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Statements
CHAIRMAN:  I give the floor to the distinguished representative of Sudan.  The floor is yours, sir.

IDREES MOHAMED ALI MOHAMED SAEED, SUDAN:  Thank you, Chairman.  In the name of God, the compassionate and merciful, let me first of all welcome his excellency, Ambassador Alba, President of the Human Rights Council.  We would like to pay tribute to the efforts he is taking as well as the members of the bureau.
The establishment of the Human Rights Council was a major breakthrough in terms of looking at the progress made by the UN in promoting international cooperation and in promoting friendly relations between countries and in terms of insuring international peace and security in a world that has seen great change, that have led to major changes in the balances of force.  And these changes are ones that the UN, in terms of its current structure and guidelines was no longer able to address.

A lot of water has flowed under the bridge.  There's a new international paradigm that has emerged.  Without the [INAUDIBLE] as the United Nations has not adjusted to this unless it is truly reformed, which would be designed to provide more blood in the veins of this indispensable human rights forum in order to consolidate and strengthen the objectives of the Charter, the main pillar of the aspirations of all peoples to develop in peace in security.
Mr. Chairman, Resolution 6251 of the General Assembly dated 15 March 2006 under which the Human Rights Council was created was the outcome of painstaking and lengthy negotiations dealing comprehensively with the former experiences of the former Human Rights Commission in order to consider the work of the Commission to improve it and develop it more than sixty years after this body saw the light of day after a resolution which was adopted on 16 February 1946.  It is now the Human Rights Council that has the job of promoting and protecting human rights.  After all these years, a final consideration was needed in order to identify the pluses and minuses.  Thus, the negotiations, which were crowned by the creation of the Council, met the recommendations and guidelines of the 2005 summit, a summit which, for the leaders of the world, had to be heard in terms of the reform and renewal of the United Nations organization.

Consultations which were transparent and courageous considered the practices and experience accumulated by the former commission in this field of human rights where there are indeed some positive aspects but many negative aspects and that there was a need to honor commitments and objectives.  For some international powers, that commission had become a sort of arena which was exploited for sordid purposes such as the settlement of bilateral disputes and for political reasons.  Thus, the Commission lost its credibility because of the problems involved, politicization, selectivity, different yardsticks being used by means of resolutions targeting certain countries, which were a Damocles' sword against developing countries solely for well-known goals involving some illusion of tutelage and hegemony of the major powers.
At the time, the Commission had closed its eyes on the situation of human rights in those major large countries which were shielded by their status of great power.  Thus, through the fact-finding missions, the Commission never dared to cross the walls of those fortresses or even to submit a communiqué which would reflect at least part of the kinds of violations of human rights perpetrated by those countries.  This was a flagrant example of the inability of the former commission and its downfall into politicization.
The creation of the Human Rights Council was designed to redress the situation to fill the gaps and lacuna in the old practices and inaugurating thus a new era of dialogue-based and objectivity, neutrality and transparency and dealing with every human rights issue on the basis of equal criteria, which no longer would give power of one state over another, no matter how powerful or influential that state may be, without, at the same time, providing any immunity.  A council which treats human rights in a non-biased, universal way on an equal footing and does not draw distinctions as to the greater or lesser importance of economic and social rights of countries, which were ignored by the former commission.
This is a test of revolution, in a way, and the political and civil rights where the commission tried to protect such rights by means of followup of violations against such rights so that every violation may be the subject of punishment.  That was the idea, including the right to development to food in a world where we see an exacerbation of xenophobia and an increased trend of the conflict of civilizations which are designed to muzzle the other, to eliminate the other, not to acknowledge diversity and coexistence which enriches mankind.  This was done on the basis of attempts to weaken the role of the family, a key pillar of society and also aimed at the disintegration of the family to undo the fabric of society by means of ignorance and scorn for religious and cultural considerations in considering or preparing treaties or conventions with a social content.
My delegation has followed very clearly the work of the Human Rights Council in its first session, which was held in an institutional framework stressing the design of the new profile of the Council by means of the adoption of resolutions to set up intergovernmental teams which are open and they then would have the task of preparing specific recommendations in the context of the consideration of the mandates and responsibilities of the Council in order to improve them.  Thus, this mechanism is to be a mechanism of cooperation based on true dialogue and on interaction with the participation of every country on the basis of their needs and requirements and their capabilities.  This mechanism would have to be supplemented with treaties and conventions without having any repetition of the bitter experience of the past.

Although the Council, at its first session, dealt with certain thematic questions and adopted new conventions and the considered reports submitted by the working teams or task forces on issues which are under discussion.  Nevertheless, the Human Rights Council should deal with the preparation of mechanisms which would provide a guarantee that we not return to the old methodology of the former body, the Commission.  It would also be necessary to give the working group enough latitude to shoulder the responsibility so that each one of those task forces or groups may be able to carry out its mission and submit reports to the Council on the progress achieved in conducting its missions.  We aspire to having the Council carry out its missions without any influential pressures being put to bear from whatever quarter.
There have been attempts made by some countries at the time of the holding of this session of the Council to revert to the old hateful practices through the new Council in order to achieve the outdated political objectives.  These orientations must be -- and trends must be fought, so that we not go back in time.
The Third Committee, which is considering the report of the Human Rights Council dealing with resolutions and recommendations of the first session of the Council as well as the two special sessions, is -- the Council -- or this committee is considering this report in exercise of its major principle role, namely the protection of human rights with -- firmly aware of its responsibilities since this commission -- or committee is the best arena for enriching the protection of human rights by dialogue and an objective consideration of the issues, making it possible for peoples to achieve their aspirations in the protection of human rights.
In conclusion, may I reiterate Sudan's faith in the need to strengthen and promote human rights and fundamental freedoms on the basis of dialogue and cooperation with the International Committee in order to pick up the gauntlet which was taken with the signing of the documents involved.  We also renew our appeal to all member states to ensure that dialogue and cooperation become the framework for our relationships and our struggle against everything which runs counter to our aspirations in the promotion and protection of human rights, thank you.

SEE STATEMENT OF THE EUROPEAN UNION

http://www.eyeontheun.org/assets/attachments/documents/EU_statement_on_report_of_the_HRC_11-10-06.pdf
CHAIRMAN:  [INAUDIBLE] I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Switzerland.  The floor is yours, madame.
NATALIE KOHLI, SWITZERLAND:  Thank you, Chairman.  Sir, Switzerland welcomes the decision of the General Assembly of 26 October on allocation of Agenda Item 68, entitled "Report of the Human Rights Council."  My delegation welcomes the decision -- the compromise decision that this report would be considered this year in a plenary session and in the Third Committee, given that the Third Committee would only study the recommendations of the Council to the General Assembly, including those that are to develop international human rights law.  Given this decision, we would like to make the following points with respect to the two recommendations that the Third Committee is to study.

Firstly, Switzerland welcomes the fact that the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, which is the outcome of lengthy negotiations, has been adopted by the Human Rights Council and this was at its first session in June.  My country was a cosponsor of the draft resolution with respect to the adoption of this Declaration on Indigenous People's Rights.  It is a compromise that enjoys the support of the vast majority of states and of all indigenous peoples represented in the working group of the Human Rights Commission.

Switzerland would have since then hoped that the text would be adopted by the Human Rights Council by consensus.  The adoption of the Declaration by the Third Committee and by the General Assembly in a plenary session will give a signal -- a strong political signal in favor of respecting regarding indigenous rights peoples and the rights of their members internationally.  The Declaration will also be the principal source for inspiration of policies, laws and practices of states in this area.

It is also essential that the Declaration enjoy broad support of states when it is adopted by the GA.  As a cosponsor of the draft resolution on the adoption of the Declaration, Switzerland will contribute to this by voting in favor.

Secondly, Switzerland has been heavily involved, since the outset, in the process of negotiating the text of the Convention on the Protection of All Persons Against Enforced Disappearances.  My delegation welcomes the consensus in the adoption of this Convention by the Human Rights Council in June 2006.  The Third Committee and the General Assembly Plenary need also adopt this new universal binding instrument without a vote, which will give the entire world a strong political and legal signal in the fight against enforced disappearances.  This is a phenomena which, after having ravaged a number of Latin American countries, spares no continent, including Europe.  Henceforth, to enable us to fight this scourge at the international and national levels and highlighting our solidarity with countries affected by enforced disappearances and with their victims, it is up to us now to speak with one voice in favor of its approval.  Thank you, Chairman.

SEE STATEMENT OF CHINA

http://www.eyeontheun.org/assets/attachments/documents/China_statement_on_report_of_the_HRC_11-10-06.pdf
CHAIRMAN:  [INAUDIBLE] I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Russian Federation.  The floor is yours, sir.

BORIS V. CHERNENKO, RUSSIAN FEDERATION:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  First of all, let me welcome the President of the Human Rights Council, Mr. Alba.  Chairman, we see that, in procedural terms, the Human Rights Council has so far relied upon the work done by the Human Rights Commission, at the same time trying to find its place as an auxiliary body to the General Assembly.  No matter how long the process of working out the rules of procedure for the Council, this should not prevent it from addressing specific tasks in the area of human rights and here there's a necessary to have clear organization of the work of the Human Rights Council to include advance adoption of the agendas for its sessions.

An innovative approach to discussion of the theme of human rights was the idea of the universal periodic review of human rights cases of states.  This mechanism is seen as a way to depoliticize the work of the Council and to free it from the practice of double standards and lecturing.  However, we still have a long way to go before it is launched or even before we reach a common understanding of the core principles of how it's to operate.  In order to draft the parameters for the review, an inter-session open-ended working group was established to be chaired by the President of the Council.

Unfortunately, in this past time, the work has not even begun its work.  And a vague framework of only informal consultations has not proven valid, nor has it given us any results.  Our hope is that, in the near term, this working group will, at long last, begin its activities and will try to make up for the lost months.

This also is -- relates to the other open-ended working group on the issue of the future special procedures.  As you know, the Human Rights Council extended the mandates of all special procedures of the former commission for one year.  This was done so that, in this period of time and in accordance with Resolution 60/251, they could analyze and perhaps reassess these mandates.  However, this task still has a long way to go before it will have been completed.
At the same time, the issue of a special procedures is one of the most pressing issues in the context of the effectiveness of the work of the Council and in terms of overcoming the shortcomings it has inherited from the Human Rights Commission.  The guidance on special Human Rights UN Procedures prepared without the involvement of member states is something that is not balanced and cannot provide a basis for depoliticizing their activities.  In this regard, we support the proposal put forward in Geneva by the African group to work out and adopt, in an interstate format, a code of conduct for the special procedures and for the mechanisms of the Council, that would enshrine the principles of their having interaction and of construction cooperation with states.
There also needs to be a decision with respect to the issue of the -- what to do with the Subcommission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights.  Russia advocates keeping this unique expert body with the same kind of structure, same kind of structure and with broad research functions.
In conclusion, let me touch briefly upon the substantive outcomes of the past sessions.  Some of the decisions of the Council were adopted by consensus.  Others became a subject of confrontation.  Nevertheless, all of them do attest to the fact that the work of the Human Rights Council has begun and with considerable robustness.  An important task here is to streamline this work and to ensure that it is effective.  Thank you, Chairman.

CHAIRMAN:  [INAUDIBLE] I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Mexico.
XÓCHITL GÁLVEZ RUIZ, MEXICO:  Sir, in addition to an honor for my delegation, it is a matter of priority to refer to the resolutions recommended by the Human Rights Council for adoption by the General Assembly.  The adoption of the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons Against Forced Disappearances and the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples in the first session of the Council was an historic step forward in the development of the international framework of human rights.  Now, the General Assembly has the responsibility of adopting these instruments to which my delegation attaches the highest degree of importance as well as its full support during this session.

Forced disappearances are an unacceptable fact which the states must eradicate by means of all measures at our disposal.  There is no doubt that the convention will contribute to this end by establishing an absolute prohibition to forced disappearance and establish states obligations to prevent them, investigate them and provide a framework of protection for the victims and the families.  We believe of particular relevance helping identify the systematic and generalized practice of disappearances of this kind is a crime against humanity, with the appropriate consequences under international law.  My delegation expresses the hope that this convention by the General Assembly as soon as possible so as to begin the process of signature and ratification of the instrument for a speedy entry into force.

The adoption of the Declaration of the United Nations on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples can no longer be postponed.  After more than twenty years of negotiations, including ten in the open-ended working group to put together a draft declaration under the outstanding leadership of its chairman, Luis Enrique Chavez from Mexico.  Following this extensive and broad-based negotiation, the text which was adopted by the Human Rights Council represents the maximum consensus achieved by states as well as by the Conclave of Indigenous Peoples.

We must recall that this so generous group did something exceptional in including, in its membership, states as well as representatives of the indigenous peoples in the framework of an inclusive form of participation.  My delegation is aware of the fact that several states have expressed concerns on key issues such as self-determination, lands and resources, as well as the lack of a definition of indigenous peoples and the relationship between the Declaration and other international instruments.  There is no doubt that these are sensitive issues which have been the subject of lengthy negotiations throughout the negotiation in order to find and arrive at the best-possible solution.

We believe it necessary to note that the text contains all the necessary safeguards to preserve the integrity of states and insure respect for human rights of all persons.  Not only should the Declaration be viewed in the context of existing international law, but it includes provisions which subjected explicitly in the area to the obligation established under the UN Charter and in the area of human rights.

Mexico supports the Declaration because the spirit and content of the Declaration set forth the foundations of the positive and cooperative relationship between states and indigenous peoples based on multiculture, good faith, democracy and nondiscrimination.  In other words, this is an instrument which is not binding but morally obligatory to bring balance into a relationship which, throughout history, developed through colonial policies.  The Declaration is a tool which will help states and the indigenous peoples to participate in the benefit of economic, social, cultural development as well as the respect of human rights in a climate of confidence, trust and respect.
It doesn't seem to us -- and my delegation wishes to emphasis this point.  It doesn't seem to us that the Declaration would run counter to the integrity of states, nor the use or control of their resources.  This was one concern of many states, because the Declaration was adopted in the Human Rights Council, the -- as there were a number of misgivings which had to be dissipated.

Mexico thus organized an international workshop on the draft declaration with the participation of the Special Rapporteur on the Situation of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms of the Indigenous Populations.  Representatives of various governments represented here as well as indigenous organizations, academicians, experts, organizations of civil society and other international bodies.  Such event, which was informal, led to an atmosphere which was known as the pep squad of spirit and was successful in its objective to provide room for thought and explore ways and means to bring positions closer on pending issues around the Declaration, with a view to support the work of the working group for its eleventh and last session.  Some of the conclusions of this workshop were fundamental.  The exercise of self-determination established in the instrument shows an intercultural relationship, respect for cultural and language differences, the right to development with its own identity and the right for indigenous peoples to be consulted with regard to every decision concerning them.
In the context of a complex debate on the scope of the right to self-determination, the Declaration's purpose is simply to assert the right to self-determination by the indigenous peoples in the framework of their coexistence with states.  The right to self-determination for indigenous peoples should be viewed in a positive context as a basis for dialogue, the catalyst for a rather late participation in the process of state development of the indigenous peoples and as the basis for building a new relationship between indigenous peoples and states as partners, which fosters peace, coexistence and common values.
It is important to point out that, by means of the Declaration, no new rights are established.  What is done is the acknowledgment of needs -- of the need for indigenous peoples to enjoy their rights as guaranteed in the existing international normative framework and it recognizes rights which have, throughout history, been denied indigenous peoples and it meets their legitimate demands for peace, justice and fairness.  As to the concerns regarding to the ownership and use of territories and resources, let me say that this should be viewed in the context of national states, let me repeat, in a framework of good faith and cooperation.

The Declaration does not deny states' rights to use their resources.  What it does is to help the indigenous populations also to benefit from these riches and benefits for their own development.  In the context of misgivings expressed on the lack of definition of indigenous peoples, this ambiguity must be resolved in the same internal framework, bearing in mind the different social, cultural and particularly historical realities of states, of regions and continents inhabited by the more than 350 million indigenous peoples.
We cannot forget that the President's text enjoys broad-based majority support from indigenous peoples and states.  Clearly, we are aware that the text could be even better, as is the case with every text and instrument.  But we also believe that the real present conditions do not make it possible to do more nor to do less.  In this fashion, we conclude (and this seems to be the perception of the majority) that the text of the [INAUDIBLE] not allow the quest for a consensus to be turned into an obstacle which would prevent us from making a decision.  For all these reasons, my delegation urges all states not to postpone any longer the adoption of this important and necessary instrument.
Mexico accepted the request of some states to have such instruments submitted by the President of the Human Rights Council.  This has happened and, therefore, we ask that this Declaration be adopted.  States members of the United Nations must send an unequivocal message to the world showing our commitment to the universal protection and promotion of human rights, which is in keeping with the spirit of reform and renewal of our organization.  It is high time.  Thank you, sir.
CHAIRMAN:  I thank the distinguished representative of Mexico.  Before giving the floor to the next speaker, I would like the delegation stand in the back of the room to hold discussion outside the meeting room, please.

I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Guatemala.

JORGE SKINNER-KLEÉ, GUATEMALA:  Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.  We cannot deny the fact that, as members of the Human Rights Council, we would have liked the first, second and third parts of the report of the Council as well as the draft resolutions recommended for adoption by the General Assembly would have been considered jointly by the Assembly.  However, a decision was taken to divide them and consider them in a divided fashion, a decision which we went along with.  Therefore, we venture to make this statement in support of the adoption of the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearances as well as the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

On the latter, the Delegation of Guatemala has contributed and made every effort in order together with other member states and indigenous peoples achieve a consensus declaration, a well-balanced and comprehensive declaration, taking into account the interests and rights of the indigenous peoples as well as the positions of states.  Great care was taken to ensure that this instrument be consistent with the general principles of human rights as well as the principles of international law, bearing in mind, at the same time, that this -- an instrument whose content may provide further dignity to the indigenous populations whose rights have not been acknowledged and who have been systematically and collectively excluded from contemporary life.
The objective of achieving a well-balanced and useful instrument has been achieved, which means that we can achieve a better consensus after the exhaustive efforts made by the working group of the Human Rights Commission preparing the Declaration, which, after more than a decade of intensive negotiations, agreed on this text.  The Declaration is not only a very important, historic answer to this problem, it is a tour guide for states in order truly to contribute the human conditions of living of the indigenous populations and reparation and compensation for many of these equalities or inequalities.  The most valuable point of the process is that those subject of the Declaration (that is, the indigenous populations themselves) together with many states decidedly support the adoption of the Declaration and to ensure an -- which was adopted by the Human Rights Commission in its first session without any problems, something which is now the job of this committee and the General Assembly.
Our delegation thanks -- or would like to say to those delegations that have expressed reservations to the scope and some of the terms to the Declaration, that, bearing in mind the generalized adoption and approval of the Declaration, that, in a broad spirit of consensus, they may also help adopt it and accompany this lofty effort.  Thank you.

CHAIRMAN:  I thank the distinguished representative of Guatemala and I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Belarus.  The floor is yours, sir.

ANDREI TARANDA, BELARUS:  Thank you, Chairman.  Mr. Chairman, the results of past sessions of the Human Rights Council attest to the fact that this new human rights body is an important phase of its consolidation.  The important decisions have been adopted and one should here particularly note the decision to establish open-ended intergovernmental working groups to determine the forms for the universal periodic reviews and the analysis and streamlining of mandates and mechanisms for these special procedures.  In our view, these decisions will make it possible to objectively assess the legacy of the Human Rights Commission and to keep what is best and prevent the mistakes that led to the crisis in the work of that commission.

Today, great hopes are pinned in the Council.  This body is to prove its validity in consideration of those issues that previously did not find due responses in the Human Rights Commission such as human rights in the U.S. and in the countries of the European Union, torture and cruel and inhuman treatment of detainees at the military base in Guantanamo, arbitrary detentions and illegal transfers between states of persons suspected of involvements in terrorist activities.

The Council is to be the body that would respond not only to human rights violations, but would also take effective measures to prevent them.  This will require giving particular attention to the fight with the root causes of human rights abuses that are of a social and economic nature.  With the establishment of the Human Rights Council, we have reaffirmed our resolve to ensure the universality, objectivity and impartiality in consideration of human rights issues and of the need to eliminate dual standards and politicization.

During the planned analysis and streamlining of all mandates and mechanisms that have been transferred from the Commission to the Human Rights Council, Belarus intends to advocate maintaining and, where necessary, strengthening the special procedures.  However, the support will be given only to those procedures that were not created for political reasons and that did not compromise -- and would not compromise themselves by exceeding the authorities of the mandates.  The Council needs to take a firm decision to reject mandates that would politicize and discredit the UN Human Rights Commission and that led to a collapse of the Commission's work.
The mechanism for universal periodic reviews will make it possible to systematically review situations of human rights worldwide and to provide an assessment for these situations based on standard criteria.  This approach should preclude politicization of the human rights sphere and should be the basis for a constructive dialogue on human rights issues.
The draft resolution presented by our delegation yesterday, "Promotion of Equitable and Mutually Respectful Dialogue on Human Rights," is intended specifically to strengthen trust and mutual understanding between countries in the area of promotion and protection of human rights.  Unfortunately, as we saw in yesterday's developments in the Third Committee, ridding ourself of the negative experience of politicization of the theme of human rights and of inventive approach has not been possible.
Despite the will and desire of most delegations, decisions will soon be taken on country resolutions.  Our delegation draws attention to the fact that these resolutions are a negative vestige of the previous Human Rights Commission.  They run counter to the primary idea of the mechanism being established for periodic reviews, which is to ensure the universal scope of them and that all states are given the same treatment.
We call upon UN member states to reaffirm the fundamental position which is to reject country resolutions that are counterproductive instruments in the area of encouraging -- in promoting and protecting human rights.  Thank you.

CHAIRMAN:  I thank the distinguished representative of Belarus.  I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Denmark.  The floor is your, sir.

TYGE LEHMANN, DENMARK:  I thank you, Mr. Chairman.  My intervention is directed at the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and allow me, at the outset, to align my delegation with the statement made earlier by Finland on behalf of the European Union.
Mr. Chairman, I believe that no one will disagree when I say that the draft Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples now before us represents a milestone in developing the rights of indigenous peoples.  The Declaration takes right-based approach, but it does not present these rights as legally binding or as absolute rights from which no exemption can be made.  Indeed, the Declaration represents a compromise between the legitimate interest of indigenous peoples, other individuals and groups of individuals and states, though the focus, for obvious reasons, is on the rights of indigenous peoples.  In other words, the Declaration balances the various interests in a fair manner, which should be able to common consensus among all states.

When I refer to the Declaration as a compromise document, Mr. Chairman, reaching out to indigenous peoples and states alike, I'm in particular referring to the last preambular paragraph and the last operative article of the Declaration and I do urge delegations to read these provisions carefully once again.  In short form, these provisions state that the Declaration represents a standard of achievement to be pursued in a spirit of partnership and mutual respect and it underlies that the Declaration upholds the basic principles and purposes of the UN Charter and furthermore preserves the fundamental interest of third parties as well as of states when implementing the Declaration.  This is not, Mr. Chairman, the language of confrontation, but the language of dialogue.
Mr. Chairman, what this Declaration requires is nothing but partnership in action between states and indigenous peoples, reflecting the very process by which this Declaration has been elaborated over the last twenty years.  As a matter of fact, it also corresponds well with the partnership as it has developed over years between Denmark and the indigenous peoples of Greenland.

Mr. Chairman, adopting this landmark declaration is a historic step in advancing the rights and aspirations of the world's indigenous peoples and we strongly appeal to all states to join in this historic moment by adopting the Declaration unanimously without a vote or, even better, by acclamation.  I thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN:  I thank the distinguished representative of Denmark.  I give the floor now to the distinguished representative of Japan.  The floor is yours, madame.
MIKIKO OTANI, JAPAN:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  We wish to express our appreciation to the presentation of the President of the Human Rights Council, Ambassador de Alba.  My delegation wishes to take this opportunity to express our appreciation for the efforts made by the parties concerned in the negotiations of the drafts of the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance and of the Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.
Standard-setting is an important part of the work of the United Nations and key assets have been inherited by the Human Rights Council from the Commission on Human Rights.  These recommendations we have today are among the first substantive outcomes of the Council.  In particular, Japan strongly supports the drafting the National Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance.  The Government of Japan strongly believes that, quote, "No one shall be subjected to enforced disappearance," end of quote, as stipulated in Article 1 of the draft convention.  Therefore, we have actively participated in the elaboration of this convention in order to contribute to producing a better text to serve victims of enforced disappearance and to prevent such terrible crimes.
My delegation sincerely hopes that, as soon as possible, this committee adopts the draft resolution on this matter with that aboard.  Thank you.

SEE STATEMENT OF INDONESIA

http://www.eyeontheun.org/assets/attachments/documents/Indonesia_statement_on_report_of_the_HRC_11-10-06.pdf
SEE STATEMENT OF CUBA

http://www.eyeontheun.org/assets/attachments/documents/Cuba_statement_on_report_of_the_HRC_11-10-06.pdf
CHAIRMAN:  [INAUDIBLE] I give the floor to his excellency, the Deputy Permanent Representative of Algeria, you have the floor.
MOURAD BENMEHDI, ALGERIA:  Thank you, Chairman.  Chairman, at the outset, let me welcome his excellency Ambassador de Alba to the third committee and pay tribute to him for the excellent work he has done presiding over the Human Rights Council.  My delegation thanks him for the clear and excellent presentation of the Council's report, including the presentation he made this morning to the GA Plenary.

The fact that the report was being considered by the Third Committee is something with which my delegation has no question, since this committee is one that the GA has entrusted with reviewing human rights issues.  It has been presented by the president of the Council himself, which is an additional indication that the Human Rights Council members, including Algeria, endorse the approach based on dialogue and cooperation which is desired by the General Assembly and this happened at the time of the inception of the Council.

This procedure, in addition, could have been seen as a way to control or stymie decisions by the Council or to place it under the umbrella of the Third Committee.  We believe that this is not the case.  Consideration of the report by the Third Committee, which has clear expertise in human rights, can only support and strengthen the action of the Human Rights Council.

Chairman, with respect to the contents of the report before us, my delegation believes that, with respect to the provisions of Resolution A/61/251, that this report needs to be seen as an interim report on the status of the implementation of this resolution, particularly with respect to the institutional and procedural aspects contained in Paragraph 6 of it.

The decision to extend the mandate of the special procedures for one year will enable Council members to take the time to consider the reports and to consider the need to improve them or streamline them.  In addition, the Council has set up the working group to establish the mechanism for periodic universal review.  My delegation believes that this will make it possible to assess implementation by states of their obligations in human rights and, where necessary, to improve the constructive dialogue and cooperation to improve states' performances.

The decision of the Council to consider, at its first session, the situation of human rights in Palestine and incitement to religious or racial hatred and to consider promotion of tolerance is a timely response to the urgent nature of these two issues.  The Council's adoption of the two recommendations on the International Convention Against Enforced Disappearances and on the Declaration of the Rights of Indigenous Peoples and the establishment of a working group to draft an optional protocol to the international covenants on economic, social and cultural rights fall within the framework of the Council's mission and will clearly contribute to -- lead to a qualitative development of international law.

The Convention on Enforced Disappearances is an achievement which my delegation welcomes.  Since this -- since it enables international law to recognize enforced disappearances as a crime, both in war and in peacetime, the impetus given with -- the recognition, for the first time, of the responsibilities of non-state players and, above all, terrorist groups who are, in many countries, the main perpetrators of such crimes, will help to shed light on cases of disappearances identified in a number of countries and will make it possible for victim's families to exercise their rights.
With respect to the recommendation on the draft Declaration of the United Nations on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, my delegation believes that the international community is duty-bound to positively respond to the expectations of indigenous peoples unambiguously by conveying to them the message that the legitimacy of their claims is recognized by all member states.
To do this, it -- we believe that a text of the importance of this declaration should not have been so hastily submitted to a vote in the Human Rights Council which is still at the initial phase of its consolidation and establishment of its work methods with respect to its standard-setting mission.  This approach, we believe, is the wrong way to go.  My delegation believes that, given the -- both the importance and the sensitivity of this issue, we believe that the General Assembly should be very closely attentive to this subject in order to flesh out the draft by the necessary clarifications, clarifications of certain concepts contained in the draft, so that, as we hope -- we could lead to a -- we could have a consensus adoption of this document, which is so important to the cause of human rights.

Chairman, in giving the Human Rights Council the possibility to meet in special session, the General Assembly intends to give it an effective mechanism to rapidly respond to situations of flagrant and massive human rights violations.  What other situations than those that have been seen in the occupied Palestinian territories in June 2006 and Lebanon in July 2006 could have better justified the holding of these special sessions and a unanimous response from the Council members?
My delegation regrets that, at this time, there was really lagging in terms of mobilizing for the human rights issue and politicization.  This denied the Council, at its inception, to be able to unanimously condemn, unambiguously, the blatant human rights violations that were observed, on which, perhaps, they could have constructed a new doctrine that would definitively reject, for the future, the regretful practice of double standards.

My delegation would like to reiterate its commitments that it took when Algeria was a candidate to the Human Rights Council to spare no effort during its term to free the human rights sphere from the scourge of politicization.  That was the hallmark of the previous Human Rights Commission.  It calls upon those who think that they saw, in the differences that emerged during the vote, proof that the Council has already failed in its mission.  We call at them to not come to hasty conclusions and we turn to the commitment that we all collectively took to give this new body a reasonable trial period of one year so that it could establish the necessary institutional machinery and so that it could develop appropriate working methods.

As a member of Council, Algeria intends, for its part, to continue to devote itself to achieving this commitment.  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

CHAIRMAN:  I thank the ambassador for your statement.  [INAUDIBLE] floor to the Syrian Arab Republic.  Madame, you have the floor.

WARIF HALABI, SYRIA:  Thank you, sir.  Mr. Chairman, allow me, at the outset, to welcome Mr. de Alba, president of the Human Rights Council.  I'd like to hail the efforts which he has been making and saying so simply and we wish him every success in his endeavors.

We've considered very closely the report of the Council.  We've considered it with keen interest, since it is the report submitted by the Council in its three session.  My delegation has actively participated in the negotiations and meetings which preceded the process of creation of the Council and my delegation in Geneva has taken part in the negotiations held on the Draft International Convention for the Protection of Persons from Enforced Disappearances as well as the group encharged with preparing a draft declaration in keeping with the appropriate resolution of the General Assembly.
My delegation has been active in adopting Resolutions 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5 and we attach major importance to the work of the Human Rights Council.

We hail the holding of the two special sessions of the Council to consider the situation of human rights in the occupied Palestinian territories and the serious situation of human rights in Lebanon because of Israel's military operations and we salute the adoption of the two resolutions on these subjects.  My delegation is ready to ensure that adequate financial and human resources are available to implement the two resolutions.  Thank you.
CHAIRMAN:  I thank the distinguished delegate from the Syrian Arab Republic for her statement.  And, my apologies, it's the issue of translation that hurts.  And it is now my pleasure [INAUDIBLE]  I'm now very happy to call on the Permanent Representative of Columbia.  You have the floor, ma'am.
CLAUDIA BLUM, COLOMBIA:  Thank you, Mr. Chairman.  My delegation takes note of the first report of the Human Rights Council to the Third Committee, presented by Ambassador Luis Alfonso De Alba.  Sir, in accordance with Article 97 and 98 of the Rules of Procedure of the General Assembly, human rights matters should be considered, analyzed and decided upon first and foremost in the Third Committee.  Colombia deems it necessary for the recommendations of the report of the Human Rights Council subsidiary brought into the General Assembly be considered in this committee, including those issues that require final adoption by the General Assembly.
In the Third Committee, which is universally representative, we have the expertise and interactive level of dialogue between all member states of the United Nations, which is required to make decisions on issues that, because of their nature, concern all countries.  Hence, we give positive recognition to the fact that the plenary has finally decided to send to this committee the consideration of the matters we are discussing today.

Mr. Chairman, my delegation also views positively the creation of the Human Rights Council as the organ responsible for promotion of universal respect, the protection of human rights, including civil, political, economic, social and cultural rights.  We also stress the importance for the work of this Council to be governed by the principles of universality, impartiality, objectivity and non-selectivity and be based on cooperation and a constructive international dialogue in accordance with the criteria set forth in Resolution 60-251 of the General Assembly.  Colombia attaches the highest importance to the function assigned to the Human Rights Council and Operative Paragraph 6 of the resolution which gave birth to this body, which is to examine, improve and rationalize all mandates, mechanisms and responsibilities in this area.  And, also, believes that this function must move forward in synchronicity and simultaneously with the establishment of the periodic universal review.
It is important to have a comprehensive review of the two processes set out in Decisions 1/103 and 1/104 to guarantee consistency in the system and avoid duplication that affected the work of the old commission, to achieve more effective results in the area of human rights which is important for the Council, to move forward towards a framework that can avoid excessive proliferation of mechanisms and to keep only those procedures that are indispensable in accordance with reasonable criteria without duplication or overlap in the work.  A framework where it is possible to compare the various current categories of rapporteurs, representatives, experts, working groups and with synergy, rationalization and efficient coordination.  A scheme where the mandate of experts do not go beyond the areas of competence of the various human rights conventions and the functions of the various treaty bodies.
During the discussion of several resolutions, my delegation referred to the need to ensure that, at this point in time, there was the necessary foresight so that the decisions adopted at the 61st Session of the General Assembly not create obstacles in the path of the review process taking place in Geneva.  Caution must be exercised not to include, in the resolutions, any language that implies an extension in time or scope of the members, mechanisms and procedures that are being reviewed.

Colombia hopes that the work of the Human Rights Council in this area will allow for the design of a better-organized and more effective system that promotes cooperation and dialogue to support national capabilities and promote trust among states.  And Colombia hopes that the plan of work established in Decision 1/105 of the Council will be fully carried out so that decisions on mandate review as well as on the universal periodic evaluation will be finished before June of 2007.
During the first session, the Council tackled significant issues such as the right to development, the effective application of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action and other issues related to economic, social and cultural rights.  The Council has recommended to the General Assembly the adoption of two draft resolutions.  One refers to the Draft International Convention on the Protection of All Persons from Forced Disappearance, which was agreed, by consensus by the members of the Council.  The second refers to the Draft Declaration on the Right of Indigenous Peoples, adopted in that forum by a vote.
My delegation already had an opportunity to make a statement on this issue in recent days and lamented the fact that, on a matter of general nature and of such great importance such as this one, the Council did not make a greater effort to agree on a more adequate and more precise text, giving us the possibility of implementing it and carrying it out, involving all member states.  A text that represents, given its universal applicability, specific benefits for the indigenous communities around the world.  A more defined text with these criteria surely would have received the necessary consensus as it was adopted by the Council.

This being the first time that the Third Committee takes on the recommendations of the new Human Rights Council, we express the hope that the participation and the interactive dialogue of member states of the United Nations will allow for the adoption of decisions that will meet the general -- the expectations which arose out of the creation of this subsidiary body of the General Assembly.  Thank you.
CHAIRMAN:  [INAUDIBLE] I thank the Permanent Representative of Colombia for his statement.

[END]
