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Thank you, Mr. President, 

I have the honour to speak on behalf of the European Union. The Candidate Countries, 

Croatia*, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia* and Iceland+, the Countries of the 

Stabilisation and Association Process and potential candidates Albania, Bosnia and 

Herzegovina, Montenegro, Serbia, as well as Ukraine, the Republic of Moldova, and Georgia 

align themselves with this declaration. 

The European Union thanks the President of the Human Rights Council, Ambassador Sihasak 

Phuangketkeow for presenting the Human Rights Council's fifth annual report to the UN 

General Assembly. The members of the General Assembly agreed to the establishment of 

the Human Rights Council in 2006, in a joint effort to strengthen the United Nations system 

in the field of human rights and make it more effective in systematically promoting and 

protecting all human rights for all. Serving as Members of the Council entails important 

responsibilities. 

Resolution 60/251 provided that: "members elected to the Council shall uphold the highest 

standards in the promotion and protection of human rights". The UNGA resolution also ask 

States seeking membership of the Council to formulate concrete, credible and measurable 

pledges to promote and protect human rights at the national and international levels. In this 

regard, the European Union encourages all States to consider the Suggested Elements for 

Voluntary Pledges and Commitments by Candidates for Election to the Human Rights 

Council, prepared by the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights. 

Mr President, 

All States should contribute to the implementation the Human Rights Council mandate as 

agreed upon by the General Assembly in 2006. The Members of the Council however, have 

a particular responsibility to victims of human rights violations and human rights defenders. 

They should lead by example in working to ensure the full implementation of the Council's 

responsibilities. One of these responsibilities relates to the promotion of co-operation on 



human rights issues. Under the period covered in the report, the Council has continued to 

serve as a forum for dialogue on a wide range of thematic human rights issues and specific 

human rights situations. 

The Council has contributed to the further development and understanding of international 

norms and standards in the field of human rights. The Council continued to work to improve 

its record as regards its mandate to mainstream human rights into the overall UN system. 

In this regard, the EU welcomes the holding of panel discussions including representatives 

from different strands in the UN system, such as the discussion on the protection of 

journalists in armed conflict, maternal mortality and morbidity or the recent stand alone 

dialogue on the human rights situation in Somalia. 

The special session on a human rights approach to support the recovery process in Haiti is 

also a good practice as regards human rights mainstreaming. Furthermore, the Council has 

a key responsibility to uphold the principle of universality of human rights. In this context, 

and recalling various discussions within the Council, the EU wishes to reiterate that cultural 

values and traditions may never be invoked to undermine that very principle, nor the 

debate revolving around religion can, under no circumstance, undermine existing 

international human rights law. The Council is also mandated to monitor the implementation 

of international human rights law and standards. Only through objective monitoring and 

reporting the Council can identify the needs of victims and possible areas for capacity 

building and technical assistance to States. 

The European Union shares the view that the special procedures play an irreplaceable role if 

the Council is to monitor and address worrisome human rights events. It is crucial that 

mandate holders are able to independently assess and draw the Council's attention to 

human rights issues and situations. The ability of mandate holders to undertake country 

visits and establish direct contact with the relevant governmental structures as well as other 

national and regional stakeholders is of crucial importance. All Member States of the EU 

have extended and honoured standing invitations to the special procedures and the EU calls 

upon all UN members to do likewise. The EU, once again, wishes to underline the tireless 

efforts of the Office of the High Commissioner in providing - inter alia - support to Special 

Procedures. In this respect, the EU wishes to reiterate its firm support to the independence 

of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights and of her Office The European Union 

welcomes the fact that during the reporting period under consideration, several special 

procedure mandates were prolonged and new ones were created. The EU welcomes the 

establishment of new special rapporteur mandate on freedoms of peaceful assembly and of 

association, in this way enhancing the Council's attention in the area which was not 

specifically covered by the system of special procedures.. The establishment of a credible, 



independent mechanism focusing on discrimination against women in law and in practice is 

also a noteworthy achievement of the Council. During the period covered by the report, the 

Council extended the mandates on the situation of human rights in the Democratic People's 

Republic of Korea, on the situation of human rights in Burma/Myanmar and on the situation 

of human rights in Cambodia. The Council also renewed the mandates of the Independent 

Expert on the situation of human rights in the Sudan, of the Independent Expert on the 

situation of human rights in Somalia and of the Independent Expert on the human rights 

situation in Haiti. The universal periodic review complements the special procedures and 

other human rights tools and mechanisms to monitor and address human rights situations. 

We welcome the consideration of 48 States during the period under consideration. 

The European Union regrets that some States have failed to address all recommendations 

put forward, or have given replies that are not in line with the principles of objectivity and 

non-politicisation on which this process is based. The EU encourages all States to fully 

cooperate with all relevant stakeholders in preparation for the UPR process and in the 

implementation of recommendations resulting from their reviews, by promoting 

consultations with national parliaments, national human rights institutions, and civil society 

representatives. The EU highly values the role of civil society organizations and national 

human rights institutions for their important contribution to the work of the Council. We 

hope that their cooperation with the Council will continue and develop further Mr President, 

The Human Rights Council has the responsibility to address situations of violations of human 

rights, including gross and systematic violations, which require urgent action from the 

international community. 

The credibility of the Council itself depends to the large extent on whether it is able to 

respond to such situations in a timely and adequate manner The European Union regrets 

that during the period under consideration, the Council remained silent on many human 

rights situations, while choosing to focus on others. The mandate of the Council is not to 

protect governments from scrutiny, but individuals from human rights violations. We believe 

that the Council should further improve its ability to tackle urgent situations of gross human 

rights violations. This is one of the key issues to tackle in the 2011 review process of the 

Human Rights Council, to which I want to dedicate some concluding remarks. The 2011 

review process provides for a unique opportunity to make a first and thorough assessment 

of the Council's ability to systematically implement all aspects of its mandate. Based on this 

assessment, UN member states should decide on concrete measures to improve the 

Council's work and functioning that will make it more effectiveness and credibility. One 

aspect that should be addressed is the Council's ability to promote international human 

rights law, its development and its implementation. The European Union is of the view that 



the Council has deficiencies in systematically upholding and ensuring the implementation of 

existing international norms and standards. All member and observer States must uphold 

the universality, indivisibility, interrelatedness and interdependence of all human rights. 

The Council's ability to monitor and address urgent and chronic human rights issues and 

situations wherever they occur, is another aspect of the Council's mandate that should be 

improved as a result of the 2011 review process. This is essential to prevent new or further 

escalation of human rights violations. The EU would like to see the Human Rights Council 

play a more active role as an early warning and preventive mechanism. The modalities for 

interaction and dialogue, including on reports following country visits by special procedures 

and the High Commissioner, should be improved. Overall, the credibility and the 

effectiveness of the Council in this domain depend on the timely and objective information 

the Council has at hand. It is important to strengthen the possibility to consider and 

integrate expert input in the work of the Council. As a minimum, the Council should 

preserve the integrity of the mechanisms it has at its disposal to acquire objective 

information. As the UPR process will move into its 2nd cycle, the focus should shift to the 

implementation and follow-up of the recommendations. A mere repetition of the first cycle 

would not be enough to make the process into a credible mechanism of the Council. 

The discussions during the 2011 review process should build on best practices and address 

the challenges at hand. This includes, inter alia, strengthening the role of expert input in the 

process, ensuring more attention for the adoption of the UPR reports and, ensuring more 

clarity on the State's position on the recommendation put forward and/or the state of their 

implementation. The Complaints Procedure is a unique victim's orientated mechanism of the 

Council. Its universal character makes it indispensable within the international human rights 

machinery. It complements existing mechanisms in the Treaty Bodies system or at the 

regional level. Given the very poor results obtained so far, the Complaints Procedure should 

be considerably strengthened as a result of the 2011 review process. 

Finally, a key issue to be addressed during the review process concerns the relation 

between the General Assembly and the Human Rights Council. We need to tackle a number 

of urgent issues. The very fact that the President of the Human Rights Council sent an 

addendum to the regular report for the GA consideration, highlights that the reporting cycle 

has to be improved. The budgetary implications of action taken by the Council also deserves 

the attention of the General Assembly. 

Mr President, 



Last week, our colleagues in Geneva attended the first session of the Open Ended 

Intergovernmental Working group on the review of the Council. The EU is actively 

committed in this process and remains ready to engage with all States and stakeholders in a 

constructive dialogue. The EU welcomes the extension of the mandate of the two co-

facilitators by the PGA and looks forward to discussions in New York which will have to be 

conducted in coordination and coherence with the process in Geneva. As stated in the Joint 

Understanding the review process in New York should be finalised only after the review 

process in Geneva is concluded. The EU shares the view that the two processes should 

ultimately converge at the level of the UN General Assembly. 

Thank you, Mr President. 

* Croatia and the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia continue to be part of the 

Stabilisation and Association Process. + Iceland continues to be a member of the EFTA and 

of the European Economic Area 


