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Mr Chairman,

* In addition to my previous interventions on UPR, I will address some aspects of
the future mechanism that Brazil considers important\.“?t‘*%@@ﬁJ guarantec I
non-selectivity a1‘1d to avoid excessive politicization, i%void éw
duplication of functions with treaty bodies, special mechanisms and the work of

the Council itself; Lpontat & prsvie. @o badis +n & GeaSee
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¢ UPR must be conceived as a complement to the UN human rights system. |
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Instead of overlappinglww must sEervesas-dndnatiument

#¥ reinforce, receive from and give inputs to othe: r i of human rights;
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A) Structure:

* Aesementioned hefing, Brazil supports eéifidiaf a hybrid system, composed both

by States - Members and Observers - and experts. NGOs and representatives of

NO

civil society could also participate, providing information for the preparatory

process and taking part into the interactive dialogue;
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The experts could come fromsspecial mechamsms treaty bodles or deodipup the

must—have—a—-ﬁ*ed—nmdate.&heir nomination would consider professional skills

and personal qualities, as well as regional representation and gender balance;_J

The function of the experts would be to prepare the re;new — to collect and
[ S

compile information from many sources on the country, ftreaty bodies, special

mechanisms, NGOs, OHCHR, national institutions of human rights, international

agencies and programs¥;

Based on those data, the UPR experts would produce a list of issues, to be
submitted in advance (at least one month) to the State concerned. That list would

be aimed at clarifying samsengapeé and at updating aesas information. Based on the
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information received, the UPR experts would then elaborate a questionnaire s
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ummar the issues

mmko guide the interactive dialogue. States and civil society could

#» be transmitted in advance to the State concerned -

also send questions to be included in the questionnaire;
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Geuneil woula\—cﬁo/ose a name to be the ° aumt-f Rapporteur”. The oty
Rapporteur” could have a double function: (1) to write the report on the results of

the interactive dialogue; (2) to draft dae conclusions and e recommendatlons to
be submitted to the group of experts. Once approved by the M experts, the
report with the conclusions and recommendations would be submitted to the

consideration of the Human Rights Council;

As¥-mentioned-befors, “Ihe questionnaire must serve as a “road map” for the =boue

interactive dialogue.
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® The frequency of Mms must-respecLa—ﬁ*ed-peﬂedmt-}ﬁmt-weald permit an

overall view of each and every coumry and,—thefefore—presewe the character of
S Atezenriesl
universality of the mechamsm! On one hand it must consider the capacity of the

OHCHR to respond to the demands created by the UPR mechanismss & the other
hand, it must respect the capacity of States to properly prepare themselves to
participate in the mechanism. As a consequence, the UPR mechanism would only
works if it bear in mind the capacity-building of the States and if the OHCHR

provide cooperation and assistance to them accordingly;
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* Another aspect to be considered is that the periodicity of the review must be short
enough to reflect some specific changes - such as the adoption of a governmental

policy for human rights —; but, at the same time, it must be long enough to provide

an accurate follow-up of the process — such as the assessment of the impacts CEE/J

specific governmental policy on civil society;
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C) Standing: £€5AC BAs j
e Brazil deems that the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the

international human rights conventions to which the State is part should serve as a

minimal basig for the Review mechanism;
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¢ National obligations, euen—l-ﬁ—they—havehﬁgher standards than international

instruments, could zs=» be ziddﬁssad-d:y. the UPR mechanism. For this purpose,

. el
representatives of national civil society could,mmtﬁwg address the paae{-of

r:---au-.‘-.—-=—;-;:a-4 to aSk fOI‘ the

compliance of national obligations;
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/ D) Outcome and Follow-Up: 7

P

* As [ mentioned before, a “country Rapporteur” must be appointed to make a
report on the results of the interactive dialogue and to draft conclusions and
recommendations to be submitted to the panel of experts. Once approved, the NCLo
report, with its conclusions and recommendations, must be submitted to the

Human Rights Council;

o In-its-cenelusions:the UPR should, fsimgmmes, recommend cooperation izcerier
to address problems identified in the State. The UPR mechanism could also

recommend the visit of thematic special procedures to the country concerned;

e With regards to the obligations of the States, the UPR could, for instance, recaD
their obligation to periodically report to the treaty bodies. The UPR mechanism
could evaluate if a State has implemented the recommendations from treaty

bodies and from the special procedures. In its conclusions, the UPR could also

assess if the Government has complied with its national legal obligation or if

policies implemented by the Government are effective enough to deal with the

problems of human rights;
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e The importance of maintaining a fixed periodici\gris-to permit the UPR

mechanism to have a follow-up. This review would evaluate if the State has

complied with previous recommendations of the UPR, treaty bodies, special
procedures and national laws; 7A~v armtot relmfre 3 yrenian i Mo T, HE
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e Another possibility for the outcome process would be the publication, by the

Theis I5 Ae SCol -l (eq
OHCHR, of a global report on sﬁ country 'If the periodicity of the exam is

respected, Gempnmg_lhn_exam_nf_eueﬁhcouﬂua‘, the global report would #%
mpﬁ&ad::&&ets—ef periodical cycles. It-wounld-previde ariversal view of the

situation-of humanrightsimevery-eeuntry. Another advantage of a global report
resulting from the UPR mechanism is that it would provide, for the first time, the

. g,
compilation of many data that are a present Lattered over many sources. It could
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