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Mr .  Cha i rman ,

I  have the honour  to  speak on behar f  o f  the European union.

The Acceding Countr ies Bulgaria and Romania, the Candidate Country former
Yugoslav Republ ic of Macedonia*, the countr ies of the stabi l isat ion and
Associat ion Process and potential  candidates Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina,
Montenegro, Serbia, and the EFTA country Liechtenstein, member of the Eu-ropean
Economic Area, as wel l  as Ukraine and Moldova al ign themselves with this
decla rat ion.

x The former Yugoslav Republ ic of Macedonia continues to be part of
the Stabi l isat ion and Associat ion process.

Mr.  Chai rman,

The draft  resolut ion before us is presented by the Islamic Republ ic of Iran. The
European Union notes with interest the fact that this draft  resolut ion was tabled
after Canada, together with a large number of co-sponsors, had concluded that
the continuing serious violat ions of human r ights and fundamental freedoms in the
Islamic Republ ic of Iran would again need to be addressed by the General
Assembly.

The European Union strongly bel ieves that the international community cannot
remain si lent in si tuat ions where human r ights violat ions are continuous, grave
and widespread, and the countr ies in question do not demonstrate any wi l l ingness
to address the si tuat ions or to engage in meaningful dialogue. Country resol j t ions
are necessary in such cases to alert  the international community to adress the
situat ion. However, country resolut ions also contr ibute to the efforts to enhance
the promotion of human r ights in the countr ies concerned. Over the years, the EU
has had construct ive consultat ions with a number of concerned countr ies. The
negotiat ion processes have offered a platform for a genuine dialogue on human
rights concerns and measures to address them. Very often, these processes have
led to concerete steps to improve the si tuat ion of human r ights.

Mr.  Chai rman,

The two draft  resolut ions, one on the si tuat ion of human r ights in the Islamic
Republ ic of Iran, and the other on the si tuat ion of indigenous peoples and
immigrants in Canada, lend themselves to interest ing comparisons. The f i rst
bui lds on previous resolut ions adopted by the General Assembly and the
Commission on Human Rights. The text welcomes the posit ive steps that the
Islamic Republ ic of Iran has taken in the recent past towards meeting i ts human
rights obl igat ions. Regrettably, i t  is also necessary for the draft  resolui ion to draw
attent ion to the persistence of grave and systematic human r ights violat ions such
as the use of  tor ture and crue l ,  inhuman or  degrading t reatment  or  punishment
inc lud ing publ ic  execut ions and the issu ing of  sententes of  s ton ing;  as wel l  as

I



J
discrimination against women and ethnic and rel igious minori t ies - discrimination
that has at t imes appeared in the form of violent crackdowns. Al l  of these
violat ions are wel l  documented.

The text of the draft  resolut ion on the si tuat ion of indigenous peoples and
immigrants in Canada is of a dif ferent nature. Even the most iursory review of the
sources used reveals the select ive and misleading nature of the quotat ions. What
the reading of these sources does aff i rm, however, is Canada's extensive dialogue
with a great variety of human r ights mechanisms as wel l  as the impressive
commitment to take into account and implement the recommendations received
from them. The dispari ty between the two texts - and their authors - is glar ing.

Mr.  Chai rman,

The European Union urges al l  Member States to consider the text put forward by
the Is lamic Republ ic  o f  I ran on the s i tuat ion of  ind igenous peoples and immigrants
in Canada on i ts own merits and treat i t  accordingly. The European Union wi l l  vote
against this text.

Thank you,  Mr .  Chai rman.
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