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EU Explonotion of vote

Mr.  Choirmon,

I  hove ihe honor to speok on behol f  of  ihe Europeon Union to exploin our
posi t ion on the drof t  resolut ion contoined in documeni 1.65/Rev. l ,
entit led "Globol efforts for the totol eliminotion of rqcism, rociol
discriminotion, xenophobio ond reloted intoleronce ond the
comprehensive implementotion of ond follow uo to the Durbon
Declorotion ond Progromme of Action". The condidote countries
crootio* ond The Former Yugoslov Republic of Mqcedonio*, the
Countries of the Stobil izotion ond Associotion Process ond Potentiol
condidotes Albonio,  Bosnio ond Hezegovino ond Montenegro,  os wel l
os the Republic of Moldovo ond Georgio, olign themselves with ihis
declorotion.l

The Europeon Union wishes to reiterote its full commitment ond highest
priority ottoched, to the fight ogoinst rocism, rociol discriminotion,
xenophobio ond reloted intoleronce, to which we ottoch ihe highest
priority. we were omong those who octively porticipoted in the
deliberotions of the World Conference ogoinst Rocism held in Durbon in
20ol ond ogreed on its f inol document, os o globol ogendo to eliminote
rociol discriminqiion oll over the world. Since then, the Europeon Union
ond its Member stotes hove focused their efforts on the full
implementot ion of  the Durbon Declorot ion ond Progromme of Act ion.

In this connection, the EU wos pleosed to support, of ihe lost session of
this Generol Assembly, the convening in 200? of q Review conference
on the implementotion of the DDPA within the fromework of the GA. As
we onnounced then, toking into occount the negotiotion process, our
understonding wos thqt the review would be conducted of o high-level
meeting in the fromework of the GA, thot it would focus on the
implementot ion of  the Durbon outcome document,  wi thout reopening
ony port thereof, ond thot its preporotion by ihe Humon Rights council
would noi entoil the creoiion of new mechonisms. ln our firm belief thot
the mojor volue odded of ihe DDPA is its universolity, the EU hos



repeotedly reoffirmed thot the respective follow-up must be done in o
fromework thot preserves the brood consensus ochieved of Durbon qnd

includes oll regions of the world.

Mr.  Choirmon.

For ihese reosons, it wos deeply disoppointing to us thot lost yeor, even
before our compromise of the'Third Committee wos confirmed by the
GA Plenory, two droft resolutions were presented of the Humon Rights
Council thot controdicted the letter ond ihe soirit of the New York
decision. We were forced to vote ogoinst both these droft resoluiions
ond thus the consensus ochieved of  the GA wos broken.

Sii l l , the EU hos poriicipoted octively ond constructively ot the
orgonizotionol session of the Review Conference's Preporotory
Committee held lost August. After long ond prolonged discussions, we
were pleosed to see thot the openness, hord work ond strong wil l of oll
delegot ions enobled the PrepCom to odopt l5 decis ions wi thout o vote,
including on the objectives of the Review Conference.

And yet, lost September, less thon one month ofter the PrepCom hos
deliberoied, three drofts were submitted to the Humon Rights Council ot
its sixth session thot were not in l ine with the compromises reoched of the
PrepCom. The EU wos once ogoin forced to vote ogoinst  such proposols.
We remoin fully committed to the implementotion of the PrepCom
decisions ond, lost week only, hove supported the endorsement of such
decisions by this Third Commiitee.

Mr.  Choirmon,

It is surprising ond disconcerting to us thot this body, which hos just

endorsed these decisions, is now to toke oction on o droft resolution
which, in some instonces, direcily controdicis them.

We recognize on effort on the port of the sponsors of this init iotive to
occommodote severol of the EU proposols. Sti l l , droft resolution 1.65
chonges the PrepCom's ogreement os i t  concerns the holding of
internotionol, regionol ond notionol meeiings or other init ioiives in
prepoiotion for the Durbon Review Conference. lt furthermore contoins
longuoge which con be construed os prejudging the speciol procedures
review process currently underwoy of the Humon Rights Council.



Finol ly,  Mr.  Choirmon, ond omong other ospects,  porogrophs deol ing
wiih budgetory orrongements for the Wodd Conference ond its
preporotory process olso controdict PrepCom decision 1/12. The
ogreement reqched in August concerning the f inoncing of  the
preporotory process to the Durbon Review Conference hos been re-
opened ond new longuoge wos included for ql locot ion of  odequote
funding from the UN regulor budget to the Review Conference itself,
before o decision is token in respeci of its formot, venue ond duroiion.
These ore essentiol ospects thot must be determined before provisions
reloting to the funding of the Conference qre odopted. The EU would
hove wished thot these decisions hod olreody been token, ond
presented proposols to this effect of the losi PrepCom os well os, os i i
concerns the formot of the Review Conference, within the negotiotions
of droft resolution 1.65. On boih occosions, there wos no ogreement to
incorporote our proposols. As the Secretoriot hos noted in its stotement
concerning the PBI of  drof t  resolut ion 1.65, the fu l l  budget impl icot ions of
this resolution - provisionolly. estimoted of opproximotely gZ.2 mill ion -

would be oddressed oi the oppropriote time when consultotions ore
completed concerning o number of  orgonizqi ionol  orrongemenis for  the
Review Conference, including on its dote ond durotion.

The EU furthermore regrets thot the negotiotions on ihe droft text were
init ioted oi o very lote stoge, only obout o week ogo, ond thot thereby
litt le i ime hos been devoted to consultotions. This wos not odequote
considering the complexity of the text ond the extensive process i i deols
with.  We hove presented o number of  proposols oimed of  br inging the
text in l ine with previous ogreements bui, unfortunotely, the moin
sponsors of droft resolution 1.65 foiled to ochieve this objective.

At this point, we osk ourselves whether it is worth for oll delegoiions to
moke oll such efforts to reoch compromises if ihey con be so eosily
broken. We olso reiterote our doubts obout whether some of the moin
ployers in this process ore genuinely interested in keeping the Durbon
follow-up process on o consensus bosis which includes oll regions of the
world.

For oll these reosons, the EU will vote ogoinst droft resoluiion contoined in
document 1.65.

Thonk you, Mr.  Choirmon.


