaéthircdre Caribbean part

of the Netherlands.

General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

945 During the adoption of the outcome of the review of the Netherlands, 10 other
stakeholders made statements.

946, The Netherlands Institute for HumaRights (by video messagehoted with
satisfaction that the most important human rights issues were reflected in the
recommendations from the third cycle of the review. Those recommendations could,
therefore, be used for a new national action plan on humggus. It encouraged the
Netherlands to use the lessons learned from the previous action plan to develop a new
effective instrument with measurable objectives for the realisations of the
recommendations. The Institute highlighted the differences in thisaton of human

rights between Caribbean part and the European part of the Kingdom that required urgent
attention of the Kingdom.

947. The Defence for Children International welcomed the continuous efforts of the
Government to protect the rights of tbhild, the ratification of the Convention on the
Rights of Persons with Disabilities and the adoption of the national human rights action
plan in 2013. It encouraged the Netherlands to implement several recommendations related
to the rights of the childncluding on the ratification of the Convention on the Rights of the
Child on a communications procedure, on the inclusion of the human rights education in the
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curriculum of schools and the protection of children of refugees, asylum seekers and
undocumentg migrants from discrimination.

948 The Minnesota Citizens Concerned for Life Inc. Education Fund noted that the
universal periodic review and recommendations from the review did not address the
growing and troubling practice of euthanasia in the Nethdgalt noted the concern
expressed by the Human Rights Committee at the lack of guarantees for decisions for
euthanasia not to be subject of undue influence or misapprehension. It referred to concerns
expressed some human rights treaty bodies at the ohseshanizing children under the

age of 18 and infants with disabilities. The right to life, the right to health and the freedom
from discrimination were violated by the practice of euthanasia in the Netherlands.

949 Federatie van Nederlandse Verenggn tot Integratie Van HomosesualiteiCOC
Nederland welcomed the efforts of the authorities to protect the rights of persons based on
their sexual orientation. It noted, however, the remaining challenges in the protection of
trans and intersex personsdain addressing discrimination and violence against lesbian,
gay, bisexual, trans and intersex persons. It encouraged the authorities to inter alia improve
the access to legal gender recognition, including reimbursement of all aspects of gender
affirmative health care, to ensure comprehensive education on sexual and gender diversity
and to address discrimination against trans and intersex persons in the labour market.

950, The International Commission of Jurists encouraged the Minister of Interior of the

new Government to make efforts in coordinating the implementation of the accepted
recommendations from the universal periodic review and to engage with the Parliament to
set up priorities and to design meaningful actions towards the new human rights action
plan. It conveyed the message of Dutch civil society to Government to start turning the
words into actions.

951 Action Canada for Population and Development noted the supported
recommendations by the Netherlands related to comprehensive sexuality edacetio
paternity leave. It noted, however, that the Governtsentesponse to those
recommendations implied that those recommendations were fully implemented. The Action
Canada for Population and Development considered that a comprehensive approach to
sexuaity education has been often missing and thus, it urged the Government to inter alia
ensure that gender equality and sexual rights are compulsory elements of the school
curriculum and to increase paid paternity leave beyond the minor increase from&yw 5 d

952 Amnesty International noted that the number of people in immigration detention was
on the rise and thus, it regretted that the Netherlands did not support recommendations to
reduce immigration detention and to prioritize the use of alternatdzsunes. It noted also

the Government did not support recommendations to ensure adequate safeguards against
human rights violations in counter terrorism measures. It called for systematic monitoring

of police stopendsearch operations and for the inclusimf human rights education in the
mandatory school curriculum.

953 InternationalLawyers.Org noted with concern the growing number of instances of
xenophobia and especially Islamophobia in the Netherlands. It urged the Government to
address such discrimation in line with the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination as well as Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.

954 Endeavour Forum Inc. stated that the Netherlands ignored the rights of children
based on age. It statéldat abortion constituted a killing of a human being. It expressed a
view that human dismemberment was not a solution of social problems and that abortion
was the worst form of child abuse. Endeavour Forum Inc, stated that the practice of
abortion resulté in genocide of a large number of human beings in the past decades.
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954. The Islamic Human Rights Commission noted the recommendations from the
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination to promote the elimination of some
features of the chartr of Black Pete which reflected negative stereotypes and were
experienced by many people of African descent as a vestige of slavery. It reported that the
Netherlands did not agree to ban the racist aspects of the Sinterklass festival. It noted
reports orcases of intimidation and threats against journalists questioning the racist aspects
of the festival and was concerned by the rise of Islamophobia and of cases of violence.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

955 The President stated that sea on the information provided out of 203
recommendations received, 104 enjoyed the support of the Netherlands, additional
clarification was provided on one recommendation, and 98 were noted.

956. In conclusion, the delegation thanked the States andsepegives of civil society

that participated in the review for their constructive comments and expressed criticism. It
reassured the Council that the Government would carefully consider those comments and
expressed the Governménteadiness to continuddierally the discussion on those issues.

The delegation reported on the plans of the Government to organize a conference on the
follow-up of the recommendations with the participation of relevant stakeholders in
November. The Conference would be dividedo several workshops on the different
themes discussed during the review.

957. The delegation informed the Human Rights Council that a new Government would
be formed following the 2017 elections, which would subsequently adopt its new policies.
Neverthéess, the Netherlands would remain strongly committed to the universal periodic
review process and the recommendations from the review. The outcome of the conference
on the followup to be held in November would be reflected in the new policies. The
delegdion expressed its view that an important factor of the success of the universal
periodic review in the third cycle remained the effective implementation of the
recommendations. The delegation concluded its statement by reiterating the appeal made by
one d the nonrgovernmental organisations to kick off the work towards the implementation

of the recommendations.

South Africa

958 The review of South Africa was held on 10 May 2017 in conformity with all the
relevant provisions contained in relevant Couneflalutions and decisions, and was based
on the following documents:

(&) The national report submitted by South Africa in accordance with the annex
to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a) (A/HRC/WG.6/27/ZAF/1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by OHCHR a&tcordance with paragraph 15 (b)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/ZAF/[2);

(c) The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with paragraph 15 (c)
(AJHRC/WG.6/27/ZAF/3).

959 At its 26th meeting, on 22 September 2017, the Council considered and adopted the
outcome of the réew of South Africa (see section C below).

960 The outcome of the review of South Africa comprises the report of the Working
Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/36/16), the views of South Africa
concerning the recommendations and/or conclusamsyell as 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 als®\/HRC/36/16/Add 1
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Views expressed by the State under review on the recommendations and/or
conclusions as well as on its voluntary commitments and on the outcome

961 Mr John Jeffery, Deputy Minister of the Department of Justice and Constitutional
Developmentjntroduced $uth Africals position on the recommendations received to the
Human Rights Council.

962 It was recalled that September had marked thged® anniversary of the death of
Steve Biko, who was killed in police custody on September 12, 1977, after a litany o
human rights violations that included enforced disappearance, arbitrary detention, torture
and state sanctioned murder, all of which were too common in Apartheid South Africa. The
delegation stated that the best way to honour his legacy was to ensune figims for all.

It was therefore pleased to report back on progress made regarding the Working Group
report.

963 During the third cycle review in May 2017, South Africa received a total of 243
recommendations, out of which 187 were accepted. Thesmnesodations were receiving

the attention of the Government and were at various phases in the planning and
implementation process. At least one of the recommendations was beyond the scope of
South Africa to implement as it fell within the purview of thetitasion building text of the
Human Rights Council. The remainder of the recommendations were ongoing in nature and
would therefore require more detailed consideration. Acceptance of these recommendations
would also require a realistic reflection of avhla resources. Therefore, South Africa
would report comprehensively on all the recommendations at its next Universal Periodic
Review in 2021.

964 The delegation noted that many of the recommendation made to South Africa had
focused on the elimination ofate speech, hate crimes, racism and other forms of
discrimination. It stressed the Governn@ntommitment to eliminating racism in all its
forms. The Prevention and Combating of Hate Crimes and Hate Speech Bill had been
published for public comment eanim the year and generated considerable debate, notably

in relation to the provisions on hate speech. The Government believed that criminalising
such conduct would act as a deterrent and discourage persons from expressing such views.
The delegation alsoated that theNational Action Plan to Combat Racism, Racial
Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intoleranees in the process of being finalized.

965 South Africa also received many recommendations on the elimination of
discrimination and violence agmst women. The Government remained concerned by the
continuation of this scourge and was endeavouring to improve the operation of the many
initiatives and programmes in existence, such as the work being carried out by the
Thuthuzela Care Centres and tBexual Offences Courts. A number of initiatives were
being undertaken in collaboration with NGOs which focused on better parenting and
involved fatherhood.

966. With regards to the rights of LGBTI persons, the delegation recalled the work of the
National Task Team, noting that this engagement between civil society, various
government departments as well as national human rights institutions was beginning to
yield results.

967. The delegation also highlighted that the Government was making important strides
by developing standard operating procedures, hosting national dialogues as well as training
of immigration officials.

968 Social cohesion, nation building and the prevention of sporadic attacks on foreign
nationals were high on the Governnisragendarad various InteMinisterial Task Teams

had been established to address this issue. Some of the challenges that were being
addressed included the implementation of South Adsi¢abour policies as they pertained
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to foreign nationals, the implementation thie laws that govern business licences, the
countryds border management and migration policies.

969 The delegation recalled questions received during the Working Group regarding the
Life Esidimeni incident and reported on the measures taken to implatmeninitial
recommendations by the Health Ombudsman to establish an Alternative Dispute Resolution
Process.

970. The delegation also indicated that South Africa welcomed recommendations
received to promote socEconomic rights and reiterated the Governtteecommitment to

the prepoor programmes. It noted progress made including the increase over the last 23
years of the social grants programme to poararnerable communities from2million

to 17 million people, as well as numerous measures takbrregards to education.

971 The delegation highlighted achievements in the area of health noting that, this year,
the White Paper on the National Health Insurance had been gazetted as a policy document.
The National Health Insurance was a health finapaystem that would seek to provide
access to quality health care services to all South Africans. Additionally, with 3.9 million
persons on antietrovirals South Africa had the biggest ARV programme in the world. The
country had also recently reached aakthrough pricing agreement on ARVs that would
accelerate the availability of the first affordable, generic, single pill HIV treatment regimen

in the public health sector.

972 Despite South Africd commitments and many legislative, policy and other
measires to achieve socialconomic, political rights for all, South Africa still struggled to
overcome the legacy of inequality. The delegation noted that September 2017 marked the
5th anniversary of the National Development Plan, which was the cdsnsgco-
economic development blueprint to tackle the challenges of poverty, unemployment and
inequality by 2030.

973 On the issue of National Human Rights Institutions, the delegation noted that the
Constitution had set up an array of independent institutidfith regards specifically to
recommendations made on the work of the South African Human Rights Commission
(SAHRC) the delegation indicated that the Government undertook regular cooperative
meetings with the Commission.

974, With regard to the Optional Biocol to the Convention against Torture, the
delegation indicated that before ratification could be achieved, an agreement on the
structure and the location of the National Preventive Mechanism needed to be reached

975 The delegation recalled ongoingats to combat human trafficking, including the
adoption of théPrevention and Combating of Trafficking in Persons Act. A Nationaldnter
Sectoral Committee on the Prevention and Combating of Trafficking in Persons had also
been established. The work beiogrried out was aligned to commitments made in the
United Nations Global Plan of Action to Combat Trafficking in Persons and to Sustainable
Development Goal 16.

976 The delegation stressed that South Africa remained fully committed to the
protection, ppmotion and enjoyment of human rights by all.
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Views expressed by Member and observer States of the Council on the review
outcome

977. During the adoption of the outcome of the review of South Africa, 16 delegations
made statements. The statementdefdelegations that were unable to deliver them owing
to time constrain®$ are posted on the extranet of the Human Rights Council, if uploaded.

978 Senegabtated that South Africa had developed economic, social and cultural

policies to consolidate theation. In this context, the national plan for development entitled

AVision 20300 had been recently adofsted. Senega
authorities to combat racism, xenophobia, intolerance and discrimination and, in this

regard, welcomed thenactment of the bill criminalizing hate speech.

979 Sierra Leone noted with interest that crimes committed against persons with
albinism would be prosecuted under the Prevention and Combating of Hate Crimes and
Hate Speech Bill of 2016 and encouragbefforts aimed at the protection of persons with
albinism. Sierra Leone encouraged South Africa to consider becoming a signatory to the
core conventions it was not currently a party to notably: the International Convention for
the Protection of All Perss from Enforced Disappearance (ICPEED) and the International
Convention for the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families (ICRMW).

980 Sri Lanka noted that South Africa had accepted 187 recommendations out of 243. It

welcomed commitments to human rights, and in particular, measures taken towards the

implementation of the Sustainable Development Agenda through a National Development

Pl an AVision 20300. It encouraged the Government
crimes, hate speech and racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance

through legal and policy measures that it had already embarked upon.

981 The Sudan commended developments such as the enactment of the Prevention and
Combating of Tafficking in Persons Act of 2013, as well as the adoption of the national
development plai2030 Vision and the drafting of a national action plan to combat racism,
racial discrimination, and xenophobia and related intolerance. It noted with appreciation
that South Africa had accepted the majority of the recommendations received.

982 Togo welcomed South Afriéa full participation in the UPR process and its renewed
commitment to continuing to protect and promote human rights in the country. Togo
commendedouth Africa for measures adopted to eliminate poverty and reduce inequalities
and encouraged South Africa to continue its efforts to combat hate speech and hate crimes.

983 Tunisia welcomed South Afriéa acceptance of the majority of the
recommendatios received and steps taken to promote economic and social rights, in
particular, the adoption of the national development plan Vision 2030 to combat poverty
and reduce inequality by 2030. Tunisia welcomed the adoption of specific laws to combat
torture, human trafficking and protect information.

984 Uzbekistan thanked South Africa for the updated information and comments
provided with regards to the UPR recommendations and commended the country for its
constructive participation in the UPR process. Uzbteki stated that the effective
implementation of the UPR recommendations would help to further strengthen the
protection of human rights in South Africa.

985 Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) stated that the sound social programs adopted by
South Africato reduce inequality and poverty reaffirmed the coustigetermination to

58 https://extranet.ohchr.org/sites/hrc/HRCSessions/RegularSessions/36thSession/Pages/default.aspx
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achieve the wellbeing of its people. It noted the increase in the budget for education and
significant progress in different areas related to health such as increase in lifeespect
and improvement in the mortality rates. It noted South Adsid@adership for the effective
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.

986. Albania commended South Africa for its constructive engagement with the
Councills meclanisms, including its standing invitation to the Special Procedures. Albania
appreciated the acceptance by South Africa of its recommendation on the ratification of the
Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture and encouraged the country to
continue on its positive path in upholding human rights, including by enhancing
implementation of its international obligations in its national legislation.

987. Algeria noted that South Africa had done much to combat racism, as reflected in the
draft nationalplan of action developed in this context. Algeria welcomed South A#rica
commitment at the regional and international levels to promote human rights for all. It
noted that South Africa had accepted most of the recommendations received during its third
UPR, including those made by Algeria related to combating sexual violence against
children and the fight against HIV/AIDS.

988 Azerbaijan commended the constructive engagement in and commitment of South
Africa to the UPR process. Azerbaijan congratulatedtls Africa for its continuous efforts

in the promotion and protection of human rights in the country, and commended the
institutionalized and committed approach the Government of South Africa with regards to
the implementation of the Sustainable Develophtgoals.

989 Belgium asked about concrete measures that would be adopted with regards to
strengthening the protection of LGBTI persons. It noted with regret that two
recommendations had not been accepted by South Africa, the first concerning the revisio
of the legislation on children in order to establish at 18 the minimum age for marriage for
boys and girls; and the second on the ratification of the 1954 Convention relating to the
Status of Stateless Persons and the 1961 Convention on the ReduBtatelessness.

990, Botswana noted the development of the education system with a view to increasing
access. It also noted the draft national action plan to combat racism, racial discrimination,
xenophobia and related intolerance aimed at providing & lhasithe development of a
comprehensive public policy against those scourges, and was confident it would be
finalised as planned.

991 China commended South Afridacceptance of recommendations received including
to continue promoting sustainable deymtwent, eradicating poverty and improving
peoplés living standards. China appreciated South Afsc@markable achievements in
breaking down racial barriers promoting equality and in protecting various rights of its
people. China also appreciated the iempéntation of the national development plan
Vision 2030.

992 Cobte divoire congratulated South Africa on the efforts made in favour of the
promotion and protection of human rights in the country. C@teile encouraged South
Africa to continue its efirts, in particular for the promotion of worsrrights, the rights of
the child and of vulnerable persons.

993 Cuba thanked South Africa for accepting its two recommendations related to
continuing the implementation of policies to reduce poverty angueldy; and advancing

the process for the adoption of the Prevention and Combating of Hate Crimes and Hate
Speech Bill. Cuba welcomed the active role played by South Africa in the international
debate on very relevant issues, such as the impact on hughas of the activities of
transnational corporations, in particular private military and security companies; and the
right to development.
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General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

994. During the adoption of the outcome of the review afut® Africa, 12 other
stakeholders made statements. The South African Human Rights Comntsgiviteo
messagefommended the Government for the significant progress achieved since the last
UPR. It supported recommendations on inequality, racism and kehip realisation of
sociceconomic rights, genddrased violence, hate crimes persons with disabilities, HIV
aids and childres rights. It reiterated recommendations for the ratification of outstanding
international instruments, including @PAT and ICRMW.

995 International Bar Association noted that South Africa had withdrawn its notice to
withdraw from the International Criminal Court but that the ANC had called for an African
Court to address international crimes which would exempt heads of Stateeniua
officials from prosecution. It called on the Government to adopt a hate speech law as
recommended, and to ratify ICRMW and facilitate a visit of the Special Rapporteur on
Racism.

996. International Lesbian and Gay Association noted with appreniathat the
Government had accepted all of the 7 recommendations on sexual orientation, gender
identity and expression and sex characteristics. It urged the state to support civil society
organizations on public education campaigns to combat hate speetchscaml
stigmatization of transgender and intersex people and to take measures to increase tolerance
and social inclusion.

997. Association for the Prevention of Torture noted that though South Africa had signed
the Optional Protocol to the Convention exgh Torture 10 years ago and, since then,
accepted recommendations to ratify that instrument, it had failed to do so. It hoped that it
would now give priority to ratification of GEAT and was encouraged by renewed interest
around the practicalities okiimplementation.

998 Swedish Association for Sexuality Education noted that this year marked the 20
anniversary of the Choice on Termination of Pregnancy Act. However, an estimated 50% of
abortions were still performed by illegal providers and alm08b of maternal deaths were

from unsafe abortions. It urged South Africa, through the implementation of its UPR
recommendations, to uphold the sexual and reproductive health and rights of all and that
place women and youth at the centre of the right fraductive justice.

999 Action Canada for Population and Development noted that many of the 243
recommendations made in this UPR cycle echoed recommendations made in the previous
cycles, notably on gendéased violence, HIV/AIDS, poverty, inequality amdcial
discrimination. The repeated commitments by South Africa to address these issues were
undermined by, among others, rampant extraction of the cdsntiatural resources by
multinational corporations, the political economy of aid which was the mof@ee of
colonialism, and corruption.

1000 Edmund Rice International Limited noted that South Africa had high rates of
genderbased violence and that statistics showed that only a fifth of perpetrators faced legal
action following a reported rape. It ilmdted that despite significant government
investment, the education system was highly dysfunctional. It recommended that the
Government reopen refugee offices and hire additional personnel.

1001 Amnesty International emphasized the need for a natiomategic plan on
combatting gendebased violence, and for urgent improvement of conviction rates and
justice for survivors. It welcomed the acceptance by South Africa of some of the
recommendations to reduce excessive use of force including through gdpalding. It
deeply regretted that more than five years after the killing of 34 striking miners and injury
of 70 others at Marikana the victims and their families were still awaiting justice.
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1002 Human Rights Watch urged South Africa to fulfii comméms made during its

third UPR cycle, including on the prevention of xenophobia and other forms of intolerance
and violence against women. It indicated that South Africa shotafiren its commitment

to the International Criminal Court. It noted recomuiatiions calling on South Africa to
prioritize implementing inclusive education for children with disabilities and indicated that
the Government should ensure that children with disabilities have access to quality basic
education.

1003 Rencontre Africaingour la défense des droits dadmme remained concerned by
the increase in violence, xenophobia, discrimination and intolerance against African
migrants in the country as well as the pillaging of their belongings and livelihoods. It called
on the governnm to launch an outreach campaign for tolerance. It noted the steady decline
in HIV infections. It encouraged South Africa to fight against corruption and sexual
violence as well as excessive use of force by the security forces.

1004 Villages Unis (Unitel Villages) congratulated South Africa for it full cooperation
with the mechanisms of the Human Rights Council. It encouraged South Africa in its
efforts to combat discrimination and violence against women and welcomed the clear
political will of the govenment to adopt concrete measures and take action against
xenophobia and racism.

1005 InternationalLawyers.org welcomed the Hate Crimes and Hate Speech Bill, noting
that South Afric& most prominent legacy was its struggle against racism and other forms
of discrimination. In this context, it urged South Africa to continue to pursue its role as a
global leader in support of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.

Concluding remarks of the State under review

1006 The President stated that bases the information provided out of 243
recommendations received, 187 enjoy the suppddboth Africga and 56 are noted.

1007. The delegation thanked the representatives of e States and civil society organizations
for their comments on the report, the ority of which had been supportive. Certain issues
raised related to areas where further action could be taken. On the issue of migrants,
refugees, asylurseekers and stateless persons, this was a complicated area that required
international cooperation dnburden sharing. South Africa strongly supported the
development of the global compacts on refugees and migrants to ensure the protection of
their human rights. The delegation stated that South Africa viewed the UPR mechanism as
an important tool for cogration and constructive engagement among states and all other
stakeholders. It remained committed to effectively implementing accepted
recommendations and would engage in consultations in this regard.

General debate on agenda item 6

1008 At the 27th meeting, on 22 September 2017, and at 2B meeting, on 2
September 201 the Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda item 6, during
which the following made statements:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Cofintiéni&®
(on behalf of thdnternational Organisation of rancophonie)China, Cuba, Egypt (also
on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Estéh{an behalf of the European Union),

59 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
60 Obsever of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Georgia, Iraq, Paraguay, Portugal (also on behaMngfola, Australia, Rhamas, Belgium,
Botswana, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, Ecuador, Fiji, Georgia, Haiti, Italy,
Mexico, Morocco the Netherlands, Norway, Paragudle Republic of Korea, Seychelles,
Slovenia, Thailand, Timekeste, Tunisia and UrugupyTunisia (#&s0 on behalf of the
Group of African States), United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b)  Representatives of observer StatAsmenia, Belize,GuineaBissau, Haiti,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Malawi, Maldives, Montenegro, MoroccamBa (also on
behalf ofAngola, Belze, GuineaBissau, MalawiMali, Marshall Islands and Mauritania
SwederiTurkey;

(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental organizatible; Commonwealth

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Africa
Culture Internationale; African Regional Agricultural Credit Association; Alliance Creative
Community Project; Alsalam Foundation; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in
Bahrain Inc; ANAJA (L&Eternel a répondu); Article 19 International Centre Agast
Censorship, The; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Frdi@eooul; ASSOCIATION
CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Association des étudiants tamouls de
France; Association of World Citizens; Association pour les Victimes Du Monde;
Association pour dntégration et le Développement Durable au Burundi; Association
Solidarité Internationale poudAfrique (SIA); Association Thendral; Canners International
Permanent Committee; Center for Environmental and Management Studies; Center for
Organisation Resedrcand Education; Colombian Commission of Jurists; Commission to
Study the Organization of Peace; Conseil International pour le soutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits déHomme; Ensemble contre la Peine de Mort; Federatie van
Nederlandse Verenigingetot Integratie Van HomoseksualiteiCOC Nederland; Health
and Environment Program (HEP); Indian Council of South America (CISA); Indigenous
People of Africa Coordinating Committee; International Association for Democracy in
Africa; International Buddisit Relief Organisation; International Educational Development,
Inc.; International Human Rights Association of American Minorities (IHRAAM);
International Humanist and Ethical Union (also on behalf of Alliance Defending Freedom;
Bahd International Commuity; Christian Solidarity Worldwide; European Humanist
Federation; International Association for Religious Freedom and International Fellowship
of Reconciliation) International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination IntermationatLawyers.Org Iragi Development OrganizatipnKhiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of TortureLe Pont Liberation L&bservatoire
Mauritanien des Droits déHomme et de la DémocratiMaarij Foundation for Peace and
DevelopmentMbororo Socialnd Cultural Development AssociatidDrganisation pour la
Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internationale
OCAPROCE InternationajePan African Union for Science and Technolpdrahar
Rencontre Africaine pour la daise des droits deghbmme Society Studies Centre
(MADA ssc), Tamil Uzhagam The Next Century Foundatipourner la pageUnited
Schools InternationalUnited Towns Agency for Nort&outh CooperatignUPR Infg
VAAGDHARA ; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspoilt; World Barua Organization (WBQ)
World Environment and Resources Council (WER@prld Muslim Congress

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Bahrain

1009 At the 22nd meeting,on 21 September 204, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/101 on theoutcome of the review ddahrain
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Ecuador

101Q At the 22nd meeting,on 21 September 2074, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/102 on theoutcome of the review dicuador

Tunisia

1011 At the 22nd meeting,on 21 September 201, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/103 on theoutcome of the review dfunisia

Morocco

1012 At the 23rd meeting,on 21 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision /104 on theoutcome of the review d¥lorocca

Indonesia

1013 At the 23rd meeting,on 21 September 2074, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/105 on theoutcome of the review dhdonesia

Finland

1014 At the 24th meeting,on 21 September 204, the Council adopted, without\ete,
decision &/106 on theoutcome of the review dfinland

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

1015 At the 24th meeting,on 21 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision 8/107 on theoutcome of the reviewf the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland

India

1016 At the 24th meeting,on 21 September 204, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision $/108 on theoutcome of the reviewf India

Brazil

1017 At the 24th meeting,on 21 Septembe 2017, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/109 on theoutcome of the reviewf Brazil.

Philippines

1018 At the 25th meeting,on 22 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision /1100n theoutcome of the reviewf the Plilippines

Algeria

1019 At the 25th meeting,on 22 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision /1110on theoutcome of the reviewf Algeria.

Poland

102Q At the 25th meeting,on 22 September 207, the Council adopted, without ate,
decision &/1120n theoutcome of the reviewf Poland
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Netherlands

1021 At the 26th meeting,on 22 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision $/1130n theoutcome of the reviewf the Netherlands

South Africa

1022 At the 26th meeting,on 22 September 207, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision $/1140n theoutcome of the reviewf South Africa

Extension of the mandate of the independent international faefinding mission on
Myanmar

1023 At the 41stmeeting,on 29 September 204, the Council adopted, without a vote,
decision &/115 on the Extension of the mandate of the independent international fact
finding mission on Myanmar
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VII.

Human rights situation in Palestine and other occupied Arab
territories

General debate on agenda item 7

1024 At the 2th and the 29thmeeting, on 5 September 204 the Human Rights
Council held a general debate on agenda item 7, during which the following made
statements:

(@) The representatives of the Syrian Arab Repubiit the State of Palestine, as
the States concerned;

(b) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Egypt
(also on behalf of the Group of Arab States§idnesia, Iraq, Nicaragéigalso on behalf of
Algeria, Bahrein, Bangladesh, Bolivia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, Indonesia, Malaysia,
Namibia, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, South Afriba, United Arab Emirates,
VenezuelaBolivarian Republic of) an&imbabwe), Nigeria, Pakist&f (also on behalf of
the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Qatar, Saudi Arabia, South Africa, Tunisia,
Tunisia (also on behalf of the Group of African States), United Arab Emirates, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of), Venezuela @Bvarian Republic of) (also on behalf of the Non
Aligned Movement)

(c) Representatives of observer Statesigeria, Angola, Bahrain, Chile,
Democratic Peoptis Republic of Korea, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Jordan, Kuwalit,
Lebanon, Libya, Malaysia, Maldés, Mauritania, Morocco, Namibia, Nicaragua, Oman,
Pakistan, Russian Federation, Senegal, Sudan, Turkey

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organizatitwe: Cooperation Council for
the Arab States of the Gulf;

(e Observers for nogovernmental orgamations:ADALAH - Legal Center for
Arab Minority Rights in Israel; Africa Culture Internationale; Agence pour les droits de
Ithomme; AtHaqg, Law in the Service of Man; Amuta for NGO Responsibility; Association
of World Citizens; BADIL Resource Center fBalestinian Residency and Refugee Rights;
B&hai B&ith (also on behalf of Coordinating Board of Jewish Organizations); Cairo
Institute for Human Rights Studies (also on behalf of Al Mezan Centre for Human Rights);
Commission of the Churches on InternatioA#fairs of the World Council of Churches;
Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Conseil International pour le soutien a des
procés équitables et aux Droits deldmme Defence for Children InternationaHuman
Rights WatchIndian Movement "Tupafmaru", International Association of Democratic
Lawyers (IADL); International Buddhist Relief Organisatjoimternational Federation for
Human Rights Leaguge#nternational Human Rights Association of American Minorities
(IHRAAM); International Organizatio for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations
InternationalLawyers.Org Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Tortyr®leezaan
Center for Human Rights Norwegian RefugeeCouncit Palestinian Center for
Development and Media Freedoms "MADAServas InternationalThe Palestinian Return

61 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
62 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and obseresr Stat
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Centre Ltd Union of Arab JuristsUnited Nations Watchwomerts Centre for Legal Aid
and CounselingWorld Jewish Congres$Vorld Muslim Cagress
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VIIl. Follow-up to and implementation of the Vienna Declaration and
Programme of Action

A. Panel

Annual discussion on the integration of a gender perspectitaroughout the work of
the Human Rights Council and that of its mechanisms

1025 At the 11th meeting, onl5 September 201 pursuant to Human Rights Council

resolution 6/30, the Council held the annual discussion on the integration of a gender

perspective, with a focus anh e t The umieersdl periodic review and the 2030 Agenda
forSustainable Devel opment: Achieve gender equalit)

1026 The United NationsHigh Commissioner for Human Rightsiade anopening
statement for the panéfhe Executive Director of the Gender Centre, Graduate of Institute
of International and Development Studies, Claire Somervillederated the discussion for
the panel.

1027. At the same meeting, the following panellists made stateméimts:Secretary
General of the Commission for Women in Jordan, Salma Nims; the Deputy Executiv
Director, International Division, Danish Institute for Human Rights, Eva Grambye; the
Executive Director of UPR Info, Roland Chauville; and the UNFPA Assistant
Representative of Malawi Country Office, United Nations Population Fund, Dorothy
Nyasulu.

1028. 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 questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of thenan Rights CouncilBelgium
(also on behalf of Luxembourg and the Netherlandpzil (also on behalf of the
Community of Portuguese Speaking Countrigdanadé&® (also on behalf of Australia,
Iceland, Liechtenstein, New Zealand, Norway and Switzer/aDlijle (also on behalf of
Argentina, Brazil, Colombia, Costa Rica, Guatemala, Mexico, Peru and Ujy&istgni&*
(also on behalf oDenmark, Finland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania, Norway and Swgden
Ethiopia, Pakistarf®> (also on behalf of the Organizatioof Islamic Cooperation)
Switzerland (also on behalf of Austria, Liechtenstein and Slovehiajisia &lsoon behalf
of the Group of African States)

(b)  Representatives of observer Statéahrain, Ireland;
(c)  Observer for an intergovernmental orgatima European Union;

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Global Alliance of National
Human Rights Institutions (GANHRI);

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsSwedish Federation of
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender RighRFSL (also on behalf ofnternational
Leshian and Gay AssociatipnTerre Des Hommes Federation Internationale (also on
behalf of Defence for Children International; Foundation ECPAT International (End Child

63 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
64 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
65 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on befidlfember and oberver States.
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Prostitution, Child Pornography and Traffiag in Children for Sexual Purposes) and Plan
International, Inc.)

1029 At the end of the first slot, at the same meeting, the panellists answered questions
and made comments.

1030 The following made statements during the second speaking slot:

(@) Represntatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Bangladesh, Botswana, Georgia, India, Qdthnited Arab Emirates

(b) Representatives of observer Staténgola, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria,Greece, Israeltaly, Maldives, Pakistar§ierraLeone,Spain Viet Nam

(c) Observer for an intergovernmental organization: International Development
Law Organization

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations:Action Canada for
Population and Development; CIVICUSNorld Alliance for Citizen Pdicipation (also on
behalf ofAssociation for Womeis Rights in Development (AWID) International Service
for Human RightsVerein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik.

1031 At the same meeting, the panellists answered questions and made concluding
remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 8

1032 At the 2%h meeting on 5 September 204, and at the 31stmeeting, on 26
September 201The Human Rights Council held a general debate on agenda item 8, during
which the following made statements:

(@) Representativesf States Members of the Human Rights CourBdlivia
(Plurinational State of), China olombig® (also on behalf of Argentina, Brazil, Chile,
Costa Rica, Mexico and UruguayBgypt (also on behalf of the Group of Arab States),
Estoni&” (also on behalf othe European Union), Ethiopia (also on behalftaly, Japan,
Mexico, Morocco and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Isldral,
Pakistaff (also on behalf of the Organization of Islamic Cooperation), Philippines, South
Africa, Switzerlaml (also on behalf of @lbania, Brazil, Colombia, Greece, Guatemala,
Mexico, Paraguay, Portugal and Uruglyalunisia (also on behalf of the Group of African
States), United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Repubjic of)

(b) Representatives of olrser States:Greece, lIsrael, Libya, Mozambique,
Namibia,Russian Federation

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsABC Tamil Oli; Action
Canada for Population and Development (also on behalf of Allied Rainbow Communities
International; Centefor Reproductive Rights, Inc., The; Centro de Estudios Legales y
Sociales (CELS) Asociacion Civil; European Humanist Federation; European Youth
Forum; Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van Homoseksualiteit
COC Nederland; Internation@lommission of Jurists; International Federation for Human
Rights Leagues; International HIV/AIDS Alliance; International Humanist and Ethical
Union; International Lesbian and Gay Association; International Planned Parenthood

66 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
67 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
68 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf ofiddée and observer States.
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Federation; IPAS; Medecins ddonde i International; Rutgers; Sonke Gender Justice
Network; Women Enabled; Womén International Democratic Federation and World
Young WomeiBs Christian Association); Alliance Creative Community Project; Alsalam
Foundation; Americans for Democracy & HumeRights in Bahrain Inc; ANAJA
(L&ternel a répondu); Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development; Association
A.M.OR; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Fraficamoul; ASSOCIATION
CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Association of World Citizens;
Associdion pour les Victimes Du Monde; Association poudintégration et le
Développement Durable au Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale @duqle

(SIA); Association ThendralCanners International Permanent Committee; Center for
Environmental ad Management Studies; Center for Organisation Research and Education;
Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy; Centro de Estudios Legales y Sociales
(CELS) Asociacion Civil (also on behalf of Penal Reform Internatioi@htro Regional

de Derechos Hummms y Justicia de Gener@ommission to Study the Organization of
Peace; Conectas Direitos Human@snseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJE@dnseil
International pour le soutien a des proces équitables et aux Droiidatarhe; European
Union of Publc RelationsHuman Security Initiative Organizatioimdigenous People of
Africa Coordinating Committee; International Association for Democracy in Africa;
International Humanist and Ethical Uniomternational Human Rights Association of
American Minorites (IHRAAM); International Organization for the Elimination of All
Forms of Racial Discrimination; InternatioAahwyers.Org; International Youth and
Student Movement for the United Nationgyentum e.V.; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for
Victims of Tortue; Le Pont; Liberation; @bservatoire Mauritanien des Droits de
I6Homme et de la Démocratie; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development; Mbororo
Social and Cultural Development AssociatioMeezaan Center for Human Rights;
Organisation Internationale pole Développement Intégral de la Femme; Organisation
pour la Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique
Internationale - OCAPROCE Internationale; Pan African Union for Science and
Technology; PrahaRresse Embleme Campagiercontre Africaine pour la defense des
droits de thomme; Servas InternationalSociety for Development and Community
EmpowermentTamil Uzhagam; Tourner la pagenited Nations Watch; United Schools
International; VAAGDHARA; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspdkit Victorious Youths
Movement; World Barua Organization (WBO); World Environment and Resources Council
(WERC); World Muslim Congress.

1033 At the 2%th meeting, orthe same daystatement in exercise of the right of replgs
made bytherepresentative ahe Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela
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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

Working Group of Experts on People of AfricanDescent

1034 At the 31st meeting, on 26 September 2017, the Chairpefatie Working Group
of Experts on People of African Descent, Sabelo Gumedze, presented the reports of the
Working Grop (A/HRC/36/60 and Add-R).

1035 At the same meeting, the representatives of Canada and Germany made statements
as the States concerned.

1036 Also at the same meeting, a representative of the German Institute for Human Rights
made a statement.

1037 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, the following made
statements and asked the Chairperson of the Working Group questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Botswan Brazil, CubaEcuador, Nigeria, Tunisiao( behalf of
the Group of African States), United States of America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic

of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Azerbaijan, Benin, Italy, Kenya, Libya,
Mexico;

(c) Observer for aintergovernmental organization: European Union;

(d) Observers for noigovernmental organizations: Comité International pour le
Respect et@pplication de la Charte Africaine des Droits deldmme et des Peuples
(CIRAC); Commission africaine des promotewtte la santé et des droits dhoinme;
Commission of the Churches on International Affairs of the World Council of Churches;
Espace Afrique International; International Organization for the Elimination of All Forms
of Racial Discrimination; Internationa¥outh and Student Movement for the United
Nations; Internationalawyers.Org; Minority Rights Group.

1038 At the same meeting, the Chairperson of the Working Group answered questions and
made his concluding remarks.

B. General debate on agenda item 9

1030. At the 32nd meeting, on 26 September 2017, the Human Rights Council held a
general debate on agenda item 9, during which the following made statements:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council:
Bangladesh, Brazil, Brazil (alssmdehalf of Argentina, Chile, Guatemala, Haiti, Mexico,
Peru and Uruguay), @, Cuba, Ecuador, Egyptr{ behalf of the Group of Arab States),
Estonigf® (also on behalf of the European Union, Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Georgia, Liechtenstein, Montegr®, the Republic of Moldova, Serbia, the former Yugoslav

69 Observer of the Human Rights Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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Republic of Macedonia, Turkey and Ukraine), Iraq, PakiStéaso on behalf of the
Organization of Islmic Cooperation), Tunisiao( behalf of the Group of African States),
Venezuela (Bolivarian Regblic of), Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) (also on behalf of
the NonAligned Movement);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Greece,
Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel, Libya, Mexico, Pakistan, Russian Federationa Sierr
Leone, Turkey, Ukraine;

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: ABC Tamil Oli; Africa
Culture Internationale; Alliance Creative Community Project; Alsalam Foundation;
Americans for Democracy & Human Rights in Bahrain Inc; Amuta for NGO
Respondiility; ANAJA (L &ternel a répondu); AsiaBurasian Human Rights Forum;
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Frantamoul; ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE
DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Association des étudiants tamouls de France; Association
of World Citizens; Associatio pour les Victimes Du Monde; Association podintégration
et le Développement Durable au Burundi; Association Solidarité Internationale pour
[GAfrique (SIA); Association Thendral; Center for Environmental and Management Studies;
Center for OrganisatioResearch and Education; Commission africaine des promoteurs de
la santé et des droits déhdmme; Conseil International pour le soutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits dé8Homme; European Centre for Law and Justice, The / Centre
Europeen pour le dilp les Justice et les droits ddhdmme; European Union of Public
Rel ati ons; I ndian Counci l of Sout h Amer.
Indigenous People of Africa Coordinating Committee; International Association for
Democracy in Africa; Intenational Buddhist Relief Organisation; International Educational
Development, Inc.; International Human Rights Association of American Minorities
(IHRAAM); International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism
(IMADR); International Orgarzation for the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination; International Youth and Student Movement for the United Nations (also on
behalf of Action internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des Grands
Lacs; African DevelopmenAssociation; Association Dunenyo; Comité International pour
le Respect etdhpplication de la Charte Africaine des Droits deldmme et des Peuples
(CIRAC); Commission africaine des promoteurs de la santé et des droithodenle;
Espace Afrique Internativa | ; Gl obal Action on Aging; I
International Association Against Torture; International Association of Democratic
Lawyers (IADL); International Federation for the Protection of the Rights of Ethnic,
Religious, Linguistic & OtheMinorities; International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination; Internationbwyers.Org; iuventum e.V.; Liberation;
Servas International and Tiye International); Internatidraabyers.Org; Iraqi Development
Organizatio; Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture; Le Pont; Liberation;
L&bservatoire Mauritanien des Droits déHdmme et de la Démocratie; Maarij
Foundation for Peace and Development; Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association; Meezaan Camtfor Human Rights; Organisation pour la Communication en
Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internatich@€APROCE
Internationale; Organization for Defending Victims of Violence; Pan African Union for
Science and Technology; Pasunfdiaayagam Foundation; Prahar; Rencontre Africaine
pour la defense des droits dadmme; Servas International; Sikh Human Rights Group;
Society for Development and Community Empowerment; Stichting International Center for
Ethnobotanical Education, Researéh Service; Tamil Uzhagam; The Next Century
Foundation; The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd; Tourner la page; United Nations Watch;
United Schools International; VAAGDHARA; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik;

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

158

ca

ndi

(Cl S¢#

an Mo



A/HRC/36/2

World Barua Organization (WBO); World Environmeatd Resources Council (WERC);
World Jewish Congress; World Muslim Congress.

104Q At the 32nd meeting, on 27 September 2017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representatives of Armenia, Azerbaijan, China, Cuba and the
RussiarFederation.

1041 Also at the same meeting, statements in exercise of the second right of reply were
made by the representatives of Armenia and Azerbaijan.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals
Mandate of the Working Group of Experts on Peopleof African Descent

1042 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representatives of Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolufdHRC/36/L.16
sponsored byunisia (on behalf of the Group of African Statasylco-sponsored byaiti

and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofSubsequentlyBolivia (Plurinational State of),
Brazil, Canada, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Cuba, the Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Greece,
Honduras, Panama, the Republic of Korea and the formevstaxg Republic of Macedonia
joined the sponsors.

1043 At the same meeting, the representativeaifia (on behalf of the member States of
the European Union that are members of the Human Rights Coumadye a general
comment in relation to the draft dation.

1044 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 draft resolution.

1045 At the ame neeting, the representativid the United States of Americamadea
statement in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resoluatibis.
statementthe representative of tHegnited States of Americdisassociated the delegation
from the consensus on the draft resolution

1046 Also & the same meeting, the draft resolution was adoptdwutita vote (resolution
36/23).

From rhetoric to reality: a global call for concrete action against racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and relaked intolerance

1047 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Tunisia (on behalf
of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.17/Rev.1,
sponsored by Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of African Statesy@sdonsored b¢hile,

China, Cuba, Ecuador, Haitind Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)Subsequently,
Bolivia (Plurinational State ofthe Philippines, Thailand and Turkégined the sponsors.

1048 At the same meeting, the representativekatfia (on behalf of themember States

of the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights Cogn&iWwitzerlandand

the United States of Americamade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in
relation to the draft resolution.

1049 Also at the sameneeting, at the re@st of the representative thfe United States of
Americg a recorded vote was taken on the draft resolution. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana, Brazil, Burundi,
China, CongoCéte divoire, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
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Ghana, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Mongolia, Nigeria,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, South Africa,
Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Venezuela (Bafian Republic of)

Against
Albania, Germany, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining
Belgium, Croatia, Georgia, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Netherlands, Portugal,
Republic of Korea, Slovenia

1050 Draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.17/Rev.1was adopted by32 votesto 5, with 10
abstentions (resolution 36/24).

1051 At the same meeting, the representativehef Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela
made a statement in explanation of vote after the votegandral comments in relation to
all draft proposals adopted under agenda Bem
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Technical assistance and capacitiuilding

Enhanced interactive dialogue on technical assistance and capaeity
building for human rights in the Democratic Republic ofthe Congo

1052 At the 33rd meeting, on 26eptember 2017, pursuant to Human Rights Council
resolution 33/29 the United Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights
presented the report tfe High Commissioner atine situation of human rights siti@n in

the Democratic Republic of the Conigjothe electoral context (A/HRC/36/34).

1053 Also at the same meeting, the following presenters made statements: the Minister of
Human Rights of the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Marige Mushobekwa; the
Special Representative of the Secretagneral in the Democratic Republic of the Congo
and the Head of the United Nations Organization Stabilization Mission in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo, Maman Sidikou; the Commissioner for Political Affairthef
African Union, Cessouma Minata Samate; and the Chairperson of the Congolese
Association for Access to Justice, Georges Kapiamba.

1054 During the ensuing discussiont the 34thmeeting, on 27 September 20Q1lihe
following made statements and asked Ereputy High Commissioner for Human Rights
and presenterguestions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Belgium,
Botswana, China, Egypt, Germany, Netherlands, Portugal, Switzerland, Tunisia (on behalf
of the African Group),United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America;

(b) Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Angola, Canada, Congo,
Czechia, France, Greece, Ireland, Morocco, Mozambique, Sudan, Sweden (also on behalf
of Denmark, EstoniaFinland, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania and Noryayganda, Holy See;

(c) Observer for a United Nations entity, specialized agency and related
organization: United Nations ChildrénFund;

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

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizationsAfrican Development
Association; Amnesty International; Espace Afrique International; Human Rights Watch;
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; International Federation of ACAT
(Action by Chrigians for the Abolition of Torture); Internationbhwyers.Org; Rencontre
Africaine pour la defense des droits deimme.

1055 At the same meeting, the presenters answered questions and made their concluding
remarks.

1056 Also & the same meeting, theeputy High Commissioner for Human Rights
answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue on cooperation and assistance to Ukraine in the
field of human rights

1057. At the 33rd meeting, on 26 September 2017, pursuant to HuriggrtsRCouncil

resolution 35/3], the Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights provided an oral
update on the situation of human rights in Ukraine.
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1058 At the same meeting, the Deputy Minister for Foreign Affairs of Ukraine, Sergiy
Kyslytsya, made a stateent as the State concerned.

1059 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 33rd meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Deputy High Commissioner questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human RightacTioAlbania,
Croatia, Georgia, Germany, Hungary, Japan, Latvia, Netherlands, Slovenia, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of observer States: Australia, Austria, Azerbaijdgarizy
Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Iceland, Ireland, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Russian Federation,
Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Turkey;

(c) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: a@tas Internationalis
(International Confederation of Catholic Charities); Human Rights House Foundation;
Human Rights Watch; Minority Rights Group; World Federation of Ukrainian Wésnen
Organizations.

1060 At the 33rd meeting, on the same day, the Dgpligh Commissioner for Human
Rights answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue on technical assistance and capacibuilding to
improve human rights in Libya

1061 At the 35th meeting, on 27 September 2017, pursuant toaHuRights Council
resolution 34/38 the United Nations Deputy High Commissioner for Human Rights
provided an oral update on the situation of human rights in Libya.

1062 At the same meeting, the Head of the Human Rights, Transitional Justice and Rule
of Law Division of the United Nations Support Mission in Libya, Matilda Bogner, made a
statement.

1063 Also at the same meeting, the representative of Libya made a statement as the State
concerned.

1064 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 35tkd 8&6th meetings, on 27
September 2017, the following made statements and asked the Deputy High Commissioner
for Human Rights questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: China,
Egypt, Egypt (also on behalf of the Group Afab States), Hungary, Netherlands,
Portugal, Qatar, Tunisia, Tunisia (also on behalf of the Group of African States), United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America;

(b)  Representatives of observer 8t Algeria; Bahrain; Greece; Ireland; Italy;
Jordan; Mali; Malta; Spain; Sudan; Turkey; Ukraine;

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

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Amnesty International;
Article 19- International Centre Against Censorship, The; Cairo Institute for Human Rights
Studies; Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP); Human Rights Watch; Rencontre
Africaine pour la defense des droits deoimme.

1065 At the 36th meeting, on 27 September 20the Deputy High Commissioner for
Human Rights answered questions and made her concluding remarks.
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Interactive dialogue with a special procedures mandate holder

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Cambodia

1066 At the 34th meetng, on Z September 207, the Special Rapporteur on thituation
of human rightsn Cambodia, Rhona Smith, presented her report (A/HRC/36/61).

1067. At the same meeting, the representativ€€ambodiamadea statement as the State
concerned.

1068 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at g@memeeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(@) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Co@fgia,
Germany, Japan, Switzerland, Unit&ihgdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America;

(b) Representatives of observer Statkastralia, Czechia, France, Ireland, Lao
Peoplé Democratic Republic, Mexico, Myanmar, Thailand;

(c) Observer for a United Nations entity, smdized agency and related
organizationUnited Nations Childreis Fund;

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organizatiéaropean Union

(e Observers for noigovernmental organizationdrticle 19 - International
Centre Against Censorship, The; Asid@orum for Human Rights and Development;
Human Rights Watch; International Catholic Child Bureau; International Commission of
Jurists; International Federation for Human Rights Leagues; La@nRights Watch
Canada; World Organisation Against Torture.

1069 At the 34h meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur answered questions
and made her concluding remarks.

Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in Somalia

1070 At the 35th meeting, on 27 September 2017, the Independent Expertsitustion
of human rights in Somalia, Bahame Nyanduga, presented his report (A/HRC/36/62).

1071 At the same meeting, the representative of Somalia made statement as the State
concerned.

1072 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at agne meetingon the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Independent Expert questions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: Botswana,
Egypt, Egypt (also on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Germany, United Arab
Emirates United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America;

(b) Representatives of observer States: Australia, France, Ireland, Italy,
Mozambique, Qatar, Sudan, Turkey, Yemen;

(c) Observer for a United Nations entity, specialized ageand related
organization: United Nations ChildrénFund,;

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

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: East and Horn of Africa
Human Rights Defenders Project; Human Rights Watctterhational Educational
Development, Inc.; International Federation of Journalists; Rencontre Africaine pour la
defense des droits dénbmme.
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1073 At the 33h meeting, on the same day, the Independent Eqpsiered questions
and made his concludingmarks.

Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in the Sudan

1074 At the 36th meeting, on 27 September 2017, the Independent Expert on the situation
of human rights in the Sudan, Aristide Nononsi, presented his report (A/HRC/36/63).

1075 At the same meeting, the representative of Sudan made a statement as the State
concerned.

1076 During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 36th meeting, on the same day, the
following made statements and asked the Independent Expert questions:

(@) Represetatives of States Members of the Human Rights Council: China,
Cuba, Egypt (also on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Ethiopia (also on behalf of
Djibouti, Kenya, Somalia, South Sudahge Sudan and Uganda), Germany, Iraq, Qatar,
Slovenia, Switzerland, Unisia (also on behalf of the Group of African States), United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(b) Representatives of observer States: Algeria, Bahrain, Dextio Peoplés
Republic of Korea, Eritrea, France, Libya, Nicaragua, Somalia, South Sudan;

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

(d) Observers for nogovernmental organizations: Christian Solidarity
Worldwide; East and Hormf Africa Human Rights Defenders Project; Eastern Sudan
Women Development Organization; Human Rights Watch; International Federation for
Human Rights Leagues; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development; Rencontre
Africaine pour la defense des droits deimme; Society Studies Centre (MADA ssc).

1077 At the 36th meeting, on the same day, theéependent Expednswered questions
and made his concluding remarks.

Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in the Central African Republic

1078 At the 3@h meeting, on 2Beptember 204, the Independent Expert on the situation
of human rights in the Central African Republic, MarFieérese Keita Bocoum, presented
herreport (A/HRC/36/64).

1079 At the same meeting, the representativethaf Central Afrcan Republicmadea
statement as the State concerned.

108Q During the ensuing interactive dialogw,the 36h meeting on27 September 2017
and at the 37th meeting, on 28 September 20t/ following made statements and asked
the Independent Expert gstions:

(&) Representatives of States Members of the Human Rights CoBedgium,
China, Egypt Germany, Netherlands, Portugal, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b) Representatives of observeBtates: Algeria, Angola, France, Gabon,
Luxembourg, Morocco, Mozambique, Spain, Ukraine;

(c) Observer for a United Nations entity, specialized agency and related
organizationUnited Nations Childreis Fund

(d) Observes for intergovernmental organizatisn European Union,
International Organization of la Francophonie;
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(e) Observers for nowgovernmental organizationsAmnesty International;
Defence for Children International; Human Rights Watch; International Federation for
Human Rights Leagues; Internata Organization for the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination; World Evangelical Alliance (also on behalf of Caritas
Internationalis (International Confederation of Catholic Charities)).

1081 At the 3%h meeting, on the same day, timelepenént Expertanswered questions
and madéherconcluding remarks.

General debate on agenda item 10

1082 At the 37th meeting, on 28 September 201fie United Nations Deputy High
Commissioner for Hman Rights presentedountry reports of the Office of theligh
Commissioner and the Secret#®gneral submitted under agenda items 2 and 10
(AJHRC/36/32, AIHRC/36/33, AIHRC/36/65).

1083 Also at the same meetinthe representatives of Cambaodi@eorgiaand Yemen
made statements as the States concerned.

1084 At the 3rth and the 38thmeeting, on 28 September 204, the 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 CoBuatilia
(Plurinational $ate of), Brazil, China, Cutia, Cuba (also on behalf of Algeria, Angola,
Antigua and Bdruda, Bahrain, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State &yundi, Chad,
China, Comoros, the Congo, the Democratic Repubfi the Congo, theDemocratic
Peoplés Repblic of Korea, Djibouti,Dominica, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Eitrea, Ethiopia, Guine8issau,Haiti, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, the Lao PedsleDemocrtic Republic, Lebanon, Libya,
Mauritania, M@ambique, Myanmar, Nabia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, the
Philippines, Qatar, the Russian Federation, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Saudi Arabia,
Somalia, South Africa, South Sudan, Sudan, Suriname, the Syrian Arab Republic,
Tajikistan, Timor-Leste, Tuisia, the United Arab Emirateghe United Republic of
TanzaniaVenezuela (Bolivarian Republic ofyjet Nam, Yemen Zimbabweand the State
of Palesting Egypt, Estonia (also on behalf of the European Union), Germany, Ghana,
Hungary, Icelanddlso on behalf of Australjgdustrig, Belgium, Bulgarig CanadaCroatig
Cyprus Czecha, Denmark Estonia Finland France Georgia Germany Greece Ireland
Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein Lithuanig Luxembourg Malta, Moldova, Montenegro the
Netherland, Norway, Poland Portuga] Romania Slovakia Slovenia Spain Sweden
Switzerland the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedoni#raing the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and tbaited Statesof America), India, Indonesia
Japan Latvia Morocco (also on behalf of the International Organization of la
Francophonig Nicaraguaalsoon behalf oBolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba, Ecuador
and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic offaraguaySaudi Arabia Tunisia (alsoon behalf
of the Groupof African States)Ukraine (also on behalfof Albania, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Georgia, Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Loxemb
Malta, Montenegro, the Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal, the Republic of Moldova,
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, Turkey, the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of Ameridajted Arab Enrates
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelandnited States of America
Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic ¢f)
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(b) Representatives of observer StatAfgeria, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Belarus,
Belize (also on behalf of Angola, Guin&ssau, Malj Malawi, Marshall Islands,
Mauritania and Samoa), Bulgaria, Cambodia, Democratic P&@oplepublic of Korea,
Denmark, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Honduras, Lithuania, Malaysia, Maldives,
Marshall Islands, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Republic of Mold®R@mania, Samoa,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Turkey, Ukraine;

(c) Observer fora United Nations entity, specialized agenapd related
organizationUnited Nations Childreis Fund;

(d)  Observer foran intergovernmental ganization Cooperation Council for the
Arab States of the Gulf;

(e) Observers for nogovernmental organization&BC Tamil Oli; Al Zubair
Charitable Foundation; Alsalam Foundation; Americans for Democracy & Human Rights
in Bahrain Inc; Amnesty Internatial; Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Franco
Tamoul; ASSOCIATION CULTURELLE DES TAMOULS EN FRANCE; Association des
étudiants tamouls de France; Association of World Citizens; Associationgmtégtation
et le Développement Durable au Burundi; Asatioh Solidarité Internationale pour
[GAfrique (SIA); Bahd International Community; Cairo Institute for Human Rights
Studies; Center for Organisation Research and Education; Centre for Human Rights and
Peace Advocacy; Conseil de jeunesse pluricultu(€i®@JEP); Conseil International pour le
soutien a des procés équitables et aux Droits Gdemime; Eastern Sudan Women
Development Organization; Egyptian Organization for Human Rights; Human Rights Now;
Human Rights Watch; Indian Council of South America§&); Indian Movement "Tupaj
Amaru”; International Buddhist Relief Organisation; International Federation for Human
Rights Leagues; International Lesbian and Gay Association; International Organization for
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discriminati; Iragi Development Organization;
Lawyer® Rights Watch Canada (also on behalf of Lawyers for Lawyers); Le Pont;
Liberation; Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development; Mbororo Social and Cultural
Development Association; Minority Rights Group; Orgati@apour la Communication en
Afriqgue et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internation@€APROCE
Internationale; Prahar; Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des droftmderie; Save the
Children International (also on behalf of Action corlaefaim; Care International; Relief
International); Society Studies Centre (MADA ssc); Tamil Uzhagam; The Next Century
Foundation; Tourner la page; United Nations Watch; Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik.

1085 At the 38th meeting, on 28eptembeR017, statements in exercise of the right of
reply were made by the representativeBalfirain, Philippines and the Russian Federation.

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Technical assistance and capacitpuilding in the field of human rights in the Central
African Republic

1086 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representatives of Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/3&Rel/.1,
sponsored by Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of AfriGtates) and ceponsored by
Belgium, France, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Monaco and Sgaibhsequently,
Argentina, Austria, Brazil, Canada, Croatia, Czechia, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Greece,
Indonesia, Japan, Latvia, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegine Netherlands, Norway,
Poland, Portugal, the Republic of Korea, Romania, Slovakia, Sweden, Switzerland,
Thailand, Turkey, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the
United States of Americ@ined the sponsors.
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1087. At the same meting, the representative dlnisia (on behalf of the Group of
African Statesprally revised the draft resolution.

1088 Also & the same meeting, the representativbLatvia (on behalf of the Ewpean
Union) andthe United States of Americaadegenaal comment in relation to the draft
resolutionas orally revised

1089 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 buddemplications of the draft resolution.

1090 At the same meeting, the draft resolutias orally revisedvas adopted without a
vote (resolution 36/).

Technical assistance and capacitpuilding to improve human rights in the Sudan

1091 At the 42nd meetig, on 29 Setember 2017, the representatofeT unisia (on behalf

of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.19, sponsored by
Tunisia (on behalf of the Group of African States) angponsored b¥gypt (on behalf of

the Group of Arab States), Qatarthe Sudan and thénited States of America
SubsequentlyJapan,Norway and the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland pined the sponsors.

1092 At the same meeting, the representatives of Egypt (on behalf of the Gfd\rab
States) and th&nited States of Americenade general comments in relation to the draft
resolution.

1093 Also at the same meeting, the representative oStidanmade a statement as the
State concerned.

1094 In accordance with rule 153 of tiheles 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.

1095 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted withoudte (resolution
36/26).

Assistance to Somalia in the field of human rights

1096 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the represestati$@maliaandthe
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irelamatroduced draft resolution
A/HRC/36L.23, sponsored by Somalia atke United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland andco-sponsored byAustralia, Austria, Belgium, Cyprus, Denmark,
Ethiopia, France, Germany, Hungary, Iceland, Italy, Kenya, Luxembourg, Malta,
Montenegro,the Netherlands, Poland, Romania, Spaite Sudan, Sweden, Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Turkey, Ukraamal theUnited States of America
Subsequently,Bosnia and Herzegovina, Canada, Croatia, Czechia, Estonia, Finland,
Georgia, Greece, Indorias Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Maldives, New Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Qatar, the Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Switzerland and Thgiéamet the
Sponsors.

1097 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attentionof the Human Rights Council was drawn to the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

1098 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/27).
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Enhancement of technical coopergon and capacity-building in the field of human
rights

1099 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 Sember 2017, the representatieé Thailand
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.28, sponsored by Brazil, Honduras, Indonesia,
Morocco, Norway, Qatar, Singapor€hailand and Turkey ando-sponsored byAlbania,
Angola, Australia, Canada, Chile, Cyprus, Finland, France, Germany, Haiti, Hungary,
Iceland, Israel, Italy, Kenya, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Mexiece Netherlands,
Panama, Paraguay, Pette Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Sweden, the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonidaimor-Leste and Ukraine Subsequently,
Argentina, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, BulgarCosta Rica, Croatia, Denmark, the Dominican
Republic, Egypt (on behalf of the Growd Arab States), El Salvador, Fiji, Georgia,
Greece, Ireland, Japan, Lithuania, Malawi, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Montenegro, the
Republic of Korea, Sri Lanka, Switzernthe United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Viet Najoined the sponsors.

110Q 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 adatimestand
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

1101 At the same meeting, the representativekatfiia (on behalf of themember States

of the European Unionthat are members of the Human Rights CoQreiild the United
States of Americanade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the
draft resolution.In his statementthe representative othe United States of America
disassociated the delegation from the ssrsus on preambular paragraplbf4he draft
resolutbn.

1102 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/28).

Promoting international cooperation to support national human rights follow-up
systems, processes and related mechanisms, and their contribution to the
implementation of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development

1103 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Paraguay
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/368R0, sponsored by Brazil and Paraguay ae
sponsored byAustralia, Belgium, BaVia (Plurinational State of), Bulgaria, Chile,
Colombia, Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, France, Georgia, Germany, Haiti, Honduras, lItaly,
Luxembourg, Mexico, Panama, Peru, Portutied,Republic of Korea, Romania, Slovenia,
Spain, Thailand, the former Yugosl®epublic of Macedonia, Turkethe United States of
America and Uruguay SubsequentlyAngola, Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Botswana, Canada, Costa Rica, Croatia, the Dominican Republic, El
Salvador, Fiji, Greece, Guatemala, Indi&teland, Malawi, Maldives, Mongolia,
Montenegro, the Netherlands, Sri Lanka and Switzefjlaineéd the sponsors.

1104 At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote (resolution
36/29).

Technical assistance and capacitpuilding in the field of human rights in the
Democratic Republic of the Congo

1105 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representatives of Tunisia (on
behalf of the Group of African States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.34/Rev.1,
sponsored by Tunigi(on behalf of the Group of African StateSubsequentlyindonesia,
Japarand Turkeyjoined the sponsors.
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1106 At the same meeting, the representativeTahisia (on behalf of the Group of
African Statesprally revisedthe draft resolution.

1107. Also at the same meeting, the representative ofkenocratic Republic of the
Congomade a statement as the State concerned.

1108 In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General Assembly, the
attention of the Human Rights Council was winato the estimated administrative and
programme budget implications of the draft resolution.

1109 At the ame meeting, the representativkthe United States of Americamadea
statement in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draftities as orally
revised.

1110 Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representativeldriited States of
Americg a recorded vote was taken on the draft resolution as orally revised. The voting
was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, BangladeshBelgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Botswana,
Brazil, Burundi, China, Congo, Cétédoire, Croatia, Cuba, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iraq, Japan, Kenya, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Mongolietherlands, Nigeria,
Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,
Slovenia, South Africa, Switzerland, Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Against
United States of America

Abstaining
Republic of Korea

1111 Draft resolutionA/HRC/36/ L.34/Rev.1 was adopted byl5 votesto 1, with 1
abstentior(resolution 36/3

Human rights, technical assistance and capacitipuilding in Yemen

1112 At the42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Egypt (on behalf
of the Group of Arab States) introduced draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.8, sponsored by
Egypt (on behalf of the Group of Arab StateSubsequentlyAustralia, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czechia, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Greece,
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, the
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden
and Svitzerlandjoined the sponsors.

1113 At the same meeting, the representativEgyptorally revised the draft resolution.

1114 Also & the same meeting, the representativiethe NetherlandsSaudi Arabiathe
United Arab Emirates, thenited Kingdom ofGreat Britain and Northern Irelarahd the
United States of Americanade general commenin relation to the draft resolution as
orally revised.

1115 At the same meeting, the representative¥efmenmade a statement as the State
concerned.

1116 In accodance 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 draft resolutidie Chief of the Programme
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Support and Masgement Services of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights made a statement in relation to the budgetary implications of the draft
resolution.

1117 At the same meeting, the draft resolutias orally revisedvas adopted withdua
vote (resolution 36/31).

Advisory services and technical assistance for Cambodia

1118 At the 42nd meeting, on 29 September 2017, the representative of Japan introduced
draft resolution A/HRC/36/L.21, sponsored by Japan

1119 Atthe same meeting, thiepresentative ofaparorally revised the draft resolution.

1120 Also & the same meeting, the representativettef United States of America
introduced an oral amendmentth® draft resolutioms orally revised

1121 At the same meeting, the represtivies of Japan and.atvia (on behalf of the
member States of thEuropean Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights Council
madegeneral commeasin relation to the draft resolution as orally revisedl the proposed
oral amendment

1122 Also at the sme meeting, the representative@imbodiamade a statement as the
State concerned.

1123 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 draft resolutidihe Chief of the Programme
Support and Management Services of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner
for Human Rights made a statement in relation to the budgetary implications of the draf
resolution.

1124 At the same meeting, the Council took actiortt@oral amendment

1125 Also & the same meeting, the representativetatfia (on behalf of themember
States of theEuropean Unionthat are members of the Human Rights CodQnaihd
Switzerlandmade statements in explanation of vote before the vote in relatite toral
amendment

1126 At the same meeting, at the request of the representatidapafy a recorded vote
was taken omthe oralamendment. The voting was as follows:

In favour.
Albania, Belgium, Croatia, Germany, Hungary, Latvia, Netherlands,
Portugal, Slovenia, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America

Against

Bangladesh, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Burundi, Chidango, Cuba,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, India, Indoneslapan,Kenya, Kyrgyzstan,
Mongolia, Panama, ParaguayPhilippines, South Africa, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of)

Abstaining

Botswana,Brazil, Coéte divoire, Ethiopia, Georgia, Ghana,lraq, Nigeria,
Qatar, Republic of Korea, Rwand&audi Arabia, Togo, Tunisia United
Arab Emirates,

1127 Oral anendment was rejected bg totes to D, with 15abstentions.
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1128 At the same meeting, the representativahef United States of Americamadea
statanent in explanation of vote before the vote in relation to the draft resohsionally
revised.

1129 Also a the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted as orally revised without
a vote (resolution 36/32).

1130 At the same meeting, the repretsgive of Latvia on behalf of thenember States of
the European Uniorthat are members of the Human Rights CoQnuoihdea statement in
explanation of vote after the vote agdneral comments in relation to all draft proposals
adopted under agenda itemgeneral comment under agenda item 10.
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Annex |

Attendance

Members

Albania
Bangladesh
Belgium
Bolivia
(Plurinational
State of)
Botswana
Brazil
Burundi
Congo
Cote divoire
Croatia
Cuba
China
Ecuador
Egypt
El Salvador
Ethiopia
Georgia

Germany
Ghana
Hungary
India
Indonesia
Iraq

Japan
Kenya
Kyrgyzstan
Latvia
Mongolia
Netherlands
Nigeria
Panama
Paraguay
Philippines
Portugal
Qatar
Republic of Korea

Rwanda

Saudi Arabia

Slovenia

South Africa

Switzerland

Togo

Tunisia

United Arab
Emirates

United Kingdom of
Great Britain and
Northern Ireland

United States of
America

Venezuela
(Bolivarian
Republic of)

States Members of the United Nations represented by observers

Algeria
Andorra
Angola

Antigua and Barbuda

Argentina
Armenia
Australia
Austria
Azerbaijan
Bahamas
Bahrain
Belarus
Belize
Benin
Bosnia and
Herzegovina
Brunei Darussalam
Bulgaria
Burkina Faso
Cambodia
Cameroon
Canada
Cabo Verde

Central African Republic

Chad

Chile

Colombia

Comoros

Costa Rica

Cyprus

Czechia

DemocraticPeoplés
Republicof Korea

Democratic Republic of
theCongo

Denmark

Djibouti

Dominica

Dominican Republic

Equatorial Guinea

Eritrea

Estonia

Fiji

Finland

France

Gabon

Gambia

Greece
Guatemala
Guinea
GuineaBissau
Haiti
Honduras
Iceland
Iran (Islamic Republic of)
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Jamaica
Jordan
Kazakhstan
Kuwait
Lao Peoplé Democratic
Republic
Lebanon
Lesotho
Liberia
Libya
Liechtenstein
Lithuania
Luxembourg
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Madagascar
Malawi
Malaysia
Maldives
Mali

Malta
Marshall Islands
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mexico
Monaco
Montenegro
Morocco
Mozambique
Myanmar
Namibia
Nepal

New Zealand
Nicaragua
Niger
Norway

Non-Member States represented by observers

Holy See

State of Palestine

United Nations

Food and Agriculture Organization of the

United Natons

United Nations Childreis Fund

Specialized agencies and related organizations

Pakistan

Peru

Poland

Republic of Moldova

Romania

Russian Federation

Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines

Samoa

San Marino

Senegal

Serbia

Seychelles

Sierra Leone

Singapore

Slovakia

Solomon Islands

Somalia

South Sudan

Spain

Sri Lanka

Sudan

Suriname

Swaziland

Sweden

Syrian ArabRepublic

Tajikistan

Thailand

the former Yugoslav Republic
of Macedonia

Timor-Leste

Turkey

Turkmenistan

Uganda

Ukraine

United Republic of Tanzania

Uruguay

Uzbekistan

Viet Nam

Yemen

Zambia

Zimbabwe

United Nations Development Programme

International Fund for Agricultural Development
United Nations Population Fund

International Organization for Migration

Intergovernmental organizations

African Union

Commonwealth Secretariat

Gulf
European Union

Other entities

International Development Law Organization
Cooperation Council for Arab States of the International Organization of la Francophonie
Organization of Islamic Cooperation

International Committee of the Red Cross
Sovereign Military Order of Malta
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National human rights institutions, international coordinating
committees and regional groups of national institutions

Arab Network for National Human Rights

Institutions

Burundi Independent National Human Rights

Commission
CNIDH

Commission nationale des droits dedmme

de Mauritanie

Commission on Human Rights of the
Philippines

Conseil national des droits d#bmme

Conseil national des Driside 6Homme du

Maroc
Danish Institute for Human Rights
Defensoria del Pueblo de Ecuador

Non-governmental organizations

"Coup de Pousse" Chaine d@&dpoir
Nord-Sud ( C.D.PC.E.N.S)

ACT Alliance - Action by Churches
Together

Action Canada for Population and
Development

Action internatiomle pour la paix et le
développement dans la région des
Grands Lacs

Action pour la protection des droits de
Ithomme en Mauritanie

Africa Culture Internationale

African Development Association

African Regional Agricultural Credit

Association

AfricanrAmerican Society for
Humanitarian Aid and Development

Agence Internationale pour le
Developpement

Al Baraem Association for Charitable
Work

Al Zubair Charitable Foundation

Al-Hakim Foundation

Al-Haq, Law in the Service of Man

Al-khoei Foumlation

Alliance Defending Freedom

Alliance Globale contre les Mutilations

Génitales Féminines

Alsalam Foundation

American Association of Jurists

Americans for Democracy & Human

Rights in Bahrain Inc

Amnesty International

Equality and Human Rights Commission
Finnish Human Rights Centre/NHRI
National Human Rights Commission of Nigeria
National Human Rights Commission, India
NationalHuman Rights Committee Qatar
National Human Rights Council
National Human Rights Council of the Kingdom of
Morocco
Office of the Commissioner for Human Rights
Portugal: Provedor de Justica
Qatar National Human Right Committee
Indonesian National Comssion on
Human Rights (Komnas HAM)

Amuta for NGO Responsibility

Arab Organization for Human Rights

Article 19- International Centre Against
Censorship, The

Asia Pacific Forum on Women, Law and
Development

Asian Forum for Human Rights and
Development

Asian Legal Resource Centre

AsianEurasian Human Rights Forum

Asociacion Cubana de las Naciones
Unidas (Cuban United Nations
Association)

Aspafriquelics

Association "Paix" pour la lutte contre la
Contrainte etdnjustice

Association apprentissage sans frontieres

Association Bharathi Centre Culturel
FranceTamoul

Association Democratique des Femmes du
Maroc

Association des étudiants tamouls de France

Association du Développement et de la
Promotion de Droits déiomme

Association Dunenyo

Association for Defending Victims of Terrorism

Associatio for Progressive
Communications (APC)

Association for the Protection of Women and
Childrerts Rights (APWCR)

Association Internationale pouibalité des femmes

Association mauritanienne pour la promotion des droits

de bhomme
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Association Madtanienne pour la
promotion du droit

Association of World Citizens

Association pour les Victimes Du Monde

Association pourdntégration et le
Développement Durable au Burundi

Association Thendral

Association tunisienne de la santé de la
reprodiction

Auspice Stella

BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian
Residency and Refugee Rights

Beijing NGO Association for International
Exchanges

Business and Professional Women
Voluntary Organization Sudan

Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies

Cameroon Youths and Students Forum for
Peace

Canners International Permanent
Committee

Center for Environmental and
Management Studies

Center for Organisation Research and
Education

Center for Reproductive Rights, Inc., The

Centre catholige international de Genéve
(CCIG)

Centre de Documentation, de Recherche et
dénformation des Peuples Autochtones
(doCip)

Centre Europe Tiers Monde- Europe
Third World Centre

Centre for Human Rights and Peace
Advocacy

Centre pour le®roits Civils et Politiques

Centre CCPR

Chant du Guépard dans le Désert

Charitable Institute for Protecting Social
Victims, The

Child Development Foundation

Child Rights Connect

China Society for Human Rights Studies
(CSHRS)

Chinese Association fdnternational
Understanding

Christian Solidarity Worldwide

CIRID (Centre Independent de Recherches
et ddniatives pour le Dialogue)

CIVICUS - World Alliance for Citizen
Participation

Colombian Commission of Jurists

Comision Mexicana de Defenga
Promocién de los Derechos Humanos,

Asociacion Civil

Comité International pour le Respect@tdplication
de la Charte Africaine des Droits delbmme et
des Peuples (CIRAC)

Commission africaine des promoteurs de la santé et
des droits d lhomme

Commission of the Churches on International Affairs
of the World Council of Churches

Commission to Study the Organization of Peace

Commonwealth Human Rights Initiative

Conectas Direitos Humanos

Conseil de jeunesse pluriculturelle (COJEP)

Coneil International pour le soutien a des proces
équitables et aux Droits dé&Homme

Conselho Indigenista Missionario CIMI

Consortium for Street Children, The

Cultural Survival

Disability Organisations Joint Front

Dominicans for Justice and Pead@rderof

Preachers

Earthjustice

East and Horn of Africa Human Rights Defenders
Project

Eastern Sudan Women Development Organization

Ecumenical Alliance for Human Rights and

Development (EAHRD)

Edmund Rice International Limited

Egyptian Organization for HumaRights

Elizka Relief Foundation

Ensemble contre la Peine de Mort

Espace Afrique International

European Law Studeri@gssociation, The (ELSA)

European Solidarity Towards Equal Participation of
People

European Union of Jewish Students

European Union oPublic Relations

Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot
Integratie Van HomoseksualiteiCOC Nederland

Femmes Solidaires

FIAN International e.V.

Foundation for GAIA

France Libertes : Fondation Danielle Mitterrand

Franciscans International

FriendsWorld Committee for Consultation

Fundacion Latinoamericana por los Derechos

Humanos y el Desarrollo Social

Fundacion Vida Grupo Ecologico Verde

Geneva Institute for Human Rights (GIHR)

Geneéve pour les droits ddbmme : formation
internationale

Global Action on Aging

Global Institute for Water, Environment and Health

Global Migration Policy Associates (GMPA)

Hawa Society for Women

Helsinki Foundation for Human Rights

Henry Dunant Centre for Humanitarian Dialogue
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Himalayan Research and Cultural
Foundation

Human Rights House Foundation

Human Rights Information and Training
Center

Human Rights Now

Human Rights Watch

Humanist Institute for Goperation with
Developing Countries

Indian Council of Education

Indian Council of South America (CISA

Institute for Planetary Synthesis

International Association for Democracy
in Africa

International Association for Religious
Freedom

International Association of Democratic
Lawyers (IADL)

International Bridges to Justice

International BuddhisRelief Organisation

International Career Support Association

International Catholic Child Bureau

International Catholic Migration
Commission

International Commission of Jurists

International Educational Development,
Inc.

International Federatiorof Human Rights
Leagues

International Federation for the Protection
of the Rights of Ethnic, Religious,

Linguistic & Other Minorities

International Federation of ACAT (Action
by Christians for the Abolition of
Torture)

International Fellowsip of Reconciliation

International Human Rights Association of
American Minorities (IHRAAM)

International Institute for Noaligned
Studies

International Lesbian and Gay Association

International Movement Against All
Forms of Discrimination ahRacism
(IMADR)

International Movement for Fraternal
Union among Races and Peoples

International Muslim Womeis Union

International Organization for the
Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination

International Organization for thedht to
Education and Freedom of Education
(OIDEL)

International Peace and Development
Organization

International Service for Human Rights

International Work Group for Indigenous Affairs

International Youth and Student Movement for the
United Nations

InternationalLawyers.Org

Iranian Elite Research Center

Iraqi Development Organization

iuventum e.V.

Jammu and Kashmir Council for Human Rights
(JKCHR)

Jssor Youth Organization

Khiam Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture

Kiyana KarajGroup

Lawyer®Rights Watch Canada

Le Pont

Liberal International (World Liberal Union)

Liberation

L&bservatoire mauritanien des droits d®mme et
de la démocratie

Lutheran World Federation

Maarij Foundation for Peace and Development

Maat for Peacd)evelopment and Human Rights
Association

Mbororo Social and Cultural Development
Association

Meezaan Center for Human Rights

National Union of Jurists of Cuba, The

Nonviolent Radical Party, Transnational and
Transparty

Norwegian Refugee Counci

Oidhaco, Bureau International des Droits Huméins
Action Colombie

Organisation Internationale pour le Développement
Intégral de la Femme

Organisation internationale pour les pays les moins
avancés (OIPMA)

Organisation Marocaine des Droits fdains

Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et
de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique
Internationale OCAPROCE Internationale

Organization for Defending Victims of Violence

Pakistan Rural Workers Social Welfare Organization
(PRWSWO)

Palestinian Center for Development and Media
Freedoms "MADA"

Pan African Union for Science and Technology

Pasumai Thaayagam Foundation

Plan International, Inc.

Prahar

Prajachaitanya Yuvajana Sangam

Prevention Association of Social Harms
(PASH)

Rainforest Foundation International

Redress Trust
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Rencontre Africaine pour la defense des
droits de thhomme

Réseau International des Droits Humains
(RIDH)

Réseau Unité pour le Développement de
Mauritanie

Russian Peace Foundation

Sanad Charity Fawdation

Save the Children International

Schweizerische Arbeitsgemeinschaft der
Jugendverbande

Servas International

Society for Development and Community
Empowerment

Society for Threatened Peoples

Society Studies Centre (MADA ssc)

Solidarité pour uMonde Meilleur

Solidarité Suiss&uinée

Stichting Forest Peoples Programme

Stichting International Center for
Ethnobotanical Education, Research &
Service

Sudan Council of Voluntary Agencies
(SCOVA)

Sudanese Women General Union

Sudanese Womdparliamentarians
Caucus

Swedish NGO Foundation for Human
Rights

Syrian Center for Media and Freedom of
Expression

Tamil Uzhagam

Terre Des Hommes Federation
Internationale

The Next Century Foundation

The Palestinian Return Centre Ltd

TournerLa Page

Track Impunity Always TRIAL /
Association suisse contrérhpunite

Union Internationale des Avocdts
International Union of Lawyers

United Nations Watch

United Schools International

Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik

Victorious Youths Mvement

Village Suisse ONG

Villages Unis (United Villages)

Women Research Center

Womerds Centre for Legal Aid and
Counseling

Womerts Federation for World Peace
International

Womer&s Human Rights International
Association

Womerts Internationaleague for Peace and
Freedom

World Association for the School as an Instrument of
Peace

World Barua Organization (WBO)

World Environment and Resources Council (WERC)

World Evangelical Alliance

World Federation of the Deaf (WFD)

World Jewish Congres

World Muslim Congress

World Organisation Against Torture

World Vision International

World Young Womefs Christian Associain
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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 Commissiof@ar Human Rights
and reports of the Office of the High Commissioner and the Seci@tmgral.

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

Humanrights situations that require the Coudgihttention.

Human rights bodies and mechanisms.

Universal periodic review.

Human rights situation in Palestine and other occupied Arab territories.

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

Racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related forms of intolerance,
follow-up to and implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of
Action.

Technical assistance and caipgbuilding.
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Annex Il

Documerts issued for the thirty-sixth session

Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/1 1 Agenda and annotations

A/HRC/36/1/Corr.1 1 Corrigendum

AJHRC/36/2 1 Rgport_of the Hl_Jman Rights Couhen its
thirty-sixth session

A/HRC/36/3 6 Report_ of the_ Working Qroup on the Universe
Periodic Review Bahrain

A/HRC/36/3/Add.1 6 Addendum

AJHRC/36/4 6 Report. of the. Working Group on the Universe
Periodic Review Ecuador

A/HRC/36/4/Add.1 6 Addendum

AJHRC/36/5 6 Report_ of the_ Working _Group on the Universe
Periodic Review Tunisia

A/HRC/36/5/Add.1 6 Addendum

AJHRC/36/6 6 Report_ of the_ Working Group on the Universe
Periodic Review Morocco

A/HRC/36/6/Add.1 6 Addendum

AJHRC/36/7 6 Replort. of tle Working Grqup on the Universal
Periodic Review Indonesia

A/HRC/36/7/Add.1 6 Addendum

AJHRC/36/8 6 Rep_ort_ of the_ Working Group on the Universe
Periodic Review Finland

A/HRC/36/8/Add.1 6 Addendum

6 Report of the Working Group on the Wersal

A/HRC/36/9 Periodic Review United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

A/HRC/36/9/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/36/10 6 Report_ of the. Workir)g Group on the Universe
Periodic Review India

A/HRC/36/10/Add.1 6 Addendum

A/HRC/36/11 6

Report of the Workig Group on the Universal
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agenda item

180

Periodic Review Brazil

A/HRC/36/11/Add.1 6 Addendum
A/HRC/36/12 6 Report_ of the. Workmg Qroup on the Universe
Periodic Review Philippines
A/HRC/36/12/Add.1 6 Addendum
A/HRC/36/13 6 Report_ of the_ Worklng_Group on the Unigal
Periodic Review Algeria
A/HRC/36/13/Add.1 6 Addendum
AJHRC/36/14 6 Report. of the. Working Group on the Universe
Periodic Review Poland
A/HRC/36/14/Add.1 6 Addendum
6 Report of the Working Group on the Universe
AHRC/36/15 Periodic Review Netherlands
A/HRC/36/15/Add.1 6 Addendum
6 Report of the Working Group on the Universe
AHRC/36/16 Periodic Review South Africa
A/HRC/36/16/Add.1 6 Addendum
1 Election of members of the Human Rights
A/HRC/36/17 Council Advisory Committee Note by the
SecretaryGeneral
1 Election of members of the Human Rights
AHRC/36/17/Add.1 Council Advisory Committee Addendum
2 Composition of the staff of the Office of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Huma
AHRCI36/18 Rights- Report of the United Natits High
Commissioner for Human Rights
AJHRC/36/19 2,3 S.umma-ry of the Human Righ-ts_ Council panel
discussion on access to medicines
2,3 Summary of the panel discussion on realizing
the right to health by enhancing capacity
AHRC/36/20 building in publichealth- Report of the United
Nations High Commissioner for Human Right
2,3 Panel discussion on unaccompanied migrant
children and adolescents and human rights
AHRC/36/21 Summary report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights
A/HRC/36/22 2,3

Report of the United Nations High
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/36/23

A/HRC/36/24

A/HRC/36/25

A/HRC/36/26

A/HRC/36/27

A/HRC/36/28

A/HRC/36/29

A/HRC/36/30

A/HRC/36/31

A/HRC/36/32

2,3

2,3

3,4,7,9,10
2,3

2,3

2,3

2,3

2,3

2,5

2,10

Commissioner for Human Rights on the right:
of indigenous peoples

Consolidated report of the Secret&@gneral
and the High Commissioner for Human Right
on the right to development

Midterm progress report on the implementatic
of the third phase of the World Programme fo
Human Rights Education Report of the
United Nations High Commissioner for Huma
Rights

Communications report of Special Pedltires

Capital punishment and the implementation ¢
the safeguards guaranteeing protection of the
rights of those facing the death penal¥early
supplement of the SecretaBeneral to his
quingquennial report on capital punishment

High-level panel discussion on the question ¢
the death penaltyReport of the United Nation:
High Commissioner for Human Rights

Report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on non
discrimination and therotection of persons
with increased vulnerability in the
administration of justice, in particular in
situations of deprivation of liberty and with
regard to the causes and effects of
overincarceration and overcrowding

Report of the Sectery-General on the
promotion and protection of human rights anc
fundamental freedoms while countering
terrorism- Note by the secretariat

Expert workshop on best practices to promot
womerés equal nationality rights in law and in
practie - Summary report of the United

Nations High Commissioner for Human Right

Cooperation with the United Nations, its
representatives and mechanisms in the field «
human rights Report of the Secretary Generg

Role andachievements of the Office of the

United Nations High Commissioner for Huma
Rights in assisting the Government and peop
of Cambodia in the promaotion and protection
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol Agenda item

human rights Report of the Secretai@eneral

2,10 Report of the Unité Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on the
situation of human rights in Yemen, including
violations and abuses since September 2014

A/HRC/36/33

2,10 Report of the United Nations Office of the Hic
Commissioner for Human Rights on the hum:
rights situation in the Democratic Republic of
the Congo in the electoral context

A/HRC/36/34

3 Report of the Working Group on the Right to
A/HRC/36/35 Development on its eighteenth session (Gene
3-7 April 2017)

3 Report of the opernded intergovernmental
working group to consider the possibility of
elaborating an international regulatory
framework on the regulation, monitoring and
oversight of the activities of private military
and security companies

A/HRC/36/36

3 Report of the Working Group on Arbitrary

A/HRC/36/37 Detention

3 Report of the Working Group on Arbitrary

AHRC/36/37/Add 1 Detention on its mission to Azerbaijan

3 Report of the Working Group on Arbitrary
A/HRC/36/37/Add.2 Detention on its mission to the United States
America

3 Repat of the Working Group on Arbitrary
A/HRC/36/37/Add.3 Detention on its mission to Azerbaijan:
comments by the State

3 Methods of work of the Working Group on

A/HRC/36/38 Arbitrary Detention

3 Report of the Working Group on Enforced or

A/HRC/36/39 .
Involuntary Disappearars

3 Report of the Working Group on Enforced or
A/HRC/36/39/Add.1 Involuntary Disappearances on its mission to
Albania

3 Report of the Working Group on Enforced or
A/HRC/36/39/Add.2 Involuntary Disappearances on enforced
disappearances in the contexinafjration

3 Report of the Working Group on Enforced or
Involuntary Disappearances: follewp report
to the recommendations made by the Workin

A/HRC/36/39/Add.3
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Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/36/39/Add.4

A/HRC/36/40

A/HRC/36/40/Corr.1

A/HRC/36/41

A/HRC/36/41/Add.1

A/HRC/36/41/Add.2

A/HRC/36/42

A/HRC/36/43

A/HRC/36/44

A/HRC/36/44/Add.1

A/HRC/36/45

2,3

Group- Missions to Chile and to Spain

Report of the Working Group on Emted or
Involuntary Disappearances on its mission to
Albania: comments by the State

Report of the Independent Expert on the
promotion of a democratic and equitable
international order

Corrigendum

Reportof the Special Rapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the
environmentally sound management and
disposal of hazardous substances and waste

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the
envirormentally sound management and
disposal of hazardous substances and waste
his mission to the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the
environmetally sound management and
disposal of hazardous substances and waste
his mission to the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland: comments by th
State

Report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights dmet
compendium of principles, good practices an
policies on safe, orderly and regular migratior
in line with international human rights law

Report of the Special Rapporteur on
contemporary forms of slavery, including its
causes and conseques

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
negative impact of unilateral coercive measul
on the enjoyment of human rights

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
negative impact of unilateral coercive measul
on theenjoyment of human rights on his
mission to the Russian Federation

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the hum
rights to safe drinking water and sanitation
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184

A/HRC/36/45/Add.1

A/HRC/36/45/Add.2

A/HRC/36/46

A/HRC/36/46/Add.1

A/HRC/36/46/Add.2

A/HRC/36/47

A/HRC/36/47/Add.1

A/HRC/36/48

A/HRC/36/48/Add.1

A/HRC/36/48/Add.2

A/HRC/36/48/Add.3

A/HRC/36/49

A/HRC/36/50

3

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the hum
rights to safalrinking water and sanitation on
his mission to Portugal

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the hum
rights to safe drinking water and sanitation or
his mission to Mexico

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right
of indigenous peoples

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right
of indigenous people on her mission to the
United States of America

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right
of indigenous people on her gsion to
Australia

Report of the Working Group on the use of
mercenaries as a means of violating human
rights and impeding the exercise of the right «
peoples to selfletermination

Report of the Working Group on the use
mercenaries as a means of violating human
rights and impeding the exercise of the right «
peoples to selfletermination on its mission to
the Central African Republic

Report of the Independent Expert on the
enjoyment of all human rightsy older persons

Report of the Independent Expert on the
enjoyment of all human rights by older
personson her mission to Singapore

Report of the Independent Expert on the
enjoyment of all human rights by older
personson her mission to Namibia

Report of the Independent Expert on the
enjoyment of all human rights by older persot
on her mission to Singapore: comments by tr
State

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the right
development

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
promotion of truth, justice, reparation and
guarantees of nerecurrence
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Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/36/50/Add.1

A/HRC/36/51

A/HRC/36/52

A/HRC/36/53

A/HRC/36/54

A/HRC/36/54/Corr.1

A/HRC/36/55

A/HRC/36/56

A/HRC/36/57

A/HRC/36/58

A/HRC/36/59

3

3,5

3,5

3,5

Global study on transitional justiedReport of
the Special Rapporteur on the promotion of
truth, justice, reparation and guarantees of nc
recurrence

Global issue of unaccompanied migrant
children and adolescents and human rights
Final report of Human Rights Council Advisot
Committee

Researctbased study othe impact of flow of
funds of illicit origin and the nomepatriation
thereof to the countries of origin on the
enjoyment of human rights, including
economic, social and cultural right®rogress
report of Human Rights Council Advisory
Committee

Good practices and challenges, including
discrimination, in business and in access to
financial services by indigenous peoples, in
particular indigenous women and indigenous
persons with disabilitiesStudy of the Expert
Mechanism on the Rightsf Indigenous
Peoples

Report of the Commission of Inquiry on
Burundi

Corrigendum

Report of the Independent International
Commission of Inquiry on the Syrian Arab
Republic

Good practices ahlessons learned regarding
efforts to achieve the ends of the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of
Indigenous PeoplesReport of the Expert
Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples

Annual report on the work of the Expert
Mecharism on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples on its tenth session

Report of the opernded intergovernmental
working group on a United Nations declaratio
on the rights of peasants and other people
working in rural areas

Reports othe Human Rights Council Advison
Committee on its eighteenth and nineteenth
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Documents issued in the general series

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/36/60

A/HRC/36/60/Add.1

A/HRC/36/60/Add.2

A/HRC/36/60/Add.4

A/HRC/36/61

A/HRC/36/62

A/HRC/36/63

A/HRC/36/63/Add.1

A/HRC/36/64

A/HRC/36/65

10

10

10

10

10

2,10

sessions Note by the Secretariat

Report of the Working Group of Experts on
People of African Descent

Report of the Working Group of Expexs
People of African Descent on its mission to
Canada

Report of the Working Group of Experts on
People of African Descent on its mission to
Germany

Report of the Working Group of Experts on
People of African Desceon its mission to
Germany: comments by the State

Report of the Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in Cambodia

Report of the Independent Expert on the
situation of human rights in Somalia

Report of the Independent Expert on the
situation of human rights in the Sudan

Report of the Independent Expert on the
situation of human rights in the Sudan:
comments by the State

Report of the Independent Expert on the
situation of human rights in the Central Africa
Republic

Report of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights on
cooperation with Georgia

Documents issued in the conference room papers series

Symbol

Agenda item

A/HRC/36/CRP.1/Rev.

A/HRC/36/CRP.2

A/HRC/36/CRP.3

4

10

10

Rapport final détaillé de la Commission
déenquéte sur le Burundi

Report of the Office of the United Nations Hic
Commissioner for Human Rights on the hum:
rights situation in Ukraine

Situation of humamights in the temporarily
occupied Autonomous Republic of Crimea ar
the city of Sevastopol (Ukraine)
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Documents issued in the limited series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/L.1 2 Composition of staff of the Office of the Unite
Nations High Commissioméor Human Rights

A/HRC/36/L.2 3 The use of mercenaries as a means of violati
human rights and impeding the exercise of th
right of peoples to selfietermination

A/HRC/36/L.3 3 Mandate of the Independent Expert on the
promotion of a democratic andgtable
international order

A/HRC/36/L.4 2 Situation of human rights in Yemen

A/HRC/36/L.5 3 Human rights in the administration of justice,
including juvenile justice

A/HRC/36/L.6 3 The question of the death penalty

AJHRC/36/L.7 3 Unaccompanied migrachildren and
adolescents and human rights

A/HRC/36/L.8 10 Human rights, technical assistance and
capacitybuilding in Yemen

A/HRC/36/L.9/Rev.1 4 Renewal of the mandate of the Commission ¢
Inquiry on Burundi

A/HRC/36/L.10 3 Enforced or involuntary diggpearances

A/HRC/36/L.11 3 Special Rapporteur on the promotion of truth,
justice, reparation anduarantees of nen
recurrence

A/HRC/36/L.12 3 The full enjoyment of human rights by all
women and girls and the systematic
mainstreaming of a gender perspeeinto the
implementation of the 2030 Agenda for
Sustainable Development

A/HRC/36/L.13/Rev.1 3 The right to development

A/HRC/36/L.14 3 Human rights and unilateral coercive measur

A/HRC/36/L.15 3 Mandate of the opeanded intergovernmental
working group to elaborate the content of an
international regulatory framework on the
regulation, monitoring and oversight of the
activities of private military and security
companies

A/HRC/36/L.16 9 Mandate of the Working Group of Experts on
People of African [@scent

A/HRC/36/L.17/Rev.1 9 From rhetoric to reality: a global call for
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188

concrete action against racism, racial
discrimination, xenophobia and related
intolerance

A/HRC/36/L.18/Rev.1 10 Technical assistance and capaditylding in
the field of human rigts in the Central African
Republic

A/HRC/36/L.19 10 Technical assistance and capadityjlding to
improve human rights in the Sudan

A/HRC/36/L.20 3 Conscientious objection to military service

A/HRC/36/L.21 10 Advisory services and technical assistafue
Cambodia

A/HRC/36/L.22 4 The human rights situation in the Syrian Arab
Republic

A/HRC/36/L.23 10 Assistance to Somalia in the field of human
rights

A/HRC/36/L.24 3 World Programme for Human Rights Educatir

A/HRC/36/L.25 3 Mental health and humaights

A/HRC/36/L.26/Rev.1 5 Cooperation with the United Nations, its
representatives and mechanisms in the field «
human rights

AJHRC/36/L.27 3 Human rights and indigenous peoples

A/HRC/36/L.28 10 Enhancement of technical cooperation and
capacitybuilding in the field of human rights

A/HRC/36/L.29 5 Promotion and protection of the human rights
of peasants and other people working in rural
areas

A/HRC/36/L.30 10 Promoting international cooperation to suppo
national human rights followp systems,
processes and related mechanisms, and theil
contribution to the implementation of the 203
Agenda for Sustainable Development

A/HRC/36/L.32 3 Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the
implications for human rights of the
environmentally sound management and
disposal of hazardous substances and waste

A/HRC/36/L.33 2 Mission by the Office of the United Nations

High Commissioner for Human Rights to
improve the human rights situation and
accountability in Burundi
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Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/L.34/Rev.1 10 Technical assistance andpacitybuilding in
the field of human rights in the Democratic
Republic of the Congo

L.35 (text not issued) 2 Technical assistance and capaditylding for

human rights in the Democratic Republic of tt
Congo

Documents issued in the Government series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/G/1 6

A/HRC/36/G/2 6

A/HRC/36/G/3 6

A/HRC/36/G/4 6

A/HRC/36/G/5 4

A/HRC/36/G/6 6

A/HRC/36/G/7 4

A/HRC/36/G/8 3

Letter dated 26 April 2017 from the Permanel
Representative of Mauritius to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Rights Council

Letter dated 5 May 2017dm the Permanent
Representative of Argentina to the United
Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Rights Council

Letter dated 23 May 2017 from the Permanet
Representative d¥lauritius to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Rights Council

Letter dated 21 June 2017 from the Permane
Representative the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Rights Council

Letter dated 5 July 2017 from the Permanent
Representative of Azerbaijan to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Righte®ahcil

Letter dated 12 July 2017 from the Permaner
Representative of Mauritius to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Rights Council

Letter dated 11 August 2017 from the Chargé
déaffaires of Azerbaijan to the United Nations
Office at Geneva addressed to the President
the Human Rights Council

Note verbale dated 22 August 2017 from the
Permanent Mission of the United States of
America to the United Nations andchet
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Documents issued in the Government series

Symbol Agenda item
A/HRC/36/G/9 4
A/HRC/36/G/10 4
A/HRC/36/G/11 10
A/HRC/36/G/12 6
A/HRC/36/G/13 3
A/HRC/36/G/14 4

international organizations in Geneva addres
to the Secretariat of the United Nations Office
of the High Commissioner for Human Rights

Note verbale dated 31 August 2017 from the
Permanent Mission of Armenia to the United
Nations Ofice at Geneva addressed to the
Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Note verbale dated 8 September 2017 from tl
Permanent Mission of the Syrian Arab Repuk
to the United Nations Office and other

internatioral organizations in Geneva address
to the secretariat of the Human Rights Counc

Note verbale dated 5 September 2017 from t|
Permanent Mission of Somalia to the United
Nations Office at Geneva addressed to the
Office of the United Mtions High
Commissioner for Human Rights

Carta de fecha 2 de octubre de 2017 del
Representante Permanente de la Argentina ¢
la Oficina de las Naciones Unidas y otras
organizaciones internacionales en Ginebra
dirigida al Presidente €onsejo de Derechos
Humanos

Note verbale dated 28 September 2017 from
Permanent Mission of Greece to the United
Nations Office at Geneva and other
international organizations in Switzerland
addressed to the Office of the United a8
High Commissioner for Human Rights

Letter dated 23 October 2017 from the
Permanent Representative of Georgia to the
United Nations Office and other international
organizations in Geneva addressed to the
President of the Human Righ®ouncil

Documents issued in the ngovernmental organization series

Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/NGO/1 3

Written statement submitted by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, &
non-governmental organization in special
consultaive status Saudi Arabia: The
Campaign of AlAwamiyyaand the Rising Rate
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Documents issued in the ngovernmental organization series

Symbol

A/HRC/36/NGO/2

A/HRC/36/NGO/3

A/HRC/36/NGO/4

A/HRC/36/NGO/5

A/HRC/36/NGO/7

A/HRC/36/NGO/8

A/HRC/36/NGO/9

A/HRC/36/NGO/10

A/HRC/36/NGO/11

of Executions

Written statement submitted by the World
Muslim Congress, a negovernmental
organization in general consultative status
Human Rights situation dhdian Administered
Kashmir requires counéd urgent attention

Written statement submitted by the Nazra for
Feminist Studies, a negovernmental
organization in special consultative status
WHRDs and Civil Society in Egypt are on the
Brink of Total Annihilation

Written statement submitted by the Ecumenic
Alliance for Human Rights and Development
(EAHRD), a norgovernmental organization in
special consultative statuQatar 2022: World
Cup or World Shame

Written statement submitted by the World
Muslim Congress, a hegovernmental
organization in general consultative status
Human rights situation of Indian administerec
Kashmir requires counés special attention

Written satement submitted by the
Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence. Human Rights Situation in Occupie
Palestinian Territories

Written statement submitted by the
Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence, a norgovernmental a@anization in
special consultative statud he Rising Trend
of Islamophobia Demands a Focused Attentit

Written statement submitted by the American
Association of Jurists, a negovernmental
organization in special consultative status
Kingdom of Morocco: Denial of the Right to
Freedom of Opinion and Expression when
addressing Selletermination and
Independence of Western Sahara

Exposicién escrita presentada por la Americe
Association of Jurist€l deterioro demedio
ambiente en Puerto Rico

Written statement submitted by the Prahar, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative statusindigenous Issues of
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Documents issued in the ngovernmental organization series

Symbol Agenda item
A/HRC/36/NGO/12 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/13 4
A/HRC/36/NGO/14 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/15 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/16 4
A/HRC/36/NGO/17 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/19 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/20 3
A/HRC/36/NGO/21 3

Northeastern States of India special referenc:
Assam

Written statement submitted by the
Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence. Unilateral Coercive Measures and
Human Rights

Written statement submitted by the
Organization for Defending Victims of
Violence. The United States oferica and the
United Kingdom Invested Billions of Dollars ir
Violation of Human Rights through Arm Deals
with Saudi Arabia

Written statement submitted by the Sovereigt
Military Order of the Temple of Jerusalem.
Establishing A Truste®oadmap For Peace In
Jerusalem

Written statement submitted by the Europe
Third World Centre (CETIM). For the Respec
of the Right of the Cuban People to Decide It
Future and for the Lifting of the United States
Embargo against Cuba

Written statement submitted by the Europe
Third World Centre (CETIM). For the Respec
of Human Rights, in Particular the Right of
Self-Determination, in the Bolivarian Republic
of Venezuela

Joint written statement bmitted by the
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Franco
Tamoul. Criminalisation and Detention of
Asylum Seekers in Australia

Joint written statement submitted by the
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Franco
Tamoul. Call for Protetion of Sri Lankan
Labour Migrant Workers in Qatar

Joint written statement submitted by
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Franco
Tamoul. Australia Urgent Measures needed 1
save lives

Written statement subntétd by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, &
non-governmental organization in special
consultative statusViolations in the Education
field
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Symbol Agenda item

A/HRC/36/NGO/22 3 Written statement submitted by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victisiof Torture, a
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative statusBahrain and the Death
Penalty

A/HRC/36/NGO/23 3 Joint written statement submitted by the
Association Bharathi Centre Culturel Franco
Tamoul. The military occupation effecta o
women in Sri Lanka

A/HRC/36/NGO/24 3 Written statement submitted by the Associatis
for Defending Victims of Terrorism, a nen
governmental organization in special
consultative statusLawsuit for Child Victims
of Terrorism

A/HRC/36/NGO/25 4 Written statement submitted by the Associati
for Defending Victims of Terrorism, a nen
governmental organization in special
consultative statusMechanisms of Countering
Terrorism in the International System

A/HRC/36/NGO/26 3 Written statement submitted Ilye Ecumenical
Federation of Constantinopolitans, a non
governmental organization in special
consultative statusThe Vital Difficulties
Faced by the Gree®rthodox Minority of
Istanbul and the Necessity of Urgent Measurt

A/HRC/36/NGO/27 4 Written satement submitted by the
International Buddhist Relief Organisation, a
non-governmental organization in special
consultative statusContinuing violation of
Human Rights of people with complicity of
UNHRC by postponing Local Government
elections

A/HRC/36/NGO/29 2 Written statement submitted by the World
Peace Council, a negovernmental
organization on the rosteKingdom of
Morocco: violations of the Rights of the Child
in the Non SeHlGoverning Territory of Westerr
Sahara

A/HRC/36/NGO/30 3 Written statement submitted by the Khiam
Rehabilitation Center for Victims of Torture, &
nongovernmental organization in special
consultative statusBahrain: Prisoner of
Conscience: Former MP Sheikh Hassan Issa
More than 590 days in solitary confinement

193






