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Part Two: Summary of proceedings

I. Organizational and procedural matters

1.

Opening and duration of the session

The Human Rights Council held its sixteenth session at the United
Nations Office at Geneva from 28 February to 25 March 2011. The
President of the Council opened the session.

At the 1st meeting, on 28 February 2011, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights, the President of the General
Assembly and Micheline Calmy-Rey, President of Switzerland,
addressed the plenary.

At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the High Commissioner made
a statement for the International Women’s Day.

At the 44th meeting, on 23 March 2011, Idriss Jazairy, Coordinator
with the Council review process in New York, provided a briefing on
the joint mission by the Council President and himself to New York to
participate in the informal plenary meeting of the General Assembly
on the review of the Council.

In accordance with rule 8 (b) of the rules of procedure of the Council,
as contained in part VII of the annex to Council resolution 5/1, the
organizational meeting on the sixteenth session was held on 14
February 2011.

The sixteenth session consisted of 48 meetings over 20 days (see
paragraph 37 below).

B. Attendance

The session was attended by representatives of States Members of the
Council, observer States of the Council, observers for non-member
States of the United Nations and other observers, as well as observers
for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and related
organizations, intergovernmental organizations and other entities,
national human rights institutions and non-governmental organizations
(see annex I).

C. High-level segment

8.

At the Ist to the 6th meetings, on 28 February - 2 March 2011, the
Council held a high-level segment, at which 81 dignitaries addressed
the plenary, including one president, one vice-president, 7 vice-prime
ministers, 43 ministers, 22 vice-ministers, 6 representatives of
observer organizations and the President of the General Assembly.

The following dignitaries addressed the Council during the high-level
segment, in the order that they spoke:
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(a) At the Ist meeting, on 28 February 2011: Angelino Garzon,
Vice-President of Colombia; Kevin Rudd, Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Australia; Sergey Lavrov, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Russian
Federation; Ahmed Naseem, Minister of State for Foreign Affairs of
Maldives; Trinidad Jiménez Garcia-Herrera, Minister for Foreign Affairs and
Cooperation of Spain; Patricia Espinosa Cantellano, Secretary (Minister) for
Foreign Affairs of Mexico; Mahinda Samarasinghe, Minister of Plantation
Industries of Sri Lanka; Maite Nkoana-Mashabane, Minister of the
Department of International Relations and Cooperation of South Africa;
Maria do Rosario Nunes, Minister, Head of the Human Rights Secretariat of
Brazil; Radhouane Nouicer, State Secretary at the Ministry of Foreign Affairs
of Tunisia; Jodo Cravinho, Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs of Portugal;
Catherine Ashton, High Representative for Foreign Policy and Security and
Vice-President of the Commission of the European Union;

(b) At the 2nd meeting, on the same day: Sven Alkalaj, Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Bosnia and Herzegovina; Steven Vanackere, Vice-
Prime Minister and Minister for Foreign Affairs of Belgium; William Hague,
Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth Affairs of the United
Kingdom; Guido Westerwelle, Vice-Chancellor and Minister for Foreign
Affairs of Germany; Alexander Stubb, Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Finland; Mohamed Bushara Dosa, Minister of Justice of Sudan; Jonas Gahr
Stere, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Norway; Ahmet Davutoglu, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Turkey;

(¢) At the 3rd meeting, on the same day: Luis Almagro, Minister
for Foreign Affairs of Uruguay; Hillary Rodham Clinton, Secretary of State
of the United States of America; Franco Frattini, Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Italy; Kasit Piromya, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Thailand; Samuel
Zbogar, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Slovenia; Omar El Sherif, Vice-
Minister of Justice of Egypt; Michael Spindelegger, Federal Minister for
European and International Affairs of Austria; Ali Akbar Salehi, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Islamic Republic of Iran; Héctor Marcos Timerman,
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Argentina; Bandar bin Mohammed Alaiban,
Chairman of the Human Rights Commission of Saudi Arabia; Min Dong-
Seok, Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs and Trade of the Republic of Korea;
Nicholas Emiliou, Permanent Secretary of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of
Cyprus; Ahoussou Jeannot, Minister of Justice and Human Rights of Cote
d’Ivoire; Lawrence Cannon, Minister of Foreign Affairs of Canada; Pham
Binh Minh, First Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs of Viet Nam; Coumba
Gaye, State Minister for Human Rights of Senegal;

(d) At the 4th meeting, on 1 March 2011: Turie Leanca, Deputy
Prime Minister, Minister for Foreign Affairs and European Integration of the
Republic of Moldova; Jean Asselborn, Vice-Prime Minister, Minister for
Foreign Affairs, Luxembourg; Hoda Alban, Minister of Human Rights of
Yemen; Fatima Al Balooshi, Minister of Social Development of Bahrain;
Mutula Kilonzo, Minister for Justice, National Cohesion and Constitutional
Affairs of Kenya; Uri Rosenthal, Minister for Foreign Affairs of the
Netherlands; Karel Schwarzenberg, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister for
Foreign Affairs of the Czech Republic; Kanat Saudabayev, Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Kazakhstan; Antonio Milososki, Minister for Foreign
Affairs of The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia; Dipu Moni, Foreign
Minister of Bangladesh; Mourad Medelci, Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Algeria; Luzolo Bambi Lessa, Minister of Justice and Human Rights of the
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Democratic Republic of the Congo; Fashion Phiri, Deputy Minister of
Foreign Affairs of Zambia; Ikuo Yamahana, Parliamentary Vice-Minister for
Foreign Affairs of Japan; Frank Belfrage, Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs
of Sweden; Luis Raul Estevez Lopez, Vice-Minister for Foreign Affairs of
Guatemala; Dimiter Tzantchev, Deputy Minister of Foreign Affairs of
Bulgaria, Ekmeleddin Thsanoglu, Secretary-General of the Organization of
the Islamic Conference;

(e) At the 5th meeting, on the same day: Salomon Nguema
Owono, Vice Prime Minister in charge of Social Affairs and Human Rights
of Equatorial Guinea; Vuk Jemeri¢, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Serbia;
Lene Espersen, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Denmark; René Castro
Salazar, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Costa Rica; Henri Eyebe Ayissi,
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Cameroon; Temir Porras Ponceledn, Vice-
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela; Bruno
Rodriguez Parrilla, Minister for Foreign Affairs of Cuba; Doru Costea, Vice-
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Romania; Edith Harxhi, Deputy Foreign
Minister of Albania; Manuel Domingos Augusto, Secretary of State of
External Affairs of Angola; Nebojsa Kaludjerovic, State Secretary of
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Montenegro; Arman Kriakossian, Deputy
Minister of Foreign Affairs of Armenia;

) At the 6th meeting, on 2 March 2011: Slobodan Uzelac,
Deputy Prime Minister for Social Issues and Human Rights of Croatia;
Salamata Sawadogo, Minister for Human Rights of Burkina Faso; Mohamed
Al-Soodani, Minister of Human Rights of Iraq; Patrick Antony Chinamasa,
Minister of Justice and Legal Affairs of Zimbabwe; Augustine
Makgonatsotlhe, Secretary for Defence, Justice and Security of Botswana;
Asta Skaisgiryte-Liauskiene, Vice-Minister of Foreign Affairs of Lithuania;
Grazyna Bernatowicz, Under-Secretary of State in the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs of Poland; Diego Falconi, Vice-Minister of Justice of Ecuador;
Akmal Saidov, Chairperson of the National Centre for Human Rights of
Uzbekistan; Anders Johnsson, Secretary-General of the Inter-Parliamentary
Union; Julia D. Joiner, Commissioner for Political Affairs of the African
Union; Kamalesh Sharma, Secretary-General of the Commonwealth; Janet
Lim, Assistant High Commissioner for Operations, United Nations High
Commissioner for Refugees.

10. At the 3rd meeting, on 28 February 2011, at the request of the
representative of Egypt, the Council observed one minute of silence to
honour the memory of the martyrs of the Egyptian revolution.

11. At the 5th meeting, on 1 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Armenia,
Azerbaijan, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Estonia,
Japan, Latvia and Morocco.

12. At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply
were made by the representatives of Azerbaijan, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea and Japan.

13. At the 8th meeting, on 2 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Belarus and
Myanmar.
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Panel on the enjoyment of human rights of people of African descent

14. At the 7th meeting, on 2 March 2011, pursuant to Council resolution
14/16, the Council held a panel discussion on the full enjoyment of the
human rights of people of African descent, to mark the International
Year for People of African Descent. The Council divided the panel
discussion into two slots, both held at the 7th meeting, on 2 March
2011. The United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights
made introductory remarks for the panel. At the same meeting, the
following panellists made statements: Luis Almagro, Mirjana
Najcevska, Pastor Murillo, Epsy Campbell and Florence Simbiri

Jaoko.

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

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
Chile, Cuba, Djibouti, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States),
Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference), United
States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Colombia,
Panama, Peru;

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

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Network of
African National Human Rights Institutions;

(e)  Observer for a non-governmental organization: North-South
XXI.

16. At the end of the first slot, at the same meeting, the following
panellists answered questions and made comments: Mirjana
Najcevska, Pastor Murillo, Epsy Campbell and Florence Simbiri
Jaoko.

17. During the ensuing panel discussion for the second slot, at the same
meeting, the following made statements and asked the panellists
questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: China,
Mauritania, Mexico, Spain;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Congo, Costa Rica, Haiti, Honduras, Morocco, Portugal, South Africa;

(c)  Observer for a non-governmental organization: African
Commission of Health and Human Rights Promoters.

18. At the end of the second slot, at the same meeting, the panellists
Mirjana Najcevska, Pastor Murillo, Epsy Campbell and Florence
Simbiri Jaoko answered questions and made their concluding remarks.

GE.
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D. General segment

19. At the 8th meeting, on 2 March 2011, a general segment was held,
during which the following addressed the Council:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Chile,
China, Djibouti, Jordan, Malaysia, Qatar, Slovakia;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Afghanistan,
Barbados, Belarus, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Isracl, Morocco, Namibia,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Oman, Philippines, United Arab Emirates;

(c)  Observer for the Holy See;

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: International
Coordinating Committee of National Human Rights Institutions;

()  Invited members of the civil society: Ms. Mervat Rishmawi,
Ms. Mary Jean Real, Mr. Alexis Corthay and Mr. Pepe Julian Onziema.

E. Agenda and programme of work of the session

20. At the 9th meeting, on 3 March 2011, the agenda and programme of
work of the sixteenth session were adopted.

F. Organization of work

21. At the 7th meeting, on 2 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the interactive debate of panel discussions, which
would be 7 minutes for panellists, 3 minutes for States Members of the
Council and 2 minutes for observer States and other observers.

22. At the 8th meeting, on 2 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general segment, which would be 5 minutes for
statements by States Members of the Council and 3 minutes for
statements by observer States of the Council and other observers.

23. At the 9th meeting, on 3 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the interactive dialogue for the annual report of the
High Commissioner, which would be 3 minutes for States Members of
the Council and 2 minutes for observer States and other observers.

24, At the 11th meeting, on 4 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate for reports of the Office of the High
Commissioner and the Secretary-General, which would be 3 minutes
for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer States
and other observers.

25. At the 12th meeting, on 4 March 2011, the President revised the
modalities for the annual interactive debate on the rights of persons
with disabilities, which would be 2 minutes for States Members of the
Council and 2 minutes for observer States, followed by other
observers.

26. At the 13th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the interactive dialogue with special procedures
mandate holders under agenda item 3, which would be 10 minutes for
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

the presentation by the mandate holder of the main report, with a
further 2 minutes to present each additional report; 5 minutes for
concerned countries, if any, and States Members of the Council; 3
minutes for statements by observer States of the Council and other
observers, including United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations, intergovernmental organizations and other
entities, national human rights institutions and non-governmental
organizations; and 5 minutes for concluding remarks by the mandate
holder.

At the 22nd meeting, on 10 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 3, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 25th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the interactive dialogue with special procedures
mandate holders under agenda item 4, which would be 10 minutes for
the presentation by the mandate holder of the report, 5 minutes for
concerned countries, 3 minutes for States Members of the Council and
2 minutes for observer States and other observers.

At the 27th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 4, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 5, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 31st meeting, on 16 March 2011, the President outlined the
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; 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 and whenever
necessary, and in order to accommodate the maximum number of
speakers; 2 minutes for States Members and observer States; and up to
20 minutes for stakeholders to make general comments on the
outcome of the review, of which 2 minutes would be given to each
speaker.

At the 36th meeting, on 18 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 6, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 39th meeting, on 21 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 7, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 40th meeting, on 22 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 8, which would be 3
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35.

36.

minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 41st meeting, on 22 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 9, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

At the 43rd meeting, on 23 March 2011, the President outlined the
modalities for the general debate on agenda item 10, which would be 3
minutes for States Members of the Council and 2 minutes for observer
States and other observers.

Meetings and documentation

37. The Council held 48 fully serviced meetings during its sixteenth
session.

38. The resolutions and decisions adopted by the Council are contained in
part one of the present report.

39. Annex I contains the list of attendance.

40. Annex II contains the agenda of the Council as included in part V of
the annex to Council resolution 5/1.

41. Annex III contains the estimated administrative and programme
budget implications of Council resolutions and decisions.

42. Annex IV contains the list of documents issued for the sixteenth
session of the Council.

43. Annex V contains the list of special procedures mandate holders
appointed by the Council at its sixteenth session.

44, Annex VI contains the list of members appointed to the expert
mechanism on the rights of indigenous peoples and the forum on
minority issues.

45. Annex VII contains the list of members of the Advisory Committee
and duration of terms of membership.

Visits

46. At the 11th meeting, on 4 March 2011, the President of Italy, H.E. Mr.
Giorgio Napolitano, delivered a statement to the Council.

47. At the 43rd meeting, on 23 March 2011, the Minister of State at the

Office of the Prime Minister of Somalia, H.E. Madame Zahra
Mohamed Ali Samantar addressed the Council.

Selection and appointment of mandate holders

48.

At its 44th meeting, on 23 March 2011, the Council appointed special
procedures mandate holders in accordance with Council resolution 5/1
(see annex V).
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J.  Selection and appointment of members of the Expert
Mechanism on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

49.

50.

51.

At its 44th meeting, on 23 March 2011, the Council, pursuant to its
resolutions 5/1 and 6/36, appointed five experts to the Human Rights
Council expert mechanism on the rights of indigenous peoples. The
Council had before it a note by the President of the Council containing
nominations of candidates for appointment.

The Council appointed the following members: Vital Bambanze
(Burundi), Anastasia Chukhman (Russian Federation), Jannie
Lasimbang (Malaysia), Wilton Littlechild (Canada), José¢ Carlos
Morales Morales (Costa Rica) (see annex VI).

As requested in operative paragraph 8 of Council resolution 12/13, the
Council proceeded with the drawing by lot of the staggered terms of
membership for the members of the Expert Mechanism on the rights of
indigenous peoples. Vital Bambanze was appointed for one year,
Anastasia Chukhman and José Carlos Morales Morales for two years,
and Jannie Lasimbang and Wilton Littlechild for three years.

K. Election of members of the Human Rights Council
Advisory Committee

52.

At the 44th meeting, on 23 March 2011, the Council elected, pursuant
to its resolution 5/1, seven experts to the Human Rights Council
Advisory Committee. The Council had before it a note by the
Secretary-General (A/HRC/16/19 and Add.1) containing nominations
of candidates for election, in accordance with Council decision 6/102,
and the biographical data of the candidates.

The candidates were as follows:

African States

Nominating Member State Expert nominated
Mauritius Dheerujall Baramlall Seetulsingh
Nigeria Obiora Chinedu Okafor

Asian States

12

Nominating Member State Expert nominated
Pakistan Ahmer Bilal Soofi
Philippines Purificacion Quisumbing
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Eastern European States

Nominating Member State Expert nominated

Azerbaijan Latif Huseynov

Latin American and Caribbean States

Nominating Member State Expert nominated

Guatemala Anantonia Reyes Prado

Western European and other States

53.

Nominating Member State Expert nominated
France Laurence Boisson de Chazournes

The number of candidates for each regional group corresponded to the
number of seats to be filled. The practice of holding a secret ballot
pursuant to paragraph 70 of Council resolution 5/1 was dispensed with
and Dheerujall Baramlall Seetulsingh, Obiora Chinedu Okafor, Ahmer
Bilal Soofi, Purificacion Quisumbing, Latif Huseynov, Anantonia
Reyes Prado and Laurence Boisson de Chazournes were elected as
members of the Advisory Committee by consensus.

Adoption of the report of the session

54.

55.

56.

57.

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the Rapporteur and Vice-
President of the Council made a statement in connection with the draft
report of the Council (A/HRC/16/L.41).

At the same meeting, the draft report was adopted ad referendum and
the Council decided to entrust the Rapporteur with the finalization of
the report.

At the same meeting, the representative of International Service for
Human Rights (also on behalf of Asian Forum for Human Rights and
Development and Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies) made
general comments in connection with the session.

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

Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Follow-up to the report of the independent international fact-finding
mission on the incident of the humanitarian flotilla

58.

At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Pakistan
(on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference) introduced

13



A/HRC/16/L.41

14

draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.5, sponsored by Pakistan (on behalf
of the Organization of the Islamic Conference) and co-sponsored by
Iraq on behalf of the Group of Arab States. Subsequently, Algeria,
Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba, Ireland, Malta, Nicaragua,
Portugal, Slovenia and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) joined the
Sponsors.

59. At the same meeting, the representative of Pakistan orally revised the
draft resolution.

60. Also at the same meeting, the representative of Turkey made a
statement as a concerned country.

61. At the same meeting, the representative of Palestine made a statement as
a concerned party.

62. At the same meeting, the representative of the United States of America
made a statement in explanation of vote before the vote.

63.  Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of the
United States of America, a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.5 as orally revised. The draft resolution as orally revised
was adopted by 37 votes in favour, 1 against, with 8 abstentions. The
voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Brazil,
Burkina Faso, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, France,
Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Japan, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria,
Norway, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Switzerland, Thailand, Uganda, United
Kingdom, Uruguay;

Against:
United States of America;

Abstaining:
Cameroon, Hungary, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Republic
of Korea, Slovakia, Ukraine, Zambia.

64.  For the text as adopted, see part one, chapter I, resolution 16/20.

65. At the 48th meeting, on the same day, the representative of the
Republic of Korea made a statement in explanation of vote after the vote.

Review of the work and functioning of the Human Rights Council

66. At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the President of the Council
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.39.

67. At the same meeting, the representatives of Argentina, Brazil, Chile,
China, Cuba, Hungary (on behalf of States Members of the European Union
that are members of the Council), Japan, Mexico, Nigeria (on behalf of the
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African Group), Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Saudi Arabia, Switzerland and Uganda made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution.

68.  In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft resolution
(see annex IIII).

69. At the same meeting, the representative of the United States of
America made a statement in explanation of vote before the vote,
disassociating the delegation from the consensus in relation to the draft
resolution.

70. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/21).

Postponement of the renewal of the mandate of the Independent Expert
on human rights and international solidarity

71. At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Cuba
introduced draft decision A/HRC/16/L.40, sponsored by Cuba.

72. At the same meeting, the representative of Hungary, on behalf of
States Members of the European Union that are members of the Council, and
the representative of the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote.

73.  Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of the
Hungary, on behalf of States Members of the European Union that are
members of the Council, a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.40. The draft decision was adopted by 32 votes in favour, 14
against, with no abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina
Faso, Cameroon, Chile, China,  Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador,
Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand,
Uganda, Uruguay, Zambia.

Against:
Belgium, France, Hungary, Japan, Norway, Poland, Republic
of Moldova, Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland,
Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland and United States of America.

74.  For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. II, decision 16/118.
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Annual report of the United Nations High
Commissioner

for Human Rights and reports of the Office of the
High Commissioner and the Secretary-General

Annual report of the United Nations High Commissioner for
Human Rights

75.

76.

At the 9th meeting, on 3 March 2011, the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights made a statement in connection with
her annual report (A/HRC/16/20).

During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 9th and 10th meetings,
on 3 March 2011, the following made statements and asked the High
Commissioner questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Bangladesh,
Belgium, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Chile, China, Cuba, Ecuador, France,
Ghana, Hungary (on behalf of the European Union) Iraq' (on behalf of
the Group of Arab States), Japan, Jordan, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mauritania, Mexico, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African
States), Norway, Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Poland, Republic of Korea, Russian Federation,
Saudi Arabia, Spain, Switzerland, Thailand, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Bulgaria, Canada, Chad,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Czech Republic, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Germany, Greece, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Israel, Italy, Morocco, New Zealand, Paraguay,
Philippines, Romania, Slovenia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uzbekistan;

(c)  Observer for Palestine;

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

(e)  Observers for the following national human rights institutions:
International Coordinating Committee of National Human Rights
Institutions, National Council on Human Rights of Egypt (on behalf of
the national human rights institutions of Egypt, Jordan, Mauritania,
Morocco, Palestine and Qatar);

§3) Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Action Internationale pour la Paix et le Développement dans la Région
des Grands Lacs, Amnesty International, Cairo Institute for Human
Rights Studies, Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network, CIVICUS-
World Alliance for Citizen Participation, Comité International pour le
Respect et 1'Application de la Charte Africaine des Droits de I'Homme

! Observer of the Council speaking on behalf of Member and observer States.
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et des Peuples, European Region of the International Lesbian and
Gay Federation, Federation of Cuban Women, Human Rights Watch,
International Commission of Jurists, International Human Rights
Association of American Minorities, International Humanist and
Ethical Union, International Service for Human Rights, The
Foundation for Human Rights and Freedoms and Humanitarian Relief,
United Nations Watch.

77. At the 9th and 10th meetings, on 3 March 2011, the High
Commissioner answered questions.

78. At the 10th meeting, on the same day, the High Commissioner
answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

79. At the same meeting, a statement in exercise of the right of reply was
made by the representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea.

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

80. At the 1lth meeting, on 4 March 2011, the Deputy High
Commissioner for Human Rights presented thematic reports prepared
by the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human
Rights (OHCHR) and the Secretary-General.

81.  During the ensuing general debate on thematic reports at the same
meeting, statements were made by the following:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
Cuba, Hungary (on behalf of the European Union, Albania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Montenegro, Republic of Moldova, Serbia,
The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia Turkey and Ukraine),
Maldives, Qatar, Russian Federation, Spain;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Australia,
Costa Rica, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Nepal,

(c)  Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations: UNAIDS;

(d)  Observers for a national human rights institution: Advisory
Council on Human Rights of Morocco;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Association Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII (also on behalf of Caritas
Internationalis, International Catholic Child Bureau, International
Volunteerism Organization for Women Education and Development, Istituto
Internazionale Maria Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco), Association
of World Citizens, Commission to Study the Organization of Peace,
International Association for Democracy in Africa, International Club for
Peace Research, International Institute for Peace, International Islamic
Federation of Student Organizations, Liberation, North-South XXI, Tchad
agir pour l'environment.

82. At the 39th meeting, on 21 March 2011, the High Commissioner for
Human Rights presented reports concerning the human rights situation
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in Palestine and other occupied Arab territories, prepared by the High
Commissioner, the Office of the High Commissioner and the
Secretary-General (see Chapter VII below).

At the 43rd meeting, on 23 March 2011, the Deputy High
Commissioner for Human Rights presented country-specific reports
prepared by the High Commissioner, the Office of the High
Commissioner and the Secretary-General (see Chapter X below).

C. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

84.

85.

86.

At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of Cuba
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.19, sponsored by Cuba and
co-sponsored by Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China,
Djibouti, Ecuador, Indonesia, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Singapore, Sri
Lanka and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently, Algeria,
Angola, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Costa Rica, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Haiti, Islamic Republic of Iran, Kenya, Lebanon,
Malaysia, Nigeria, Palestine, Panama, Philippines, Russian
Federation, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Uruguay, Viet-
Nam, Zambia, Zimbabwe joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary (on behalf of
States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council), Switzerland and the United States of America made
statements in explanation of vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of the
Hungary, on behalf of States Members of the European Union that are
members of the Council, a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.19. The draft decision was adopted by 31 votes in
favour, 13 against, with 2 abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Gabon, Ghana,
Guatemala, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay, Zambia.

Against:

Belgium, France, Hungary, Japan, Norway, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and United States of America.

Abstentions:

87.
88.

Chile, Republic of Korea

For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/10.

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Algeria
made comments in relation to the resolution.
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Promotion and protection of all human rights, civil,
political, economic, social and cultural rights,
including the right to development

Panels

Annual interactive debate on the rights of persons with disabilities

89. At the 12th meeting, on 4 March 2011, pursuant to Council resolution
13/11, the Council held its annual interactive debate on the rights of
persons with disabilities in the form of a panel discussion. The
Council divided the panel discussion into two slots, both held at the
12th meeting, on 4 March 2011. The United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights made introductory remarks for the
panel. At the same meeting, the following panellists made statements:
Shuaib Chalklen, Monthian Buntan, Theresia Degener, Maria
Veronica Reina, and Nathalie Herlemont.

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

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Cuba, Iraq’
(on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Mexico, Nigeria (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Paraguay' (on behalf of MERCOSUR, Bolivia,
Colombia, Chile, Peru and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)), Ukraine;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Austria, Germany, Honduras, Indonesia, Morocco, New Zealand, Peru;

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

(d)  Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

(e)  Observers for a national human rights institution: International
Coordinating Committee of National Human Rights Institutions;

) Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Conectas Direitos Humanos, Inclusion International (International League of
Societies for Persons with Mental Handicaps).

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

92.  During the ensuing panel discussion for the second slot, at the same
meeting, the following made statements and asked the panellists
questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Belgium,
Brazil, Malaysia, Norway, Republic of Korea, Qatar, Russian Federation,
Spain, Thailand,

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Argentina,
Australia, Kuwait;
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(c)  Observer for the Anti-Personnel Mine Ban Convention
Implementation Support Unit;

(d)  Observer for a non-governmental organization: World Blind
Union.

93.  Also at the same meeting, the panellists answered questions and made
their concluding remarks.

Annual full-day meeting on the rights of the child

94.  An annual full-day meeting on the rights of the child was held on 9
March 2011, in accordance with Council resolution 13/20. The topic
of the meeting was a holistic approach to the protection and promotion
of the rights of children working and/or living on the street. The
meeting was divided into two panel discussions: the first panel
discussion was held at the 19th meeting, on 9 March 2011; the second
panel discussion was held at the 20th meeting, on the same day.

95. At the 19th meeting, the High Commissioner made introductory
remarks for the first panel. At the same meeting, the following
panellists of the first panel made statements: Najat Maalla M’jid,
Father Patrick Shanahan, Paulo Sergio Pinheiro and the following
youth representatives: Riaz, Tania and Sévérine. The Council divided
the first panel discussion into two slots, both held at the 19th meeting.

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

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Belgium,
Chile, Cuba, Ecuador, Guatemala, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African
States), Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference),
Russian Federation, Spain, Thailand, Uruguay (on behalf of the Group of
Latin American and Caribbean States);

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Germany,
Peru, Sri Lanka;

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

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Ukrainian
Parliamentary Commissioner;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Foundation ECPAT International (also on behalf of Consortium for Street
Children, Defence for Children International, International Catholic Child
Bureau, International Federation of Social Workers, International Federation
Terre des Hommes, Women’s World Summit Foundation, World Vision
International), International Save the Children Alliance (also on behalf of
Consortium for Street Children, Foundation ECPAT International,
International Federation Terre des Hommes, SOS Kinderdorf International,
Women’s World Summit Foundation).

97. At the end of the first slot, at the same meeting, the panellists
answered questions and made comments.
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98.  During the ensuing panel discussion for the first panel, for the second
slot, at the same meeting, the following made statements and asked the
panellists questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Argentina,
Bangladesh, Brazil, China, Djibouti, Malaysia, Saudi Arabia;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Finland,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Slovenia, Turkey;

(c)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
International Movement ATD Fourth World (also on behalf of Fransiscans
International, International Catholic Child Bureau, International Council of
Women), World Vision International (also on behalf of Consortium for Street
Children, Defence for Children International, ECPAT International,
International Catholic Child Bureau, International Federation Terre des
Hommes, International Harm Reduction Association, Plan International, SOS
Children’s Villages International, World Women’s Summit Foundation).

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

100. At the 20th meeting, on the same day, the Deputy High Commissioner
made introductory remarks for the second panel. The following
panellists of the second panel made statements: Marta Santos Pais,
Abdul Khalique Shaikh, Marco Antonio Da Silva Souza, Theresa
Kilbane and Kari Tapiola. The Council divided the second panel
discussion into two slots, both held at the 20th meeting.

101. During the ensuing panel discussion for the second panel, for the first
slot, at the 20th meeting, the following made statements and asked the
panellists questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Angola,
Maldives, Mexico, Pakistan, Paraguay1 (on behalf of MERCOSUR, Bolivia,
Chile, Colombia, Peru and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)), Republic of
Korea, Switzerland, Ukraine;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Canada, Costa Rica, Honduras, Nepal;

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

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: National
Council on Human Rights of Morocco;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Defence for Children International (also on behalf of African Child Policy
Forum, Consortium for Street Children, Covenant House/Casa Alianza,
Foundation ECPAT International, International Catholic Child Bureau,
International Federation Terre des Hommes, NGO Group for the Convention
on the Rights of the Child, Plan International, SOS Kinderdorf International,
War Child Holland, Women’s World Summit Foundation, World Movement
of Mothers, World Organization against Torture, World Vision
International), SOS Kinderdorf International (also on behalf of African Child
Policy Forum, Consortium for Street Children, Defence for Children
International, Foundation ECPAT International, International Catholic Child
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Bureau, International Federation Terre des Hommes, International Movement
ATD Fourth World, International Social Service, NGO Group for the
Convention on the Rights of the Child, Plan International, Red
Latinoamericana de Acogimiento Familiar, Women’s World Summit
Foundation, World Movement of Mothers, World Vision International).

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

103. During the ensuing panel discussion for the second panel, for the
second slot, at the same meeting, the following made statements and
asked the panellists questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Japan,
Jordan, Norway, Poland, Qatar, United States of America,

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Afghanistan,
Cambodia, Egypt, Georgia, India, Indonesia, Morocco, Peru, Slovenia,
Sudan, Viet Nam;

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

(d)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Consortium for Street Children (also on behalf of Defence for Children
International, International Catholic Child Bureau, International Federation
Terre des Hommes, International Harm Reduction Association, SOS
Kinderdorf International, Women’s World Summit Foundation), Human
Rights Advocates (also on behalf of Consortium for Street Children, Defence
for Children International, Women’s World Summit Foundation),
International Harm Reduction Association (also on behalf of Consortium for
Street Children, Human Rights Watch, International Catholic Child Bureau,
World Vision International), Plan International (also on behalf of Consortium
for Street Children, Defence for Children International, Foundation ECPAT
International, International Catholic Child Bureau, NGO Group for the
Convention on the Rights of the Child, SOS Kinderdorf International,
Women’s World Summit Foundation, World Movement of Mothers, World
Organisation Against Torture, World Vision International).

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

Panel on human rights and issues related to terrorist hostage-taking

105. At the 23rd meeting, on 11 March 2011, pursuant to its Decision
15/116, the Council held a panel discussion on human rights and
issues related to terrorist hostage-taking. The Deputy High
Commissioner made introductory remarks for the panel. At the same
meeting, the following panellists made statements: Martin Scheinin,
Kamel Rezzag Bara, Cecilia Quisumbing, Soumeylou Maiga and
Federico Andreu.

106. During the ensuing panel discussion, at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the panellists questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Burkina
Faso, China, France, Iraq' (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Nigeria
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(on behalf of the Group of African States), Russian Federation, Spain, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Colombia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Morocco, Syria.

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

108. At the 24th meeting, on 11 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of the United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States
of America.

Interactive dialogue with special procedures mandate
holders

Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of human rights
while countering terrorism

109. At the 13th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
promotion and protection of human rights while countering terrorism,
Martin Scheinin, presented his reports (A/HRC/16/51 and Add.1-4).

110. At the same meeting, the representatives of Peru and Tunisia made
statements as concerned countries.

111. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 13th and 14th
meetings, on the same day, the following made statements and asked
the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Bangladesh,
Brazil, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, France, Iraq1 (on behalf of the Group of
Arab States), Mexico, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States),
Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference),
Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Afghanistan,
Algeria, Austria, Colombia, Denmark, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, New Zealand;

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

(d)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Amnesty International, France Libertés: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand.

112. At the 14th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment

113. At the 13th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on
torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment, Juan Ernesto Mendez, presented his reports
(A/HRC/16/52 and Add.1-5).
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114. At the same meeting, the representatives of Greece and Jamaica made
statements as concerned countries.

115. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 13th and 14th
meetings, on the same day, the following made statements and asked
the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, France, Jordan, Maldives, Mexico, Nigeria
(also on behalf of the Group of African States), Norway, Pakistan (on behalf
of the Organization of the Islamic Conference), Republic of Moldova,
Russian Federation, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Austria, Belarus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Ireland, Nepal, New Zealand, Paraguay, Sri Lanka, Sweden,
Togo, Turkey;

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

(d)  Observers for the following national human rights institutions:
National Commission for Human Rights of Greece, Network of African
National Human Rights Institutions;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Amnesty International, Asian Legal Resource Centre, Human Rights
Advocates, International Federation of Action by Christians for the Abolition
of Torture, Permanent Assembly for Human Rights, Regional Center for
Human Rights and Gender Justice (also on behalf of Conectas Direitos
Humanos), World Organization against Torture.

116. At the 14th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances

117. At the 14th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur of
the Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances,
Jeremy Sarkin, presented the reports of the Working Group
(A/HRC/16/48 and Add.1-3).

118. At the same meeting, the representative of Bosnia and Herzegovina
made a statement as a concerned country.

119. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 15th meeting, on 7
March 2011 and the 16th meeting on 8 March 2011, the following
made statements and asked the Chairperson- Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Angola,
Argentina, Brazil, China, Cuba, France, Japan, Nigeria (on behalf of the
Group of African States), Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of the
Islamic Conference), Paraguay1 (on behalf of MERCOSUR, Bolivia, Chile,
Colombia, Peru and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)), Spain, Switzerland,
Thailand, United States of America, Uruguay;
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(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Colombia, Congo, Egypt, Honduras, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Morocco,
Nepal, Peru, Sri Lanka;

(¢)  Observers for intergovernmental organizations: European
Union, International Organization of La Francophonie;

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: National
Council on Human Rights of Morocco;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Asian Legal Resource Centre, International Commission of Jurists,
International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism.

120. At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

121. At the 15th meeting, on 7 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea and Japan.

122. At the same meeting, statements in exercise of a second right of reply
were made by the representatives of Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea and Japan.

123. At the 18th meeting, on 8 March 2011, a statement in exercise of the
right of reply was made by the representative of Thailand.

Working Group on Arbitrary Detention

124. At the 14th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur of
the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention, El Hadji Malick Sow,
presented the reports of the Working Group (A/HRC/16/47 and
Add.1-3).

125. At the same meeting, the representatives of Armenia and Malaysia
made statements as concerned countries.

126. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 15th meeting, on 7
March 2011 and the 16th meeting on 8 March 2011, the following
made statements and asked the Chairperson-Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Angola,
Brazil, Chile, China, Cuba, France, Kyrgyzstan, Pakistan (on behalf of the
Organization of the Islamic Conference), Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of
African States), Russian Federation, Spain, Thailand, United States of
America, Zambia;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Austria, Belarus, Colombia, Egypt, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Nepal,
Peru, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(c)  Observer of an intergovernmental organization: European
Union;
(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Human Rights

Commission of Malaysia;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development, BADIL Resource Center
for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights, Federation of Cuban Women
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(also on behalf of American Association of Jurists), Human Rights Watch,
International Association for Democracy in Africa, International Commission
of Jurists, International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and
Racism.

127. At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the human rights of internally displaced persons

128. At the 14th meeting, on 7 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
human rights of internally displaced persons, Chaloka Beyani,
presented his reports (A/HRC/16/43 and Add.1-5).

129. At the same meeting, the representative of Iraq made a statement as a
concerned country.

130. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 15th meeting on 7
March 2011 and the 16th meeting on 8 March 2011, the following
made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
China, Djibouti, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States), Norway,
Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference), Russian
Federation, Switzerland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Armenia, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Colombia, Democratic Republic of
the Congo, Egypt, Georgia, Nepal, Sri Lanka, Turkey;

(c)  Observers for the following intergovernmental organizations:
African Union, European Union;

(d)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Colombian Commission of Jurists, Commission to Study the Organization of
Peace, International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and
Racism.

131. At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

132. At the 15th meeting, on 7 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Armenia,
Azerbaijan, Georgia and the Russian Federation.

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

Special Rapporteur on the right to food

134. At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
right to food, Olivier De Schutter, presented his reports (A/HRC/16/49
and Add.1-3).

135. At the same meeting, the representative of the Syrian Arab Republic
made a statement as a concerned country.
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136. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 16th and 17th
meetings, on the same day, the following made statements and asked
the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Argentina,
Bangladesh, Brazil, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Ghana, Nigeria (on
behalf of the Group of African States), Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the
Organization of the Islamic Conference), Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Switzerland,
Thailand, United States of America, Uruguay, Zambia;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Canada, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Israel, Luxembourg, Morocco,
Netherlands, South Africa, Sudan, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of);

(c)  Observers for the following intergovernmental organizations:
African Union, European Union;

(d)  Observer for the Holy See;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
China NGO Network for International Exchange, Human Rights Advocates,
Indian Movement “Tupaj Amaru”, International Institute for Non-Aligned
Studies, Society for Threatened Peoples.

137. At the 17th meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on adequate housing as a component of the right to
an adequate standard of living, and on the right to non-discrimination in
this context

138. At the 16th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on
adequate housing as a component of the right to an adequate standard
of living, and on the right to non-discrimination in this context, Raquel
Rolnik, presented her reports (A/HRC/16/42 and Add.1-4).

139. At the same meeting, the representatives of Croatia and Kazakhstan
made statements as concerned countries.

140. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at 16th and 17th meetings, on
the same day, the following made statements and asked the Special
Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Bangladesh,
Brazil, Chile, Cuba, Ecuador, Maldives, Nigeria (also on behalf of the Group
of African States), Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), United States of America, Uruguay, Zambia;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Finland, Germany, Honduras, India, Morocco, Rwanda, Serbia, South Africa,
Sudan, Timor-Leste;

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

(d)  Observer for Palestine;

(e)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Croatian
Ombudsman;
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) Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights,
European Disability Forum, Permanent Assembly for Human Rights.

141. At the 17th meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the sale of children, child prostitution and child
pornography

142. At the 18th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography, Najat
Maalla M’jid, presented her reports (A/HRC/16/57 and Add.1-5) and
the joint report with the Special Representative of the Secretary-
General on violence against children (A/HRC/16/56).

143. At the same meeting, the representatives of El Salvador, Senegal, the
United Arab Emirates and the United States of America made
statements as concerned countries.

144. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the same meeting, on the
same day, and the 19th meeting, on 9 March 2011, the following made
statements and asked the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Belgium,
Brazil, Burkina Faso, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Indonesia' (on behalf of
ASEAN), Iraq' (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Malaysia, Maldives,
Mexico, Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Russian Federation, Slovakia, Thailand, Uruguay;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Austria, Congo, Costa Rica, Egypt, Finland, Kuwait, Morocco,
Slovenia, Sudan;

(c)  Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,

(d) Observer of an intergovernmental organization: European
Union;
(e) Observer for a non-governmental organization: International

Movement ATD Fourth World.

145. At the 19th meeting, on 9 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders

146. At the 21st meeting, on 10 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights defenders, Margaret Sekaggya, presented her
reports (A/HRC/16/44 and Add.1-3).

147. At the same meeting, the representative of Armenia made a statement
as a concerned country.

148. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the 21st and 22nd meetings,
on the same day, the following made statements and asked the Special
Rapporteur questions:
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(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Angola,
Bangladesh, Brazil, Chile, China, Ecuador, France, Guatemala, Mexico,
Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan (also on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Poland, Russian Federation, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland,
Uganda, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Belarus, Canada, Colombia, Czech Republic, Democratic Republic
of the Congo, Denmark, Egypt, Honduras, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraq, Ireland, Morocco, New Zealand, Serbia, Slovenia, Sudan, Tunisia,
Uzbekistan;

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

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: International
Coordinating Committee of National Human Rights Institutions;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development, CIVICUS, Front Line (on
behalf of the Women Human Rights Defenders International Coalition),
Human Rights First (also on behalf of International Federation for Human
Rights Leagues and World Organisation against Torture), International
Service for Human Rights, Mouvement contre le racisme et pour I’amitié
entre les peuples (also on behalf of France Libertés: Fondation Danielle
Mitterrand), Pax Romana.

149. At the 22nd meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made her concluding remarks.

Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief

150. At the 21st meeting, on 10 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on
freedom of religion or belief, Heiner Bielefeldt, presented his reports
(A/HRC/16/53 and Add.1).

151. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the 2Ist and 22nd
meetings, on the same day, the following made statements and asked
the Special Rapporteur questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Angola,
Bangladesh, Belgium, Brazil, China, Ecuador, France, Ghana, Hungary,
Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Poland, Russian Federation, Slovakia, Switzerland, Uganda,
United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belarus, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark,
Egypt, Germany, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Kuwait, Luxembourg, Paraguay,
Slovenia, Sudan;

(c)  Observers for the Holy See and the Sovereign Military Order
of Malta;

(d)  Observer for an intergovernmental organization: European
Union;
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(e)  Observer for a national human rights institution: Indonesian
Human Rights Commission Komnas HAM;

) Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Baha’i International Community, Human Rights First (also on behalf of
International Federation for Human Rights Leagues and World Organisation
against Torture), Pax Romana.

152. At the 22nd meeting, on the same day, the Special Rapporteur
answered questions and made his concluding remarks.

Independent expert on minority issues

153. At the 29th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the independent expert on
minority issues, Gay McDougall, presented her reports (A/HRC/16/45
and Add.1 and 2).

154. At the same meeting, the representatives of Colombia and Viet Nam
made statements as concerned countries.

155. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the independent expert
questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Bangladesh,
Brazil, China, Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Russian Federation, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Georgia, Greece, Haiti, Italy, Latvia, Morocco, Slovenia,
South Africa, Turkey;

(¢)  Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund;

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

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Chinese People's Association for Friendship with Foreign Countries,
Colombian Commission of Jurists, European Bureau for Lesser Used
Languages, Minority Rights Group, Pax Romana, World Citizen Association.

156. At the same meeting, the independent expert answered questions and
made her concluding remarks.

Interactive dialogue with the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General on violence against children

157. At the 18th meeting, on 8 March 2011, the Special Representative of
the Secretary-General on violence against children, Marta Santos Pais,
presented her report (A/HRC/16/54) and the joint report with the
Special Rapporteur on the sale of children (A/HRC/16/56).

158. During the ensuing interactive dialogue, at the same meeting, on the
same day, and at the 19th meeting, on 9 March 2011, the following
made statements and asked the Special Representative of the
Secretary-General questions:
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(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Belgium,
Brazil, Burkina Faso, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Indonesia' (on behalf of
ASEAN), Iraq' (on behalf of the Group of Arab States), Malaysia, Maldives,
Mexico, Norway, Pakistan (on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic
Conference), Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Slovakia, Uruguay;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Austria, Congo, Costa Rica, Egypt, Finland, Kuwait, Morocco,
Slovenia, Sudan, Thailand;

(c)  Observer for United Nations entities, specialized agencies and
related organizations: United Nations Children’s Fund,

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

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Defence for Children International, Human Rights Advocates, International
Movement ATD Fourth World, United Network of Young Peacebuilders,
Verein Siidwind Entwicklungspolitik, World Organisation Against Torture
(also on behalf of Defence for Children International and International
Catholic Child Bureau).

159. At the 19th meeting, on 9 March 2011, the Special Representative of
the Secretary-General answered questions and made her concluding
remarks.

General debate on agenda item 3

160. At the 22nd meeting, on 10 March 2011, at the 24th meeting, on 11
March 2011, and at the 25th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the Council
held a general debate on agenda item 3, during which the following
made statements:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Costa Rica'
(on behalf of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean States), Cuba,
Hungary (on behalf of the European Union, Albania, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Croatia, Georgia, Iceland, Montenegro, Republic of Moldova,
Serbia, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and Turkey), Lithuania'
(on behalf of the Convening Group of the Community of Democracies),
Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States), Norway, Pakistan,
Poland, Senegal, Spain, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Costa Rica, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Morocco, Namibia, Slovenia;

(c)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Action internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des
Grands Lacs, Al-Hakim Foundation, American Association of Jurists (also on
behalf of International Educational Development and Mouvement contre le
racisme et pour I’amitié¢ entre les peuples), Amnesty International, Asia
Pacific Forum on Women Law and Development, Asian Legal Resource
Centre, Association for Women’s Rights in Development, Associazione
Comunita Papa Giovanni XXIII (also on behalf of Association Points-Coeur,
Dominicans for Justice and Peace - Order of Preachers, International Catholic
Child Bureau, International Organization for the Right to Education and
Freedom of Education, International Volunteerism Organization for Women
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Education and Development — VIDES, Istituto Internazionale Maria
Ausiliatrice delle Salesiane di Don Bosco, New Humanity, Pax Romana,
Teresian Association and World Union of Catholic Women's Organizations),
BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian Residency and Refugee Rights,
Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies, Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal
Network (also on behalf of Asia Pacific Forum on Women Law and
Development, Association for Women’s Rights in Development, BAOBAB
for Women’s Human Rights, Center for Women’s Global Leadership,
Federatie van Nederlandse Verenigingen tot Integratie Van Homoseksualiteit
- COC Nederland), Center for Environmental and Management Studies,
Center for Inquiry, Centre for Human Rights and Peace Advocacy, Centrist
Democratic International, Charitable Institute for Protecting Social Victims,
China NGO Network for International Exchanges, Comité International pour
le Respect et I'Application de la Charte Africaine des Droits de 'Homme et
des Peuples, Commission of the Churches on International Affairs of the
World Council of Churches, Commission to Study the Organization of Peace,
Conectas Direitos Humanos (also on behalf of Action Canada for Population
and Development), Conscience and Peace Tax International, European
Disability Forum, European Union of Public Relations, France Libertés (also
on behalf of American Association of Jurists and Mouvement contre le
racisme et pour l’amitié entre les peuples), Franciscans International,
Fundacion Para la Libertad, Human Rights Advocates, Indian Council of
Education, Indian Council of South America, International Association for
Democracy in Africa, International Association of Peace Messenger Cities,
International Club for Peace Research, International Committee for the
Indians of the Americas (also on behalf of Indian Council of South America),
International Educational Development, International Federation of ACAT,
International Institute for Peace, International Islamic Federation of Student
Organizations, International Movement against all forms of discrimination
and racism, Japanese Workers' Committee for Human Rights, Jubilee
Campaign, Liberation, North-South XXI, Organisation pour la
Communication en Afrique et de Promotion de la Cooperation Economique
Internationale, Organization for Defending Victims of Violence, Pax
Romana, Presse Embleme Campaign, Reporters Without Borders, Society for
Threatened Peoples, SOS Kinderdorf International (also on behalf of Defence
for Children International, Foundation ECPAT International, International
Federation Terre Des Hommes, International Save the Children Alliance,
Plan International, World Organisation Against Torture and World Vision
International), Tchad agir pour 1’environnement, Union de 1'action feminine,
United Nations Watch, United Towns Agency for North-South Cooperation,
Universal Peace Federation, World Federation of Democratic Youth, World
Federation of Trade Unions (also on behalf of Federation of Cuban Women),
World Muslim Congress, World Union for Progressive Judaism.

161. Observers for the following non-governmental organizations made
their statements at the 12th meeting on 4 March: Indian Movement
"Tupaj Amaru", International Human Rights Association of American
Minorities, International Humanist and Ethical Union, United Schools
International.

162. At the 24th meeting, on 11 March 2011, a statement in exercise of the
right of reply was made by the representative of Uzbekistan.
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E. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

United Nations Declaration on Human Rights Education and Training

163. At the 44th meeting, on 23 March 2011, the representative of Morocco
on behalf of the Platform on Human Rights Education and Training
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.1, sponsored by Morocco on
behalf of the Platform on Human Rights Education and Training and
co-sponsored by Austria, Chile, Costa Rica, France, Italy, Lithuania,
Monaco, Morocco, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Senegal Serbia,
Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain and Switzerland. Subsequently, Albania,
Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Bangladesh, Belarus, Bolivia
(Plurinational State of), Bosnia-Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cape Verde, Chad, Colombia,
Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cyprus, the Democratic Republic of
the Congo, Djibouti, Egypt, Gabon, Georgia, Greece, Guatemala,
Guinea, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Israel,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Montenegro, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova,
Romania, Saudi Arabia, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria Arab
Republic, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukraine, Uruguay, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of) and Zambia joined the sponsors.

164. At the same meeting, the representative of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland made general comments in relation
to the draft resolution.

165. Also at the same meeting, the representative of the United States of
America made a statement in explanation of vote before the vote.

166. Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/1).

The human right to safe drinking water and sanitation

167. At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of
Germany and Spain introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.4,
sponsored by Germany and Spain and co-sponsored by Albania,
Andorra, Armenia, Benin, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Estonia, Finland,
France, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Jordan, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maldives, Monaco,
Morocco, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Norway, Palestine, Panama, Peru,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Sweden,
Switzerland, Uruguay, Yemen. Subsequently, Austria, Belgium,
Cameroon, Chad, Kenya, Latvia, Montenegro, Qatar, Republic of
Moldova, Senegal, Singapore, St Kitts and Nevis, the Former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
and Viet-Nam joined the sponsors.

168. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).
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169.

170.

171.

172.

173.

174.

At the same meeting, the representatives of Argentina, Mauritania, and
Nigeria, on behalf of the States Members of the Group of African
States that are members of the Council, made general comments in
relation to the draft resolution.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of the United States of
America made a statement in explanation of vote before the vote.

At the same meeting, the representative of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland made a statement in explanation of
vote before the vote, disassociating the delegation from the consensus
in relation to the draft resolution.

Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/2).

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Ecuador
made a statement in explanation of vote after the vote.

Also at the 48th meeting, the representatives of Austria and Bolivia
(Plurinational State of) made comments in relation to the resolution.

Promoting human rights and fundamental freedoms through a better
understanding of traditional values of humankind

175.

176.

177.

178.

179.

180.

At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of the
Russian Federation introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.6,
sponsored by the Russian Federation and co-sponsored by Algeria,
Angola, Bangladesh, Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), China,
Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Ethiopia,
Gabon, Indonesia, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Mauritania,
Morocco, Namibia, Pakistan, Palestine, Russian Federation,
Singapore, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic, Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of), Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia and Zimbabwe.
Subsequently, Botswana, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Chad, Egypt,
Islamic Republic of Iran, Lao Democratic People’s Republic,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan (on behalf of the
Organization of Islamic Conference), Qatar, Thailand and Uzbekistan
joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation
orally revised the draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representatives of China and Pakistan, on
behalf of the States Members of the Organization of Islamic
Conference that are members of the Council, made general comments
in relation to the draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria proposed an oral
revision to the draft resolution as orally revised.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Russian Federation
agreed to the oral revision.

At the same meeting, the representatives of Chile, also on behalf of
Argentina, Brazil and Uruguay, Hungary, on behalf of the States
Members of the European Union that are members of the Council,
Mexico and the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote.
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181. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of the
United States of America, a recorded vote was taken on draft
resolution A/HRC/16/L.6 as orally revised. The draft resolution as
orally revised was adopted by 24 votes in favour, 14 against, with 7
abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:
Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, China,
Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Ghana, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mauritania, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian
Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Zambia;

Against:
Belgium, France, Hungary, Japan, Mauritius, Mexico, Norway,
Poland, Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America;

Abstaining:
Argentina, Brazil, Chile, Guatemala, Republic of Moldova,
Ukraine, Uruguay.

182. For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/3.

183. At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representatives of
Maldives and Switzerland made statements in explanation of vote
after the vote.

Freedom of opinion and expression: mandate of the Special Rapporteur
on the promotion and protection of the rights to freedom of opinion and
expression

184. At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of Egypt
and the United States of America introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.10, sponsored by Egypt and the United States of
America and co-sponsored by Albania, Argentina, Australia, Canada,
Chile, Colombia, Finland, Georgia, Guatemala, India, Jordan,
Maldives, Mauritius, Mexico, Monaco, Peru, Portugal, Sweden,
Switzerland, Turkey and Uruguay. Subsequently, Algeria, Austria,
Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Costa
Rica, Cote d’Ivoire, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia,
France, Gabon, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Malta,
Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nigeria, Norway, Palestine,
Poland, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania,
Senegal, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Somalia, Spain, Switzerland,
Thailand, Uganda, Ukraine, the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Zambia joined the sponsors.

185. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

186. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/4).
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Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights
defenders

187. At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of Norway
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.15, sponsored by Norway and
co-sponsored by Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Canada, Chile, Colombia, Croatia, Guatemala, Iceland,
Indonesia, Jordan, Mexico, Monaco, Montenegro, New Zealand,
Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Romania, Serbia, Slovenia,
Switzerland, Timor-Leste, Turkey, Ukraine, Uruguay and Zambia.
Subsequently, Albania, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Georgia,
Germany, Greece, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, Japan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Malta, Mauritius, Netherlands, Poland,
Portugal, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Senegal, Slovakia,
Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Uganda, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America joined the sponsors.

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

resolution (see annex III).

189. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote

(for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/5).

Mandate of the independent expert on minority issues

190. At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of Austria
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.24, sponsored by Austria and
co-sponsored by Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Benin,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Finland, Germany,
Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
Liechtenstein, Luxembourg, Mexico, Montenegro, Netherlands,
Nicaragua, Norway, Peru Poland, Romania, Serbia, Slovenia, Sweden,
Switzerland, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently, Angola, Belarus, Bulgaria,
Cape Verde, Cote d’Ivoire, Cuba, Ecuador, Gabon, Georgia, Guinea,
Haiti, Iceland, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon, Malta, Monaco, Nigeria,
Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation,
Senegal, Slovakia, Timor-Leste, Uganda, United States of America,

Uruguay, Viet-Nam and Zambia joined the sponsors.

191. At the same meeting, the representative of Austria orally revised the

draft resolution.

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

resolution (see annex III).

193. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,

resolution 16/6).
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194.

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of South
Africa made comments in relation to the resolution.

Mandate of the Special Rapporteur on violence against women, its
causes and consequences

195.

196.

197.

198.

199.

200.

201.

At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of Canada
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.26, sponsored by Canada and
co-sponsored by Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria,
Benin, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark,
Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Liechtenstein, Lithuania,
Maldives, Mexico, Monaco, Montenegro, Morocco, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palestine, Panama, Paraguay, Peru,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, Thailand, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Uruguay. Subsequently, Belarus, Belgium,
Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cape
Verde, Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Cyprus, Djibouti, Ecuador, Gabon,
Ghana, Honduras, Japan, Kenya, Latvia, Lebanon, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malta, Mauritius, Philippines, Republic of Korea,
Republic of Moldova, Serbia, the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, Uganda, Ukraine, Tanzania, Turkey, the United States of
America, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Zambia joined the
SpONsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of Canada orally revised the
draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria moved to amend
the draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of the United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland opposed the motion for the
proposed amendment.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria withdrew its
proposal to amend the draft resolution.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/7).

Human Rights and the Environment

202.

At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of Costa
Rica and the Maldives introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.7,
sponsored by Costa Rica, the Maldives and Switzerland and co-
sponsored by Austria, Germany, Honduras, Monaco, Morocco, New
Zealand, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Slovenia and Uruguay.
Subsequently, Albania, Angola, Australia, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
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203.

204.

205.

206.

207.

Cambodia, Cape Verde, Chad, Congo, Cote d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cyprus,
the Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Federated
States of Micronesia, Fiji, France, Georgia, Ghana, Guinea, Haiti,
Hungary, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kenya, Lebanon,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Marshall Islands,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Montenegro, Niger, Nigeria, Palau,
Palestine, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Samoa, Senegal,
Seychelles, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Vanuatu, Zambia and Zimbabwe joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of the Maldives orally revised
the draft resolution.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Argentina, Bangladesh,
Brazil, Nigeria and United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote

At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/11).

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representatives of Bolivia
(Plurinational State of) and India made comments in relation to the
resolution.

Rights of the child: a holistic approach to the protection and promotion
of the rights of children working and/or living on the street

208.

At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of
Hungary, on behalf of the States Members of the European Union that
are members of the Council, and the representative of Uruguay (on
behalf of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean States),
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.13/Rev.1, sponsored by
Hungary (on behalf on the European Union) and Uruguay (on behalf
of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean States), and co-
sponsored by Albania, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria,
Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Ecuador, El Salvador, Estonia, Finland,
France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Maldives, Malta, Mexico, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sweden,
Switzerland, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of).
Subsequently, Canada, Egypt, Japan, Jordan, Republic of Korea,
Republic of Moldova, Russian Federation, Senegal, South Africa,
Thailand, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia and United
States of America joined the sponsors.
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209. At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary and Uruguay
orally revised the draft resolution.

210. At the same meeting, the representatives of Nigeria, Uganda and the
United States of America made general comments.

211. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

212. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/12).

Freedom of Religion or Belief

213. At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of
Hungary, on behalf of the States Members of the European Union that
are members of the Council, introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.14, sponsored by Hungary (on behalf of the European
Union) and co-sponsored by Albania, Armenia, Austria, Belgium,
Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Guatemala,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Sweden, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland and Uruguay. Subsequently, Australia, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Costa Rica, Israel, Jordan, Monaco, Republic of Korea,
Thailand, Turkey and United States of America joined the sponsors.

214. At the same meeting, the representative of Hungary orally revised the
draft resolution.

215. At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria made general
comments.

216. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/13).

Mandate of the independent expert on the effects of foreign debt and
other related international financial obligations of States on the full
enjoyment of all human rights, particularly economic, social and cultural
rights

217. At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representative of Cuba
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.18, sponsored by Cuba and
co-sponsored by Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Cuba,
Ecuador, Nicaragua, Sri Lanka, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of)
and Viet Nam. Subsequently, Algeria, Bangladesh, Burkina Faso,
Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Djibouti, Haiti, Lebanon,
Malaysia, Nigeria, Palestine, Serbia, South Africa, Sudan, Syrian Arab
Republic, Uruguay, Zambia, Zimbabwe joined the sponsors.

218. At the same meeting, the representative of Cuba orally revised the
draft resolution.
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219.

220.

221.

222.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary, on behalf of the
States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council, and the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of
Hungary, a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.18 as orally revised. The draft resolution as orally
revised was adopted by 29 votes in favour, 13 against, with 4
abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Ghana, Guatemala,
Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Uruguay. Zambia;

Against:

Belgium, France, Hungary, Japan, Poland, Republic of Korea,
Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America;

Abstaining:

223.

Chile, Gabon, Mexico, Norway.

For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/14.

The role of international cooperation in support of national efforts for
the realization of the rights of persons with disabilities

224. At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of Mexico

and New Zealand introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.20,
sponsored by Mexico and co-sponsored by Albania, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Burkina Faso, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Croatia, Czech Republic, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France, Germany,
Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, Indonesia, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Jordan,
Latvia, Maldives, Montenegro, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain,
Sweden, Thailand, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, Uganda, United States of America and Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently, Algeria, Belgium, Brazil,
Cape Verde, Cuba, Ecuador, Estonia, Ireland, Japan, Lithuania,
Malaysia, Mauritius, Morocco, Namibia, Nigeria, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Romania, Senegal,
South Africa, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uruguay and Zambia joined the sponsors.
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225. At the same meeting, the representative of Mexico orally revised the
draft resolution.

226. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

227. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/15).

Enforced or involuntary disappearances

228. At the 46th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of
Argentina, France and Morocco introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.23, sponsored by Argentina, France and Morocco and
co-sponsored by Albania, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational
State of), Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark,
Finland, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, Japan, Liechtenstein,
Lithuania, Mexico, Monaco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Palestine, Panama, Paraguay, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovenia,
Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Uruguay and Venezuela (Bolivarian
Republic of). Subsequently, Australia, Canada, Cote d’Ivoire, Estonia,
Ireland, Israel, Montenegro, Peru, Republic of Moldova, Senegal, and
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland joined the
SpONsors.

229. At the same meeting, the representative of France orally revised the
draft resolution.

230. In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

231. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/16).

Enhancement of international cooperation in the field of human rights

232. At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Egypt,
on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement, introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.8/Rev.1, sponsored by Egypt (on behalf of the Non-
Aligned Movement). Subsequently, Serbia joined the sponsors.

233. At the same meeting, the representative of Hungary, on behalf of the
States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council, made a statement in explanation of vote before the vote.

234. Also at the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a
vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/22).
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Torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment: mandate of the Special Rapporteur

235.

236.

237.

238.

239.

240.

At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of
Denmark introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.12/Rev.1,
sponsored by Denmark and co-sponsored by Argentina, Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia-Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Czech Republic, Estonia,
Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Hungary, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, Maldives, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Switzerland, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Uruguay. Subsequently,
Angola, Belgium, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Canada, Cyprus,
Denmark, Egypt, Georgia, Ghana, Honduras, Israel, Liechtenstein,
Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegro, Panama, Republic of Korea,
Republic of Moldova, Romania, Senegal, Serbia, Sweden, the former
Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United States of
America and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria moved to amend
operative paragraph 9 of the draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of Norway opposed the
motion for the proposed amendment.

Also at the same meeting, the representatives of Cuba, Ghana and
Jordan made general comments in relation to the draft resolution and
on the proposed amendment.

At the same meeting, the representative of Norway made a statement
in explanation of vote before the vote on the proposed amendment.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of
Norway, a recorded vote was taken on the proposed amendment to the
draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.12/Rev.1. The motion for amendment
was rejected by 22 votes against and 3 in favour, with 19 abstentions.
The voting was as follows:

In favour:

China, Djibouti, Russian Federation;

Against:

Argentina, Belgium, Chile, Ecuador, France, Guatemala, Hungary,
Japan, Jordan, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America, Uruguay;

Abstaining:

241.

Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Gabon,
Ghana, Kyrgyzstan, Malaysia, Mauritania, Mauritius, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, Zambia.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
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administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution as orally revised (see annex IIT).

242. At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/23).

The right to food

243. At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Cuba
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.17, sponsored by Cuba and
co-sponsored by Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Brazil, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Guatemala,
Indonesia, Mexico, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Peru, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Turkey, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Viet Nam.
Subsequently, Algeria, Angola, Austria, Botswana, Burkina Faso,
Cape Verde, Congo, Croatia, Cyprus, Dominican Republic, Ghana,
Haiti, Jordan, Kenya, Lao Democratic Peoples’ Republic, Lebanon,
Luxembourg, Malaysia, Mauritius, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Palestine, Panama, Philippines, Portugal,
Senegal, Serbia, South Africa, Spain, Sudan, Switzerland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Tanzania, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Zambia, Zimbabwe
joined the sponsors.

244. At the same meeting, the representative of Cuba orally revised the
draft resolution.

245. At the same meeting, the representative of Mauritania moved to
amend the draft resolution.

246. At the same meeting, the representatives of Guatemala and Spain
opposed the motion for the proposed amendment.

247. Also at the same meeting, the representatives of Argentina (also on
behalf of Brazil), Nigeria and the Republic of Korea made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution.

248. At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary and Nigeria
made statements in explanation of vote before the vote on the
proposed amendment.

249. Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of
Norway, a recorded vote was taken on the proposed amendment to the
draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.17. The motion for amendment was
rejected by 31 votes against and 3 in favour, with 9 abstentions. The
voting was as follows:

In favour:
Mauritania, Nigeria, Uganda.

Against:
Argentina, Bahrain, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, China, Cuba, Ecuador,
France, Guatemala, Hungary, Japan, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Maldives,
Mexico, Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Republic of Moldova,
Republic of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Slovakia,
Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay;

Abstaining:
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250.

251.

252.

253.

The

Bangladesh, Burkina Faso, Djibouti, Gabon, Ghana, Malaysia,
Mauritius, Thailand, Zambia.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution as orally revised (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary, on behalf of the
States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council, and the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote.

At the same meeting, the draft resolution was adopted without a vote
(for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/27).

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Spain made a
statement in explanation of vote after the vote

protection of human rights in the context of human

immunodeficiency virus (HIV) and acquired immunodeficiency
syndrome (AIDS)

254.

255.

256.

257.

258.

259.

260.

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Brazil
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.22, sponsored by Brazil and
co-sponsored by Argentina, Armenia, Bolivia (Plurinational State of),
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba,
Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Mexico, Montenegro,
Mozambique, Nicaragua, Peru, Serbia, Switzerland, Thailand,
Uruguay and Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of). Subsequently,
Austria, Croatia, Ecuador, Equatorial Guinea, Hungary, Ireland, Israel,
Jordan, Netherlands, Palestine, Panama, Portugal and Romania joined
the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the President informed the Council that the
United States of America had withdrawn its co-sponsorship to the
draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria moved to amend
the draft resolution.

At the same meeting, the representative of Brazil agreed to the motion
for the proposed amendment.

At the same meeting, the representative of the United States of
America made general comments in relation to the draft resolution.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Pakistan made a
statement in explanation of vote before the vote, disassociating its
delegation from the consensus in relation to some paragraphs of the
draft resolution as orally revised.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
decision (see annex III).
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261.

262.

263.

At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/28).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Chile, Nigeria, Saudi
Arabia and Switzerland made statements in explanation of vote after
the vote

Also at the same meeting, the representatives of Egypt and Indonesia
made comments in relation to the resolution.

Panel on human rights of victims of terrorism

264.

265.

266.

At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of
Colombia, Spain and Turkey introduced draft decision
A/HRC/16/L.21, sponsored by Colombia, Spain and Turkey and co-
sponsored by Algeria, Austria, Costa Rica, Croatia, France, Germany,
Guatemala, India, Israel, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Russian
Federation, Slovenia, Sri Lanka, Ukraine and Uruguay. Subsequently,
Brazil, Egypt, Lithuania, Montenegro and Thailand joined the
sponsors.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
decision (see annex III).

For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. II, decision 16/116.

Right to development

267.

268.

269.

270.

271.

At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Egypt,
on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement, introduced draft decision
A/HRC/16/L.9, sponsored by Egypt (on behalf of the Non-Aligned
Movement) and co-sponsored by Uruguay. Subsequently, Armenia
and Serbia joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of Egypt, on behalf of the
Non-Aligned Movement, orally revised the draft decision.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
decision (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary, on behalf of the
States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council, and the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of the
United States of America, a recorded vote was taken on draft decision
A/HRC/16/L.9 as orally revised. The draft decision as orally revised
was adopted by 45 votes in favour and 1 abstention. The voting was as
follows:

In favour:

Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium, Brazil, Burkina
Faso, Cameroon, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, France,
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Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Hungary, Japan, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria,
Norway, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Republic of Moldova, Republic
of Korea, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Slovakia,
Spain, Switzerland, Thailand, Uganda, Ukraine, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uruguay, Zambia;

Abstaining:
United States of America.

272. For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. II, decision 16/117.

Human rights situations that require the Council’s
attention

Interactive dialogue with special procedures mandate
holders

Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea

273. At the 25th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea, Marzuki Darusman, presented his report (A/HRC/16/58).

274. At the same meeting, the representative of the Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea made a statement as the concerned country.

275. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur
questions:

(a) Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
China, Cuba, France, Japan, Norway, Republic of Korea,
Slovakia, Switzerland, Thailand, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Belarus, Canada, Czech Republic, Indonesia, Israel, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic, Myanmar, New Zealand, Slovenia, Sudan, Syrian Arab
Republic, Viet Nam, Zimbabwe;

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

(d)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Amnesty International, Conectas Direitos Humanos, Human Rights Watch,
Indian Movement “Tupaj Amaru”.

276. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur answered questions and
made his concluding remarks.
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Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Myanmar

277. At the 26th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in Myanmar, Tomas Ojea Quintana,
presented his report (A/HRC/16/59).

278. At the same meeting, the representative of Myanmar made a statement
as the concerned country.

279. During the ensuing interactive dialogue at the same meeting, the
following made statements and asked the Special Rapporteur
questions:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
China, Cuba, France, Japan, Maldives, Norway, Republic of
Korea, Slovakia, Switzerland, Thailand, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Cambodia, Canada, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s
Republic of Korea, Indonesia, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, New
Zealand, Slovenia, Sweden, Viet Nam;

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

(d)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Amnesty International, Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development
(also on behalf of Conectas Direitos Humanos and Worldview International
Foundation), Asian Legal Resource Centre, Human Rights Watch.

280. At the same meeting, the Special Rapporteur answered questions and
made his concluding remarks.

Follow-up to the 14th special session of the Council on the
situation of human rights in Cote d'lvoire since the elections
on 28 November 2010

281. At the 26th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the Deputy High
Commissioner presented the High Commissioner’s report
(A/HRC/16/79) as requested by the Council in its resolution S-14/1 of
23 December 2010.

282. At the same meeting, the representative of Cote d’Ivoire made a
statement as the concerned country.

283. During the ensuing general debate, at the 26th and 27th meetings, on
the same day, the following made statements:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
Chile, France, Ghana, Hungary (on behalf of the European Union), Japan,
Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States), Republic of Korea,
Russian Federation, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Canada,
Egypt, Germany, Namibia, Portugal, Slovenia, Turkey;
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(c)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Amnesty International, Cause Premiere, Human Rights Watch, International
Educational Development, International Federation for Human Rights
Leagues, World Association for the School as an Instrument of Peace.

Follow-up to the 15th special session of the Council on the

human rights situation in the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

284. At the 24th meeting, on 11 March 2011, the President of the Council
announced the composition of the members of the commission of
inquiry appointed to investigate all alleged violations of international
human rights law in the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, in accordance with
Council resolution S-15/1 of 25 February 2011: Mr. Cherif Bassiouni
(chair), Ms. Asma Khader and Mr. Philippe Kirsch.

285. At the 27th meeting, on 14 March 2011, the Deputy High
Commissioner presented an update on the situation of human rights in
the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, as requested by the Council in its
resolution S-15/1 of 25 February 2011.

286. During the ensuing general debate, at the same meeting, the following
made statements:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Brazil,
France, Hungary (on behalf of the European Union), Japan, Jordan,
Maldives, Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States), Norway,
Russian Federation, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Canada (on behalf of Australia, Canada and New Zealand), Germany, Israel,
Italy, Namibia, Portugal, Slovenia, Turkey;

(c)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies, CIVICUS — World Alliance for
Citizen Participation, Human Rights Watch, Indian Movement “Tupaj
Amaru”, International Federation for Human Rights Leagues, Mouvement
contre le racisme et pour l'amitié entre les peuples, Reporters Without
Borders International, United Nations Watch.

General debate on agenda item 4

287. At the 27th meeting, on 14 March 2011, and at the 28th and 29th
meetings, on 15 March 2011, the Council held a general debate on
agenda item 4, during which the following made statements:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Belgium,
China, Cuba, France, Hungary (on behalf of the European Union, Albania,
Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia, Iceland, Liechtenstein, Montenegro and the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia), Japan, Lithuania' (on behalf of
Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria,
Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
France, Gabon, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Montenegro,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia,
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Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America and Zambia),
Norway, Poland, Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland,
Thailand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Algeria,
Australia, Austria, Canada, Costa Rica, Czech Republic, Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea, Denmark, Germany, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Ireland, Israel, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Timor-Leste;

(c)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Action internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des
Grands Lacs, African Association of Education for Development, Agence
Internationale pour le Developpement, Al-Hakim Foundation, American
Association of Jurists, Amnesty International, Asian Forum for Human
Rights and Development, Asian Legal Resource Centre, Baha’i International
Community, Cairo Institute for Human Rights Studies, Center for
Environmental and Management Studies, Center for Inquiry, Centre for
Human Rights and Peace Advocacy, Centrist Democratic International,
Charitable Institute for Protecting Social Victims, Chinese People's
Association for Friendship with Foreign Countries, CIVICUS — World
Alliance for Citizen Participation (also on behalf of Franciscans
International), Comité International pour le Respect et 1'Application de la
Charte Africaine des Droits de I'Homme et des Peuples, Commission to
Study the Organization of Peace, Conectas Direitos Humanos, European
Union of Public Relations, France Libertés: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand,
Human Rights Watch, Indian Council of South America (also on behalf of
International Educational Development Inc), International Association for
Democracy in Africa, International Association of Schools of Social Work,
International Club for Peace Research, International Committee for the
Indians of the Americas, International Educational Development Inc,
International Fellowship of Reconciliation, International Human Rights
Association of American Minorities, International Humanist and Ethical
Union, International Institute for Peace, International Islamic Federation of
Student Organizations, International Movement Against All Forms of
Discrimination and Racism, Iranian Elite Research Center, Liberation,
Marangopoulos Foundation for Human Rights (also on behalf of
International Educational Development, Inc.), Minority Rights Group,
Network of Women's Non-governmental Organizations in the Islamic
Republic of Iran, Nonviolent Radical Party Transnational and Transparty,
North-South XXI, Organisation pour la Communication en Afrique et de
Promotion de la Cooperation Economique Internationale, Organization for
Defending Victims of Violence, Press Emblem Campaign, Society for
Threatened Peoples, Union de l'action feminine, United Nations Watch,
United Schools International, United Towns Agency for North-South
Cooperation, Verein Sudwind Entwicklungspolitik, World Federation of
Democratic Youth, World Muslim Congress, World Organisation Against
Torture.

288. At the 27th meeting, on 14 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Azerbaijan, Belarus,
China, Cuba, Islamic Republic of Iran, Sri Lanka, Venezuela
(Bolivarian Republic of) and Zimbabwe.
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At the 29th meeting, on 15 March 2011, statements in exercise of the
right of reply were made by the representatives of Algeria, Belarus,
China, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Morocco,
Nigeria, Syrian Arab Republic and Zimbabwe.

E. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Situation of human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea

290.

291.

292.

293.

294.

295.

At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of
Hungary, on behalf of the European Union as well as Japan, the
Republic of Moldova, Serbia and the former Yugoslav Republic of
Macedonia, and Japan introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.3,
sponsored by Hungary (on behalf of the European Union) and Japan
and co-sponsored by Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France,
Germany, Greece, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia,
Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Monaco, Montenegro,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Poland, Portugal, Republic of
Korea, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America. Subsequently, Republic of Moldova, Serbia and the
former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia joined the sponsors.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Cuba and Ecuador made
general comments in relation to the draft resolution.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of the Democratic
People’s Republic of Korea made a statement as the concerned
country.

At the same meeting, the representatives of China and Thailand made
statements in explanation of vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of Cuba,
a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.3. The
draft resolution was adopted by 30 votes in favour, 3 against, with 11
abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Argentina, Belgium, Brazil ,Burkina Faso, Chile, Djibouti, France,
Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Hungary, Japan, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan,
Maldives, Mauritius, Mexico, Norway, Poland, Republic of
Moldova, Republic of Korea, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland,
Thailand, Ukraine, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay , Zambia;

Against:

China, Cuba, Russian Federation,;

Abstaining:
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Angola, Bangladesh, Cameroon, Ecuador, Malaysia, Mauritania,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Senegal, Uganda.

For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/8.

Situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran

297.

298.

299.

300.

301.

302.

At the 45th meeting, on 24 March 2011, the representatives of
Sweden, also on behalf of the main sponsors as well as Panama, the
Republic of Moldova, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia,
United States of America and Zambia, and the United States of
America introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.25/Rev.1, sponsored
by Sweden and the United States of America and co-sponsored by
Albania, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus,
Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia,
Germany, Greece, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia,
Liberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Maldives, Malta,
Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama,
Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Slovenia,
Spain, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Zambia. Subsequently,
Botswana, Israel and Romania joined the sponsors.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representative of Pakistan made general
comments in relation to the draft resolution.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of the Islamic Republic of
Iran made a statement as the concerned country.

At the same meeting, the representatives of Brazil, China, Cuba,
Mauritania, Pakistan and Uruguay made statements in explanation of
vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, at the request of the representative of
Pakistan, a recorded vote was taken on draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.25/Rev.1. The draft resolution was adopted by 22 votes
in favour, 7 against, with 14 abstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour:

Argentina, Belgium, Brazil, Chile, France, Guatemala, Hungary,
Japan, Maldives, Mexico, Norway, Poland, Republic of Moldova,
Republic of Korea, Senegal, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America, Zambia;

Against:

Bangladesh, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Mauritania, Pakistan, Russian
Federation;

Abstaining:
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Bahrain, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Djibouti, Gabon, Ghana,
Jordan, Malaysia, Mauritius, Nigeria, Saudi Arabia, Thailand,
Uganda, Uruguay.

For the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I, resolution 16/9.

At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representatives of Japan,
Malaysia and the Republic of Korea made statements in explanation of
vote after the vote.

Situation of human rights in Myanmar

305.

306.

307.

308.

309.

310.

311.

At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of
Hungary, on behalf of the European Union, introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.11, sponsored by Hungary (on behalf of the European
Union) and co-sponsored by Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and
Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic,
Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Iceland,
Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta,
Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Peru,
Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden,
Switzerland, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland
and Uruguay. Subsequently, Australia, Iceland, Israel, Republic of
Korea, Republic of Moldova, Serbia and United States of America
joined the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of Hungary, on behalf of the
European Union, orally revised the draft resolution.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Myanmar made a
statement as the concerned country.

At the same meeting, the representatives of Japan, Malaysia and
Thailand made statements in explanation of vote before the vote.

Also at the same meeting, the representatives of China, Cuba and the
Russian Federation made statements in explanation of vote before the
vote, disassociating their delegations from the consensus in relation to
the draft resolution as orally revised.

At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/24).

Situation of human rights in Cote d’lvoire

312.

At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Nigeria,
on behalf of the Group of African States, introduced draft resolution
A/HRC/16/L.33, sponsored by Nigeria (on behalf of the African
Group). Subsequently, Austria, Australia, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada,
Croatia, Cyprus, the Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland,
France, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Lithuania, Luxembourg,
Malta, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, Norway, Poland, Portugal,
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314.

315.

316.

317.

Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland and the United States of America joined
the sponsors.

At the same meeting, the representative of Nigeria, on behalf of the
Group of African States, orally revised the draft resolution.

In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

At the same meeting, the representatives of Brazil, France, Hungary,
on behalf of the States Members of the European Union that are
members of the Council, and the United States of America made
general comments in relation to the draft resolution as orally revised.

Also at the same meeting, the representative of Cote d’Ivoire made a
statement as the concerned country.

At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/25).

Human rights bodies and mechanisms

Complaint procedure

318.

319.

At the 24th meeting, on 11 March 2011, and at the 42nd meeting, on
22 March 2011, the Council held two closed meetings of the
complaint procedure.

At the 43rd meeting, on 23 March 2011, the President made a
statement on the outcome of the meetings, stating: “The Human
Rights Council has in closed meetings examined the human rights
situation in Tajikistan under the Complaint Procedure established
pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution 5/1, and has decided to
keep the situation under review.”

Advisory Committee

320.

At the 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the Chairperson of the
Advisory Committee, Purificacion V. Quisumbing, introduced the
Advisory Committee’s reports on its fifth and sixth sessions, held
from 2 to 6 August 2010 and 17 to 21 January 2011 (A/HRC/16/60
and A/HRC/16/61).

Forum on Minority Issues

321.

At the 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the independent expert on
minority issues, Gay McDougall, introduced the recommendations
adopted by the Forum on Minority Issues, held on 14 and 15
December 2010 (A/HRC/16/46).
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The Social Forum

322. At the 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur
of the Social Forum, Laura Dupuy-Lasserre, introduced the report of
the Social Forum, held from 4 to 6 October 2010 (A/HRC/16/62).

Open-ended Working Group on the draft United Nations
declaration on human rights education and training

323. At the 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the Chairperson-Rapporteur
of the Open-ended Working Group on the draft United Nations
declaration on human rights education and training, Jiirg Lauber,
introduced the report of the Working Group, held from 10 to 14
January 2011 (A/HRC/WG.9/1/3).

General debate on agenda item 5

324. At its 30th meeting, on 15 March 2011, the Council held a general
debate on agenda item 5, during which the following made statements:

(a)  Representatives of States Members of the Council: Argentina,
Brazil, China, Cuba, Ecuador, Ghana, Hungary (on behalf of the European
Union), Maldives, Morocco' (on behalf of the Platform of Human Rights
Education and Training), Nigeria (on behalf of the Group of African States),
Norway, Thailand;

(b)  Representatives of the following observer States: Armenia,
Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Ethiopia,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Kuwait, Luxembourg, Philippines,
Singapore, South Africa;

(c)  Observers for the following international organizations: Inter-
Parliamentary Union, Organisation Internationale de la Francophonie;

(d)  Observer for a national human rights institution: International
Coordinating Committee of National Human Rights Institutions;

(e)  Observers for the following non-governmental organizations:
Action internationale pour la paix et le développement dans la région des
Grands Lacs, Amnesty International, BADIL Resource Center for Palestinian
Residency and Refugee Rights, Centre for Human Rights and Peace
Advocacy, Comité International pour le Respect et I'Application de la Charte
Africaine des Droits de 1'Homme et des Peuples, Foodfirst Information and
Action Network, France Libertés: Fondation Danielle Mitterrand, Indian
Council of South America, Indian Movement « Tupaj Amaru », International
Service for Human Rights (also on behalf of Cairo Institute for Human Rights
Studies and CIVICUS — World Alliance for Citizen Participation), Japanese
Workers' Committee for Human Rights, Liberation, Minority Rights Group,
Mouvement contre le racisme et pour I'amitié entre les peoples, Myochikai
(also on behalf of Plan International, Inc. and United Network of Young
Peacebuilders), North-South XXI, Permanent Assembly for Human Rights,
Servas International, Soka Gakkai International (also on behalf of Al-Hakim
Foundation, Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development, Association
Points-Coeur, Human Rights Education Associates, International Association
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for Religious Freedom, International Association of Peace Messenger Cities,
International Catholic Child Bureau, International Movement Against All
Forms of Discrimination and Racism, International Network for the
Prevention of Elder Abuse, International Organization for the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination, International Organization for the Right
to Education and Freedom of Education, Myochikai, Planetary Association for
Clean Energy Inc, Servas International, Soroptimist International, Sovereign
Military Order of the Temple of Jerusalem, United Network of Young
Peacebuilders, Worldwide Organization for Women), Syriac Universal
Alliance, World Association for the School as an Instrument of Peace.

G. Consideration of and action on draft proposals

Social Forum

325. At the 47th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the representative of Cuba
introduced draft resolution A/HRC/16/L.16, sponsored by Cuba and
co-sponsored by Belarus, Bolivia (Plurinational State of), Brazil,
China, Djibouti, Ecuador, Indonesia, Nicaragua, Peru, Sri Lanka,
Uruguay, Venezuela (Bolivarian Republic of) and Viet Nam.
Subsequently, Algeria, Angola, Bangladesh, Botswana, Cape Verde,
Costa Rica, the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Egypt, Haiti,
Islamic Republic of Iran, Kenya, Malaysia, Mauritius, Niger, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Palestine, Panama, Senegal, Serbia, South Africa, Sudan,
Syrian Arab Republic, Zimbabwe joined the sponsors.

326. At the same meeting, the representative of Cuba orally revised the
draft resolution.

327. 1In accordance with rule 153 of the rules of procedure of the General
Assembly, the attention of the Council was drawn to the estimated
administrative and programme budget implications of the draft
resolution (see annex III).

328. Also at the same meeting, the representatives of Hungary, on behalf of
the States Members of the European Union that are members of the
Council, Japan and the United States of America made statements in
explanation of vote before the vote, disassociating their delegations
from the consensus in relation to the draft resolution as orally revised.

329. At the same meeting, the draft resolution, as orally revised, was
adopted without a vote (for the text as adopted, see part one, chap. I,
resolution 16/26).

Reports of the Advisory Committee

330. At the 48th meeting, on 25 March 2011, the President of the Council
made a statement in relation to the reports of the Advisory Committee on its
fifth and sixth sessions (for the text of the President’s statement, see part one,
chap. III, PRST/16/1).
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VI.

Universal periodic review

331.

Pursuant to General Assembly resolution 60/251, Council resolution
5/1 and the President’s statements (PRST/8/1 and PRST/9/2) on
modalities and practices for the universal periodic review process, the
Council considered the outcome of the reviews conducted during the
ninth session of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review
held from 1 to 12 November 2010.

Consideration of the universal periodic review outcomes

332.

In accordance with paragraph 4.3 of the President’s statement 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 comments made by other relevant
stakeholders before the adoption of the outcome by the plenary.

Liberia

333.

334.

335.

The review of Liberia was held on 1 November 2010 in conformity
with all the relevant provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,
and was based on the following documents:

(a)  The national report submitted by Liberia in accordance with
the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a)
(A/HRC/WG.6/9/LBR/1 and A/HRC/WG.6/9/LBR.1/Corr.1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by the Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in accordance with
paragraph 15 (b) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/LBR2); and

() The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with
paragraph 15 (c) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/LBR/3).

At its 31" meeting, on 16 March 2011, the Human Rights Council
considered and adopted the outcome of the review on SuR (see section
C below).

The outcome of the review on Liberia comprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/16/3),
together with the views of Liberia concerning the recommendations
and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and its
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.

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

336.

In its intervention to the Human Rights Council, Liberia provided an
update of activities and progress made since the its review at the
Working Group, as well as additional information to questions raised
and its response to recommendations on which it had not yet taken a
position.

GE.



A/HRC/16/L.41

GE.

337.

338.

339.

340.

341.

342.

343.

344.

Regarding questions raised about cooperation with human rights
mechanisms and, in particular, whether Liberia would consider
extending a standing invitation to special procedures, Liberia stated
that for these procedures to have the desired impact it is essential that
they engage with countries that are fully aware of their international
human rights obligations and commitments. Liberia further stated that
it has begun to take measures to fully understand its regional and
international human rights obligations and analyze the roles and
functions of the various United Nations special procedures. Therefore,
though it would consider extending a standing invitation in the future,
it firmly believes that the first stage in this process is to build the
capacity and knowledge of all relevant stakeholders.

With regard to questions regarding allegations of torture, Liberia
affirmed that it continues to investigate and prosecute state actors
accused of torture and that it has instituted human rights education and
training for relevant authorities. Additionally, Liberia is currently
considering the adoption of an anti-torture bill. The draft bill, which
was presented to the House of Representatives in August of 2010, was
presented for discussion during the January 2011 session.

Liberia also informed the Human Rights Council that the Sub-
Committee on the Prevention of Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment (the “SPT”) had carried out a
visit to the country in December of 2010. Since the visit, the SPT’s
preliminary report has been distributed and the country is currently
considering ways to incorporate the SPT’s recommendations into
programs to improve detention center conditions and protect citizens
from torture and ill treatment.

On questions that had been raised regarding ethnic based
discrimination, Liberia stated that it is aware of the need to handle
ethnic based violence and disputes with cultural sensitivity while
ensuring that all citizens receive equal treatment under the law.

Liberia then provided the following information on measures taken to
implement the UPR recommendations and examine recommendations
it had deferred.

First, it had accelerated the process for drafting and adopting the
national human rights action plan for Liberia, and adopted a number of
initiatives including finalizing the work plan for nation wide
consultation workshops.

Second, it had distributed the draft report of the Working Group on the
UPR to all relevant government and non government institutions,
identifying priorities and issues for special focus. Identified priorities
will be a part of the nation wide consultation and will be included in
the national human rights action plan.

Third it has established links with other national planning activities
and working groups to implement the recommendations of the UPR,
including government organs and bodies working to implement
CEDAW and CRC recommendations
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346.

347.

348.

349.

350.

351.

Fourth, in collaboration with the UN, the government conducted a
Retreat on Pre-trial Detention to determine what needs to be done to
improve the work of the Task Force on Pre-trial Detention.

Liberia then addressed recommendations on which it had deferred
taking a position. It observed that it had accepted seventy two (72) of
one hundred and thirteen recommendations received.

Liberia stated that at this point it was not able to take a position on
deferred recommendations in the following areas: the ratification of
human rights instruments; Female Genital Mutilation (FGM) and Trial
by Ordeal; and the 2008 law on the Death Penalty. Further, Liberia
stated that it was not able to take a position on the implementation of
some of the recommendations of the Truth and Reconciliation
Commission (TRC); Sexual Based Gender Violence (SBGV); and pre-
trial detention

On the ratification of human rights instruments, Liberia reiterated that
it is in the process of researching the full extent of its regional and
international obligations and taking steps to submit overdue reports. It
is thus currently unable to take a position on recommendations
relating to the ratification and incorporation of international human
rights conventions. However, as evidenced in accepted
recommendations it will consider ratifying human rights instruments.

On the issues of FGM and the practice of trial by ordeal, Liberia
explained that these are deeply-rooted traditional practices and that
discussions of these issues are often strongly resisted. It was added
that notwithstanding the foregoing, practitioners of FGM and trial by
ordeal who have caused harm to others have been held accountable
under existing penal laws. Additionally, the Government is taking
steps to engage the local communities and determine best ways to
address these issues. However, the process is ongoing and therefore
Liberia is currently unable to accept or reject all recommendations
relating to these issues.

On the implementation of TRC recommendations, Liberia informed
the Human Rights Council that, two months ago, the Supreme Court
of Liberia adopted a decision that found that the TRC
recommendation to ban certain Liberians from politics for 30 years
was unconstitutional as the persons concerned had not been afforded
due process. Nevertheless, in the meantime, the Government has
begun to implement other recommendations of the Report and a
taskforce has continue to review the report to advise on the
implication of the implementation of recommendations. However, at
this time Liberia is unable to take a position on recommendations
relating to the work of the TRC.

Regarding recommendations on the Liberian Death Penalty Law,
Liberia stated that it is aware of existing concerns and ensuing
recommendations which emanate from its obligations under the
Second Optional Protocol to the ICCPR, to which it acceded in 2005.
Liberia recalled that high criminal rates had demanded a
reintroduction of the death penalty. It stressed, however, that the
current administration has not signed any warrant to carry out a death
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353.

354.

355.

356.

357.

sentence and that the Supreme Court has been disinclined to enforce
such penalties, commuting them into life imprisonment.

Nevertheless, immediate abrogation of the law allowing for the death
penalty to be imposed will need more time and understanding by the
Liberian populace and consultations with the people in this regard
have been initiated. However, for the reasons stated, Liberia is not
able to take a position on recommendations relating to this issue.

Liberia referred to concrete steps taken to adjudicate SGBV cases
including the enactment of enabling legislation in 2008, creating a
specialized criminal court; the establishment of a special prosecution
unit to complement the work of this Court, specialized trainings for
relevant authorities as well as the adoption of a number of measures to
support victims.

It was further stated that nevertheless, capacity and resource
constraints  still impede full implementation of all of the
recommendations related to SGBV.

On pre-trial detention, Liberia explained that this is a concern of the
utmost priority, but that, given the country’s present circumstances,
most notably, its limited resources, it is not able to take a position on
this recommendation.

Notwithstanding the foregoing, Liberia explained that it has
implemented a number of initiatives in order to combat the problem
and provided examples including, among others: the creation of a
special pre-trial detention taskforce and ongoing review and work
towards law reform pertaining to jury law, criminal procedure and
subject matter jurisdiction.

In conclusion, Liberia stated that it is eager to work with partners who
are committed to assisting the country during this post-conflict, peace-
building effort and thanked those working with it to create stable and
democratic country.

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

358.

359.

Algeria reiterated its satisfaction with progress made in the
resettlement of displaced persons and refugees, and in re-establishing
the country’s administration, economy and infrastructure, the rule of
law and respect for human rights. It also reiterated its call for
appropriate international assistance to be granted, which allow Liberia
to act on priorities that have been set to improve the living conditions
of its people. It also praised Liberia for accepting 72 of the 113
recommendations received, four of which were made by Algeria. It
encouraged Liberia to pursue the consolidation of the peace process in
the country, with a specific strategy to emerge from the crisis adapted
to the Country’s specific circumstances.

Cuba expressed appreciation that Liberia had accepted the
recommendations it had made, in particular those to continue efforts to
promote and protect the rights of vulnerable groups such as children,
women, persons with disabilities and the elderly. It welcomed
Liberia’s strategies and plans for socio-economic development and to
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reduce poverty. It noted Liberia’s efforts must be supported by the
international community and called upon developed countries to
redouble their cooperation and financial assistance. It called on Liberia
to continue promoting and protecting human rights.

Nigeria noted with satisfaction that Liberia had accepted a large
number of recommendations made and has taken positive steps
towards their implementing which is an expression of its willingness
to cooperate with relevant United Nations mechanisms. Nigeria
encouraged Liberia to improve its policies and programmes towards
the promotion and protection of human rights, including, advancing
the status of women, girls, children and those with disabilities. It also
encouraged Liberia to continue its efforts towards guaranteeing the
full enjoyment of all human rights of its people and the attainment of
its MDGs targets and called upon the international community to
support the country in this regard.

Morocco stated that Liberia is an example of democratic transition and
reconstruction after civil conflict and highlighted that it was the first
African country to have a woman president. It welcomed the fact that
Liberia had accepted over 72 recommendations, including those made
by Morocco on education and human rights training. It noted that
Liberia, as a least developed country, should benefit from the
assistance it needs in order to ensure the follow-up of the
recommendations. In this regard, it highlighted the need to make
operational the Fund put in place to assist developing countries in the
follow-up to UPR recommendations.

South Africa noted with appreciation the consultative process
undertaken in preparation of the national report and encouraged
Liberia to continue this interaction during the follow up to be
undertaken to implement recommendations that were accepted during
the review. It took note of the negative impact of its history of conflict
and highlighted the importance of addressing the challenges set out in
the national report. It encouraged the international community to
provide the required technical assistance. It appreciated that Liberia
has addressed specific recommendations on violence against women
and that these have been positively considered.

Switzerland thanked Liberia for it addendum and presentation. It
recalled that article 32 of resolution 5/1 states that recommendations
that enjoy the support of the State concerned will be identified as such.
Other recommendations will be noted. It added that by stating that
recommendations are neither accepted nor rejected the delegation of
Liberia did not respect the aforementioned article. It asked Liberia,
like  all other states under review, to clearly state which
recommendations it accepted and which it rejected. It noted that
without such a clear position, a proper follow-up of recommendations
was not possible.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

364.

Stidwind noted that despite steps taken to combat sexual and gender-
based violence (SGBV), the high prevalence of female genital
mutilation (FGM) remained a matter of major concern, as do rape and
other forms of sexual violence committed in Liberia. Over half of the
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rape cases reported involve girls under the age of 16. Over 20% of
those submitted to FGM die from excessive bleeding. It stated further
that Liberia’s deep-rooted gender inequalities, inefficient justice
system, and immense poverty constitute major obstacles to the
elimination of SGBV and FGM. Sudwind urged Liberia, as a matter of
priority, to declare FGM as a criminal act and take specific measures
to prevent the same and; combat impunity and promote accountability
of all reported cases of SGBV.

Rencontre Africaine pour la Défense des Droits de 1’Homme,
RADDHO, noted that Liberians continued to suffer the physical and
psychological effects of years of violence. It also took note of the
culture of impunity; corruption at the State level and the judiciary, and
Liberians’ mistrust of public officials. It observed that recourse to
popular justice sometimes resulted in the killing of women accused of
sorcery. RADDHO expressed concern for the stability and security of
Liberia and its neighbours because of recruitment of mercenary’s for a
third country. It welcomed the establishment of a commission for
human rights and encouraged emphasis on women’s and girls’ rights;
and judicial reinforcement. It invited Liberia to incorporate ratified
international instruments.

Amnesty International expressed its concern, shared by many states,
regarding the introduction in 2008 of legislation reintroducing the
death penalty for persons convicted of armed robbery, terrorism or
hijacking offences, if these crimes result in death. It considered that
this legislation directly violates Liberia’s obligations under the Second
optional protocol to the ICCPR. It urged Liberia to abolish the
Armed Robbery Act and to maintain the de facto moratorium on
executions, in place since 1979. It was also concerned that rape and
other forms of sexual violence against women and girls remained
widespread, as does domestic violence and forced and under-age
marriage. It urged Liberia to act promptly to give effect to the
recommendations made during the review regarding these issues.

4.  Concluding remarks of the State under Review

367.

368.

369.

Liberia thanked those present for recognizing the efforts made, noting
that these had been carried out in a post-conflict environment which is
a very difficult and complex situation. Liberia then provided
additional information on action taken to combat SGBV and examples
of prosecution of such cases. Liberian thanked the Human Rights
Council once again for receiving its report and assured those present
that it would continue its efforts in areas of concern.

The President expressed his deep appreciation to Liberia for the
comprehensive and very interesting intervention and observed that
according to resolution 5/1, states under review should either support
or note recommendations and therefore, following the standing
practice, those recommendations on which Liberia is unable to
pronounce itself at this time are noted.

Liberia clarified that a previous document had been submitted in that
regard and noted that its current statement clarified its position.

Malawi
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370. The review of Malawi was held on 1 November 2010 in conformity
with all the relevant provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,
and was based on the following documents:

(a)  The national report submitted by Malawi in accordance with
the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a)
(A/HRC/WG.6/9/MWI/1 and A/HRC/WG.6/9/MW1/1/Corr.1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by the Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in accordance with
paragraph 15 (b) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/MWI/2); and

() The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with
paragraph 15 (c) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/MW1I/3).

371. At its 31st meeting, on 16 March 2011, the Human Rights Council
considered and adopted the outcome of the review on Malawi (see
section C below).

372. The outcome of the review on Malawi comprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/16/4),
together with the views of Malawi concerning the recommendations
and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and its
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.

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

373. Malawi indicated that it remained committed to carry out its
obligations with regard to all treaties to which it was a State Party. It
mentioned that when deciding to ratify international instruments,
Malawi was guided by the fundamental democratic principles
enshrined in articles 7, 8, 12 and 13 of its national Constitution.

374. Malawi addressed each of the 23 recommendations mentioned in
paragraph 104 of the report of the UPR working group.

375. Malawi indicated that it had no immediate plans to ratify the Second
Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, and that it would continue to listen to the voices of the people
regarding the issue of the death penalty (Recommendations 104.1,
104.7, 104.8, and 104.10).

376. Malawi expressed that it would consider the ratification of the
Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Economic, Social,
and Cultural Rights (Recommendations 104.8, and 104.9).

377. It mentioned that it would consider ratifying the Optional Protocol to
the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or
Degrading Treatment or Punishment, which was an ongoing process
(Recommendations 104.2, and 104.9).

378. It also mentioned that it would consider the ratification of the Optional
Protocol to the Convention against All Forms of Discrimination
against Women (Recommendations 104.3 and 104.9).
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382.

383.

384.

385.

386.

387.

Malawi informed that, in September 2010, it had ratified the Optional
Protocol to the Convention of the Rights of the Child on the Sale of
the Children, Child Prostitution and Child Pornography
(Recommendations 104.6 and 104.8).

Malawi indicated that it had neither immediate plans nor the intention
to ratify the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights
of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families
(Recommendation 104.8), the International Convention for the
Protection of all Persons from Enforced Disappearance —CPED-
(Recommendation 104.2, 104.8, and 104.9), and the Optional Protocol
to the Rights of Persons with Disabilities -OPCRPD
(Recommendations 104.8, and 104.9). However, regarding CPED and
OPCRPD, Malawi mentioned that it was engaged in an ongoing
process of consideration of treaties that it might ratify.

Malawi expressed that it would consider the ratification of the
Convention for the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide and that it had amended its Penal Code to criminalize
genocide under domestic law (Recommendation 104.5).

Regarding recommendations 104.4, 104.11, 104.12, and 104.13
calling upon Malawi to harmonize its national legislation with the
international treaties to which Malawi is a State Party, the delegation
mentioned that the Malawian Law Commission would continue to
review the national legislation to bring it in conformity with Malawi’s
international commitments.

Regarding recommendation 104.14 encouraging Malawi to ensure that
human rights treaties are given full legal effect in domestic laws; and
recommendations 104.15, and 104.16 calling it to ensure that
CEDAW is given full legal effect in its legislation, the delegation
stated that Malawi would strive to ensure that human rights treaties,
including CEDAW, were given that effect, and that this was an
ongoing process.

In relation to recommendations 104.17 and 104.18 encouraging
Malawi to raise the minimum age of criminal responsibility, Malawi
explained that the age of criminal responsibility was raised from 7 to
10 years in the 2010 amendment of the Penal Code. It also explained,
that according to the same amendment a person under 14 years was
not criminally responsible unless it could be demonstrated that at the
time of the commission of the crime they had knowledge that they
ought not to commit the crime.

Malawi stated that in 2010 it had enacted a comprehensive law on the
rights of the child, the Child Care Protection and Justice Act
(Recommendation 104.19).

With regard to recommendation 104.20 calling upon Malawi to extend
a standing invitation to all special procedures, Malawi stated that it
would consider this option and respond to the Council at an
appropriate time.

In relation to recommendation 104.21 encouraging Malawi to
promoting equality between men and women, the delegation explained
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that it had taken active steps and that it would continue to work with
international mechanisms to this end.

Regarding recommendations 104.22 and 104.23 encouraging Malawi
to guarantee that no children under 14 years is admitted to
employment and to amend the Constitution to raise to 18 years the
minimum age for engaging in hazardous work, the delegation stated
that Malawi would properly address these issues.

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

389.

390.

391.

392.

Algeria welcomed Malawi’s commitment for the promotion and
respect of human rights. It encouraged Malawi to pay particular
attention to the realization of its programs to fight poverty with the
assistance of the international community. Algeria commended
Malawi’s acceptance of three of the four recommendations it had
made, namely with regard to its 2020 socio-economic development
strategy, the strengthening of its cooperation with the regional and
international mechanisms and the harmonization of the country’s laws
with its international commitments. However Algeria noted that
Malawi had not accepted to ratify the International Convention on the
Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of
Their Families.

Cuba praised Malawi’s acceptance of the recommendations relating to
strategies for socio-economic development and plans to reduce
poverty. Despite the challenges faced, Malawi had demonstrated
progress in health care, prevention and education on HIV/AIDS and in
food self reliance. It encouraged Malawi to continue implementing
measures to promote and protect the human rights of its population. It
called for the international community to step up its cooperation and
financial assistance as a positive contribution to these efforts.

Botswana welcomed Malawi’s acceptance of many of the
recommendations made during the Working Group. Botswana was
aware of the challenges that some recommendations placed on the
national legislative processes and administrative frameworks of any
country. Botswana expressed the hope that Malawi would benefit from
the support of the international community in meeting its domestic and
international obligations.

United States of America expressed deep concern at Malawi’s law
criminalizing homosexuality and recent steps that made this law more
severe by criminalizing lesbian relations. While the United States was
troubled by Malawi’s amendment 46 to its Penal Code, which could
expand existing limitations on media freedoms and political speech, it
was encouraged by the Government’s public statement of 28 February
2011 clarifying the section’s limited purview. The United States
recommended that Malawi pursue steps to end discrimination against
lesbian, gay, bisexual and transgender individuals and enshrine its
commitment to free expression through appropriate modifications to
Amendment 46 of the Penal Code. It expressed appreciation that
Malawi provided clear responses to the recommendations during the
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Working Group. However, it was disappointed that Malawi had not
met the minimum requirements of HRC resolution 5/1 in identifying
which recommendations enjoyed its support, despite indicating that
there were several recommendations that it did accept.

Nigeria welcomed steps taken so far to implement the
recommendations adopted. Nigeria encouraged Malawi to continue its
efforts for the promotion and protection of human rights. Nigeria
called on the international community to provide all necessary
technical assistance to the Government for the better implementation
of the recommendations accepted by Malawi.

Morocco welcomed the fact that Malawi had accepted 65
recommendations. It referred to Malawi’s Constitution, which
recognizes the principles of democracy and rule of law, and contains
several human rights provisions. Morocco welcomed the acceptance of
all of its five recommendations and referred to the importance of
providing technical assistance to Malawi for the implementation of
UPR recommendations.

South Africa appreciated the commitment of the Malawian
Government to prioritize issues such as sustainable economic growth,
social protection, social development, infrastructure development and
improved governance. The number of women in high level positions
in government was also a reflection of Malawi’s promotion of gender
equality. South Africa welcomed Malawi’s acceptance of a large
number of recommendations. South Africa encouraged Malawi to
follow an inclusive process when implementing the accepted
recommendations and that all concerned stakeholders are involved in
the follow-up process.

Tanzania welcomed the implementation of the Malawi Vision 2020
with a view to providing a quality life for all the people. It
commended the government’s achievements with regard to
Millennium Development Goals, its fight against hunger and the
reduction of maternal deaths. Tanzania praised the provision of free
education at primary level and its positive impact on children
enrolment. It encouraged the government to consider favourably
acceding to key pending international human rights instruments which
it was not a party to. It called on the international community to
continue lending its full support to the efforts made by Malawi
towards the implementation of its human rights obligations.

Zimbabwe encouraged Malawi to continue its excellent work in
promoting and protecting human rights. Zimbabwe thanked the
delegation for its updated presentation and for Malawi’s acceptance of
most recommendations and its commitment to implementing them.
Zimbabwe noted the recommendations that did not enjoy Malawi’s
support and expressed the view that Malawi would continue to look at
them at the appropriate time. Zimbabwe stated that it stood with other
countries for the promotion and protection of the promotion and
protection of the human rights of Malawian citizens and of all
humankind.
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Switzerland regretted that only one of the four recommendations it had
made was accepted. It requested clarification on the position taken by
Malawi with regard to all pending recommendations, in accordance
with Human Rights Council Resolution 5/1.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

399.

400.

401.

402.

Malawi Human Rights Commission (MHRC) stated that it would play
a consultative and coordinating role with the Government and the
NGOs, to ensure that the UPR recommendations, including those
rejected, are discussed and all stakeholders reach a common position.
The approach to be adopted would be to link international instruments
and treaties with the UPR recommendations, so that the public may
hold informed discussions on these issues. MHRC suggested that a
timeline for follow up be identified and that an Inter-Ministerial
Committee to monitor the implementation of the recommendations be
established. It hoped that a number of improvements in the areas
where the international community raised concerns could be made by
the UPR second cycle.

Rencontre Africaine pour la Defense des Droits de I’Homme
(RADDHO) congratulated Malawi for its Vision 2020 project for
socio-economic development. It welcomed the creation of a Human
Rights Commission, the Mediator’s Office and the ratification of most
human rights instruments. RADDHO expressed concerns with regard
to detention conditions, and shared its preoccupation with regard to
reports on torture and other ill treatments inflicted by the members of
the police and with regard to the prevalence of impunity. RADDHO
encouraged Malawi to reform its criminal code in order to abolish
discrimination based on sexual orientation. Finally it praised Malawi’s
efforts to combat violence against women and human trafficking.

World Vision International (WV) welcomed Malawi’s commitment to
working on areas such as children rights and violence against women.
VW was concerned about shortcomings in the educational system, and
encouraged the Government to strengthen its efforts in improving
education and health care particularly for persons living in rural areas,
women, children, persons living with disabilities and persons living
with HIV/AIDS. WYV noted that Malawi’s expenditure on health fell
short of the amount estimated to deliver the Essential Health Package
which should be provided free of charge at all public health facilities.
WV urged the Government to put in place strong and clear
mechanisms for follow-up on the implementation of recommendations
which would allow the participation of both Government and civil
society. WV was fully committed to assist Malawi in implementing its
commitments.

Franciscans International (FI) was encouraged that Malawi had
accepted recommendations to undertake more effective measures
ensuring accessibility of crucial public services in rural areas and to
make education one of its top priorities. It regretted that Malawi
rejected several recommendations relating to compulsory primary
education in contravention of article 28 of the Convention on the
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Rights of the Child. FI noted that a major drawback to quality
education has been overcrowding and poor teaching and recommended
that Malawi increase its education budget to improve infrastructure
and teaching resources for more fully trained teachers.

Action Canada for Population and Development (ACPD) regretted that
Malawi had rejected all the recommendations calling for the
prohibition of discrimination against the LGBTI community as well as
the decriminalization of same sex relations. It also regretted that in
February 2011 Malawi had amended section 46 of the penal code
giving powers to a minister to ban newspapers. It raised concerns with
the government’s decision to intimidate human rights defenders
through public ridicule as well as harassment of NGOs workers.
ACPD therefore called on Malawi to reflect on the UPR
recommendations on these issues.

4. Concluding remarks of the State under Review

404.

405.

406.

407.

408.

Malawi clarified that out of 127 recommendations which it received, it
accepted 82 and rejected 45.

Regarding the comment that Malawi would establish an inter-
ministerial committee to monitor progress of the implementation of
UPR recommendations, the delegation explained that an inter-
ministerial committee responsible for human rights issues was already
in place and that this committee would also monitor progress
regarding implementation of UPR recommendations.

With regard to the amendment of section 46 of the Penal Code,
Malawi indicated that former section 46 granted absolute powers to
the Minister of Information for regulating publications. The Law
Commission, tasked with the mandate of reviewing the laws of
Malawi, recommended that section 46 be amended to bring it in line
with the Constitution. The delegation explained that section 46 was
accordingly amended and that the powers of the Minister to regulate
publications were no longer discretional but based on reasonable
grounds, and that the Minister’s decision was subjected to judicial
review. Malawi highlighted that this was an improvement of the
previous situation and that if the Minister were not entitled to exercise
these powers the society would be exposed to child pornography,
incitement to genocide and the like. Section 46 was amended
therefore to protect the children and society of Malawi.

Malawi explained that economic and social rights were recognized in
Malawian Constitution which provided for their progressive
realization. Although many resources were required for the fulfilment
of these rights, and notwithstanding Malawi’s limited ones, the
country had taken steps to progressively fulfil the social and economic
rights of its people.

Malawi thanked all the delegations for the comments and
recommendations received and indicated that it would take them into
consideration.
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411.

Mongolia

The review of Mongolia was held on 2 November 2010 in conformity
with all the relevant provisions contained in Council resolution 5/1,
and was based on the following documents:

(a)  The national report submitted by Mongolia in accordance with
the annex to Council resolution 5/1, paragraph 15 (a)
(A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/1 and A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/1/Corr.1);

(b)  The compilation prepared by the Office of the United Nations
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in accordance with
paragraph 15 (b) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/2); and

() The summary prepared by OHCHR in accordance with
paragraph 15 (c) (A/HRC/WG.6/9/MNG/3).

At its 31st meeting, on 16 March 2011, the Human Rights Council
considered and adopted the outcome of the review on SuR (see section
C below).

The outcome of the review on Mongolia comprises the report of the
Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review (A/HRC/16/5),
together with the views of Mongolia concerning the recommendations
and/or conclusions, as well as its voluntary commitments and its
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.

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

412.

413.

414.

The delegation of Mongolia expressed its appreciation for the
constructive engagement of members and observer states of the Human
Rights Council in the interactive dialogue of Mongolia’s universal
periodic review. It reported that in the past months the government
held extensive dialogue and consultations with relevant state agencies
and non governmental organisations regarding the recommendations
made during the interactive dialogue as well as Mongolia’s voluntary
commitments.

Recalling that 129 recommendations had been made by delegations
during the review in November, 2010 Mongolia noted that it had
accepted 118 of these recommendations and postponed the
consideration of 11. After the careful consideration of the remaining 11
recommendations in the post- interactive dialogue period the
government decided to accept 8 recommendations and not to accept 3
recommendations at this stage.

The delegation provided further explanations on its position towards
those 11 recommendations. With respect to recommendations nos. 86.
1 and 86.2, Mongolia expressed its willingness to accede to ICRMW
and to the 1951 Convention relating to the Status of Refugees and its
1967 Protocol, having in mind that the accession to these instruments
was linked to Mongolia’s national security interests. While the
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government had submitted its findings and conclusions on the
accession of these conventions to the Parliament the final decision fell
in the competence of the Parliament and thus, the Government was not
in a position to declare the acceptance of recommendations nos. 86.1
and 86.2 at this stage.

Similarly, Mongolia was not in a position to accept recommendation
no. 86.3 which requested to mandate the Constitutional Court to act
upon violations of the individual rights and freedoms guaranteed
under the Constitution. The delegation explained that the government
found impractical to mandate the Constitutional Court, which carried
supreme supervision over the implementation of the Constitution, to
receive and address every individual complaint regarding the breach of
the constitutional rights and freedoms as the Constitution stipulated
that the Constitutional Court should review and make judgment on the
disputes at the request of the Parliament, the President, the Prime
Minister, the Supreme Court or the Prosecutor General and/or on its
own initiative on the basis of petitions and information received from
citizens. Furthermore, specialized courts on civil and administrative
cases functioned to deal with above mentioned cases. Nevertheless, the
government expressed its commitment to further study the proposal.

The delegation reported that the government accepted
recommendations no. 86.4, which requested to consider accepting
individual complaint mechanisms such as those provided for in
ICERD, CAT, ICCPR and CEDAW. It noted that Mongolia had been
already a party to the OP-ICCPR, and OP-CEDAW and it would
consider the possibility of making declarations provided for in the
respective articles of ICERD and CAT.

Mongolia accepted the recommendation no. 86. 5 regarding the
adoption of measures to explicitly prohibit, prevent and punish
discrimination on any grounds, including on the basis of HIV/AIDS
status. The delegation informed that in November 2009 a Working
Group was set up to elaborate amendments to the Law on Prevention
of HIV/AIDS and the draft amendments included anti-discrimination
clauses.

The delegation stated that Mongolia accepted recommendations nos.
86. 6 and 86.7 related to the role of the National Human Rights
Commission of Mongolia (NHRCM) in the adoption and
implementation of the gender equality law and the participation of
women in decision making. It informed that the Parliament had already
adopted the Law on Gender Equality which specified the role of the
NHRCM in its implementation. As noted by the delegation, the Law
also provided ample opportunities for women to be included in the
upper and/or high-level decision making process.

Mongolia also accepted the recommendations nos. 86.8 and 86.9. In
this respect, a Working Group had been established to elaborate
amendments to the Criminal Code and the Criminal Procedure Code to
combat discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity
as well as hate crimes.
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The delegation reported that the declassification of death penalty
sentences imposed in the past and the removal of classification of
information on death penalty were planned to be implemented after the
approval of the Bill and other measures on the Abolition of the Death
Penalty. Furthermore, in the spring session the Parliament scheduled to
debate Mongolia’s accession to the Second Optional Protocol to the
ICCPR, aiming at the abolition of death penalty. Having this in mind,
Mongolia accepted the recommendations nos. 86. 10 and 86.11.

2. Views expressed by member and observer States of the Council on the
review outcome

421.

422.

423.

Algeria welcomed the progress made by Mongolia in the area of
human rights, which was illustrated by the establishment of various
mechanisms for human rights protection, the ratification of major
international instruments and the establishment of a moratorium on the
death penalty. Algeria also expressed its appreciation at the
acceptance by Mongolia of 126 recommendations, including 3
recommendations made by Algeria. Algeria was encouraged by
Mongolia’s determination to continue its efforts to promote and protect
human rights.

Thailand noted Mongolia’s determination to overcome socio-economic
and development challenges while striking a balance between
economic growth and human rights. Thailand expressed its readiness to
promote South-South cooperation particularly in the area of sustainable
agricultural production and income generating activities. Thailand
welcomed the acceptance by Mongolia of recommendations addressing
vulnerable groups, such as women, children and persons with
disabilities. Thailand expressed its support to Mongolia’s efforts to
combat human trafficking and expressed its readiness to share its
experiences and identify concrete areas of mutual cooperation.

Morocco took note of the progress made by Mongolia in the area of
human rights. By accepting 126 out of 129 recommendations made
during the review, Mongolia reaffirmed its commitment to human
rights and to the universal periodic review. This also reinforced the
dialogue and cooperative approach demonstrated by Mongolia during
the review process. Morocco remained conscious of the difficulties and
challenges that Mongolia might face in implementing these
recommendations. In this regard, Morocco called on the international
community to support Mongolia in its endeavors.

3. General comments made by other relevant stakeholders

424,

The National Human Rights Commission of Mongolia (NHRCM)
stated that the recommendations made during the working group of the
Human Rights Council covered important aspects and challenges of
Mongolia and supported the fact that the government accepted 126
recommendations out of 129. It assured that even though the issue of
the ratification of the Convention related to the status of refugees and
ICRMW depended on decision of the Parliament and thus, the
government could not make final and firm position at this stage, the
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NHRCM would put special efforts for Mongolia’s accession to these
treaties by carrying out an awareness raising campaign and advocacy
to explain the importance of those treaties for Mongolians. The
NHRCM expressed the view that individual cases of human rights
violations should be addressed to national courts instead of the
Constitutional Court. Efforts should thus be made to en