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GENERAL ASSEMBLY ADOPTS 46 THIRD COMMITTEE TEXTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES,

REFUGEES, SELF-DETERMINATION, RACISM, SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT

 

Resolutions, Decisions Also Adopted on Women’s Advancement, Child Rights
The General Assembly today adopted 41 resolutions and 5 decisions recommended by its Third Committee (Social, Humanitarian and Cultural), including texts expressing concern over the human rights situation in three Member States, addressing the human rights consequences of Israeli military operations in Lebanon and condemning the use of the media to incite violence against racial, religious and other groups.

The Assembly adopted country-specific human rights resolutions on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Iran and Belarus, the latter two following the rejection of motions for no action.  Such resolutions had again been the subject of heated debate this year.  In the Committee, for example, two country-specific human rights resolutions –- on the United States and Canada –- were rejected by wide margins and another on Uzbekistan was removed from consideration following a narrowly decided vote on a no action motion.

In a repeat of similar debates in the past, several delegations criticized such resolutions as selective and politically motivated, while other representatives argued that any human rights issue should be considered by the Assembly on its merits.  Another point raised was whether the newly established Human Rights Council, which had been developing a universal periodic review mechanism that would hold all States to the same consistent human rights standard, was the more appropriate venue to address such issues.

The country-specific texts were all adopted by recorded votes: on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (99 in favour to 21 against, with 56 abstentions, annex XIX); on Belarus (72 in favour to 32 against, with 69 abstentions, annex XXI); and on Iran (72 in favour to 50 against, with 55 abstentions, annex XXIII).

The representative of Belarus insisted that the United Nations should not be used as a platform to put political pressure on sovereign States under the pretext of human rights violations, but unfortunately, that was exactly what was happening.  There were no such reasons to initiate such a text on the situation in Belarus, which was a party to all universal human rights instruments and actively participated in international cooperation on the protection and promotion of human rights.  Belarus would consider votes cast in favour of the text as “unfriendly acts of gross and illegitimate interference into [its] internal affairs”.  

Iran’s representative said that he wished to call for no action on the draft concerning his country.  The resolution on “promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights”, just adopted by the Assembly, had stressed the need to avoid politically motivated and biased resolutions on human rights.  Last September in Havana, the Non-Aligned Movement’s Heads of State and Government had agreed that exploitation of human rights for political purposes, including selective targeting of individual countries for extraneous considerations, should be prohibited.

Speaking in explanation of vote on the text on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, the representative of Japan strongly urged that country to take the resolution’s adoption seriously and fully cooperate with the United Nations system and with the Special Rapporteur, and respond to enquiries into the abductions matter, admit that its actions violated human rights and allow those abducted to return to Japan without delay, conduct a thorough investigation and surrender the perpetrators responsible for the abductions.

The representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea said the Japanese statements were marked by a “lack of real facts”.  The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea held a deep-seated grudge against Japan based, among other things, on grave human rights violations committed by Japan against Koreans during World War II, for which it had neither apologized nor offered compensation.  The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea kept a close eye on the machinations of Japan and its ally the United States, he said, adding that his country was moving towards “full preparedness” to counter any threats coming from Japan. 

In other business, the Assembly addressed the appearance in European publications of cartoons deemed offensive by many Muslims in two texts on the elimination of racism and racial intolerance.  By the terms of a draft on combating defamation of religions, the Assembly deplored the use of the print, audio-visual and electronic media to incite acts of violence, xenophobia or related intolerance and discrimination against Islam or any other religion while urging States to take resolute action to prohibit the dissemination of such ideas and materials.  The resolution was adopted by a vote of 111 in favour to 54 against, with 18 abstentions (see annex XII).

The Assembly also condemned the misuse of the media to incite violence motivated by racial hatred in a separate text, by which it further decided to convene a Durban Review Conference in 2009 on the implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.  That draft was adopted by a recorded vote of 179 in favour to 2 against ( Israel, United States), with 4 abstentions ( Australia, Canada, Marshall Islands, Palau) (see annex III).

The Assembly also today adopted a resolution on the human rights consequences of Israeli military operations in Lebanon, by which it deplored the death of more than 1,100 civilians as a result of the recent Israeli military operations there, strongly condemned the deliberate use by Israel of cluster munitions and deplored the environmental degradation caused by Israeli air strikes against power plants.  That text was adopted by a recorded vote of 112 in favour to 7 against ( Australia, Canada, Israel, Marshall Islands, Micronesia, Palau, United States), with 64 abstentions (see annex VI).

The Assembly also adopted a resolution on extrajudicial, summary orarbitrary executions, by which it strongly condemned once again all such executions and demanded that all States ensure that they were brought to an end.  

It called upon all States, in which the death penalty had not been abolished, to comply with their obligations under relevant provisions of international human rights instruments.

The draft resolution was adopted, as amended, by a recorded vote of 137 in favour to none against, with 43 abstentions (see annex XVIII), after separate votes on two operative paragraphs relating to the human rights obligations of States continuing to use the death penalty and protection of the right to life.

In addition, the Assembly adopted texts on the advancement of women, the protection of the rights of children, social development, globalization, the right to self-determination, the right to development and the right to food.

The representatives of Venezuela, Uruguay, Syria, Finland (on behalf of the European Union), Finland (on behalf of nearly 100 countries), Azerbaijan, United States, El Salvador, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Jamaica, Grenada, Niger, Brunei, Russian Federation, China, Cuba, Iran, Pakistan, Zimbabwe, Canada, Singapore, Colombia, Ukraine, Botswana and Uganda also made statements today.

The Assembly will meet again at 10 a.m. on Wednesday, 20 December, to conclude action on all Third Committee texts.

Background
The General Assembly met this afternoon to take action on the reports of the Third Committee (Social, Humanitarian and Cultural).

Refugees
The Committee’s report of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, questions relating to refugees, returnees and displaced persons and humanitarian questions (document A/61/436) contains four draft resolutions.

Draft resolution I on enlargement of the Executive Committee of the Programme of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees would have the Assembly decide to increase the number of members of the Executive Committee from 70 to 72 States and request the Economic and Social Council to elect the additional members at its resumed organizational session for 2007.

Draft resolution II on the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) would have the Assembly strongly condemn attacks on refugees, asylum-seekers and internally displaced persons and call upon all concerned States and parties involved in an armed conflict to ensure respect for human rights and international humanitarian law.  The Assembly would also deplore the refoulement and unlawful expulsion of refugees and asylum-seekers and call upon all concerned States to ensure respect for the principles of refugee protection and human rights.

In addition, the Assembly would strongly reaffirm the fundamental importance and the purely humanitarian and non-political character of the High Commissioner, as well as emphasize the need to redouble international efforts to resolve the plight of millions of refugees in protracted situations.  It would also emphasize the obligation of all States to accept and facilitate the return of their nationals and call upon States to facilitate the return of their nationals who had been determined not to be in need of international protection.  It would further encourage the office of the High Commissioner to continue to improve its management systems and ensure effective and transparent use of its resources, and urge Governments and others to respond promptly to the High Commissioner’s appeals for requirements under its programmes.

Draft resolution III on the new international humanitarian order would have the Assembly recognize the need to further strengthen national, regional and international efforts to address humanitarian emergencies and invite Member States, the Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs of the Secretariat, relevant entities of the United Nations system, and intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations, including the Independent Bureau for Humanitarian Issues, to reinforce activities and cooperation so as to continue to develop an agenda for humanitarian action.

Draft resolution IV on assistance to refugees, returnees and displaced persons in Africa would have the Assembly note with great concern that, despite all of the efforts made so far by the United Nations, the African Union and others, the situation of refuges and displaced persons in Africa remained precarious.  It would call upon States and other parties to armed conflict to observe scrupulously the letter and spirit of international humanitarian law.

It would reaffirm that host States had primary responsibility to ensure the civilian and humanitarian character of asylum and condemn all acts that posed a threat to the personal security and well-being of refugees and asylum-seekers, such as refoulement, unlawful expulsion and physical attacks.  It would deplore violence and insecurity that threatened the safety of staff members of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees and urge States, parties to conflict and others to take all necessary measures to protect humanitarian assistance activities.

The Assembly would further call upon the High Commissioner and others to intensify their support to African Governments through capacity-building activities.  It would also reaffirm the right of return and the principle of voluntary repatriation, as well as the fact that that voluntary repatriation should not necessarily be conditioned on accomplishing political solutions in the country of origin.  It would express grave concern at the increasing number of internally displaced persons in Africa and call upon States to take concrete action to pre-empt internal displacement and meet the protection and assistance needs of internally displaced persons.

Social Development
The Committee’s report on social development (document A/61/437) contains three draft resolutions.

Draft resolution I on the United Nations Literacy Decade:  education for all would have the Assembly appeal to all Governments to develop reliable literacy data, strengthen political will and mobilize adequate national resources to achieve the goals of the Literacy Decade.  It would further urge all Governments to take the lead in coordinating the activities of the Decade at the national level and appeal to all Governments and professional organizations to strengthen national and professional educational institutions in their countries.  It would also appeal to all Governments and to economic and financial organizations and institutions to lend greater financial and material support to the efforts to increase literacy and achieve the goals of education for all and those of the Decade.  In addition, it would request all relevant entities of the United Nations system, particularly the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), to work with national Governments and take immediate, concrete steps to address the needs of countries with high illiteracy rates, particularly those with a large proportion of illiterate women.

Draft resolution II on implementation of the outcome of the World Summit for Social Development and of the twenty-fourth special session of the General Assembly would have the Assembly call upon Member States, the relevant specialized agencies, funds and programmes of the United Nations system and civil society to enhance their support for the work of the Commission for Social Development, which had the primary responsibility for follow-up to the Summit and the twenty-fourth special session.  The Assembly would further emphasize that poverty eradication policies should attack poverty by addressing its root and structural causes and manifestations, and that equity and the reduction of inequalities needed to be incorporated in those policies.  By the draft, the Assembly would underline the responsibility of the private sector for the economic, financial, developmental, social, gender and environmental implications of its activities, and emphasize the need to take concrete actions on corporate responsibility and accountability, including for the prevention and prosecution of corruption.

Draft resolution III on follow-up to the Second World Assembly on Ageing would have the Assembly encourage Governments to mainstream ageing issues into poverty eradication strategies and national development plans while calling upon them to promote a bottom-up participatory approach to implementation and encouraging the international community to help fund research and data collection on ageing.  The Assembly would also stress the need for additional capacity-building at the national level to promote implementation of the Madrid International Plan of Action on Ageing and encourage Governments to support the United Nations Trust Fund for Ageing.

Advancement of Women 
The Committee’s report on advancement of women (document A/61/438) contains three draft resolutions and one draft decision.

Draft resolution I on the intensification of efforts to eliminate all forms of violence against women would have the Assembly strongly condemn all acts of violence against women and girls, whether those acts were perpetrated by the State, by private persons or by non-State actors.  It would further call for the elimination of all forms of gender-based violence in the family, within the general community and where perpetrated or condoned by the State while stressing the need to treat all forms of violence against women and girls as a criminal offence.

The Assembly would also urge States to eliminate all forms of violence against women by means of a more systematic and sustained approach, including by ratifying all human rights treaties and removing all laws that discriminated against women.  It would further call upon the international community to support national efforts to promote the empowerment of women, gender equality and the elimination of violence against women and girls.  To that end, it would strongly encourage States to increase significantly their voluntary financial support for activities related to such goals, as carried out by the United Nations specialized agencies, funds and programmes.

Draft resolution II on trafficking in women and girls would have the Assembly call upon Governments to eliminate the demand for trafficked women and girls for all forms of exploitation and to take appropriate measures to address the factors that increased vulnerability to being trafficked, including poverty and gender inequality.  It would further call upon all Governments to criminalize all forms of trafficking in persons and to condemn and penalize all those offenders involved, including intermediaries, whether local or foreign, through the competent national authorities, either in the country of origin of the offender or in the country in which the abuse occurred, as well as to penalize persons in authority found guilty of sexually assaulting victims of trafficking in their custody.  

By the draft, the Assembly would further urge Governments to take all appropriate measures to ensure that victims of trafficking were not penalized for being trafficked and that they did not suffer from revictimization as a result of actions taken by Government authorities.  It would call upon concerned Governments to ensure that the treatment of victims of trafficking, as well as all measures taken against trafficking in persons, paid particular attention to the needs of women and girls, were applied with full respect for the human rights of those victims and were consistent with internationally recognized principles of non-discrimination, including the prohibition of racial discrimination and the availability of appropriate legal redress.

Draft resolution III on follow-up to the Fourth World Conference on Women and full implementation of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action and the outcome of the twenty-third special session of the General Assembly would have the Assembly express serious concern that the urgent goal of 50/50 gender balance in the United Nations system, especially at senior and policymaking levels, remained unmet.  It would call upon Governments, the United Nations system and other international and regional organizations and all sectors of civil society to fully commit themselves and to intensify their implementation of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action and the outcome of the twenty-third special session.  

Further to the draft, the Assembly would call upon States parties to comply fully with their obligations under the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women and the Optional Protocol thereto while urging States parties to consider limiting the extent of any reservations that they had lodged to the Convention.  It would urge all Member States that had not yet ratified or acceded to the Convention to consider doing so and call upon those Member States that had not yet signed, ratified or acceded to the Optional Protocol to do so.

The draft decision on the Report of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (document A/61/38), the Report of the Secretary-General on the improvement of the status of women in the United Nations system (A/61/318) and the note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report on the activities of the United Nations Development Fund for Women (document A/61/292) would have the Assembly take note of those documents.

Promotion, Protection of Children’s Rights
The Committee’s report on promotion and protection of the rights of children (document A/61/439) contains one draft resolution and one draft decision.

The draft resolution on the rights of the child would have the Assembly express profound concern that the situation of children in many parts of the world remained critical as a result of such factors as poverty, pandemics, natural disasters, armed conflict, trafficking, child prostitution, child sex tourism, racism, xenophobia and gender inequality.  It would urge States that had not yet done so to become parties to the Convention on the Rights of the Child and call upon those that had to fully implement its provisions.  It would further call upon all States to abolish the death penalty and life imprisonment for under-18 offenders and to ensure that no child in detention was sentenced to forced labour.

Under the draft’s terms, States would also be expected to criminalize all forms of sexual exploitation of children and to ensure the demobilization and rehabilitation of child soldiers.  To eradicate poverty, Governments would be called upon to take an integrated and multifaceted approach based on the rights and well-being of children.  The Secretary-General would be asked to report on the rights of the child to the sixty-second session of the Assembly, while his Special Representative for children and armed conflict would be asked to continue reporting to the Assembly and to the Human Rights Council.

The draft decision on the report of the Committee on the Rights of the Child would have the Assembly take note of that report (document A/61/41).

Indigenous Issues
The Committee’s report on indigenous issues (document A/61/440) contains one draft decision.

The draft decision on the note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the status of the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populations (document A/61/376) and the note of the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur of the Commission on Human Rights on the situation of human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenous people (document A/61/490) would have the Assembly take note of those documents.

(For information on the draft declaration on indigenous peoples’ rights, see draft resolution II under “Report of Human Rights Council” later in this section.)

Elimination of Racism and Racial Discrimination
The Committee’s report on elimination of racism and racial discrimination (document A/61/441) contains three draft resolutions.

Draft resolution I on the inadmissibility of certain practices that contribute to fuelling contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance would have the Assembly, alarmed at the spread in many parts of the world of various extremist political parties, movements and groups, express deep concern over the glorification of the Nazi movement and former members of the Waffen SS organization and note with concern the rise of skinhead groups and the increase in racist incidents in several countries.  It would stress that those acts did injustice to the memory of the victims of crimes against humanity in the Second World War, poisoned young minds and fuelled contemporary forms of racism.  By the draft, the Assembly would call upon those States that had made reservations to article 4 of the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination to give serious consideration to withdrawing such reservations as a matter of priority.

Draft II on the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination would have the Assembly call upon States parties to fulfil their obligation to submit periodic reports on measures taken to implement the Convention in due time.  It would further express concern that a great number of reports were overdue and encourage those States whose reports were seriously overdue to avail themselves of the help that the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights could provide.  The Assembly would express its profound concern at the fact that a number of States parties to the Convention had still not fulfilled their financial obligations and appeal to all States parties that were in arrears to fulfil those obligations.  It would also urge all States that had not yet become parties to the Convention, to ratify or accede to it, as a matter of urgency, and to limit the extent of any reservation they might lodge.

Draft III on global efforts for the total elimination of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance and the comprehensive implementation of and follow-up to the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action would have the Assembly express its profound concern about and its unequivocal condemnation of all forms of racism and racial discrimination, as well as propaganda activities and organizations that attempted to justify or promote any such form of hatred.  It would further express deep concern at recent attempts to establish hierarchies among emerging and resurgent forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance, and urge States to adopt measures to address those scourges.  It would stress that States and international organizations had a responsibility to ensure that measures taken in the struggle against terrorism did not discriminate in purpose or effect on grounds of race, colour, descent or national or ethnic origin, and urge all States to rescind, or refrain from, all forms of racial profiling.  

In addition, the Assembly would condemn the misuse of print, audio-visual and electronic media and new communication technologies, including the Internet, to incite violence motivated by racial hatred and call upon States to take all necessary measures to combat that form of racism.  The Assembly would decide to convene a Durban Review Conference in 2009 on the implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action, with the Human Rights Council being asked to act as a preparatory committee and to formulate, by 2007, a concrete plan for the review conference. 

Right of People to Self-Determination
The Committee’s report on rights of people to self-determination (document A/61/442) contains three draft resolutions.

Draft resolution I on the universal realization of the right of peoples to self-determination would have the Assembly reaffirm that the right of all peoples, including those under colonial, foreign and alien domination, to self-determination was a fundamental human rights condition; declare firm opposition to acts of foreign military intervention, aggression and occupation; and call on States responsible to cease immediately their military intervention in and occupation of foreign countries and territories.  It would further deplore the plight of millions of refugees and displaced persons who had been uprooted as a result of the aforementioned acts and reaffirm their right to return to their homes voluntarily in safety and honour.  It would request the Human Rights Council to continue to give special attention to the violation of human rights, especially the right to self-determination, resulting from foreign military intervention, aggression or occupation.

Draft resolution II on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to self-determination would have the Assembly express extreme alarm and concern about recent mercenary activities in Africa and the threat they posed to the integrity of the constitutional order of the countries in which they had been operating.  It would urge all States to exercise the utmost vigilance against the menace posed by the activities of mercenaries and to take legislative measures to ensure that their territories and other territories under their control, as well as their nationals, were not used for the recruitment, assembly, financing, training and transit of mercenaries.  It would condemn recent mercenary activities in Africa, as well as any form of impunity granted to perpetrators of mercenary activities or their supporters, and call upon States to investigate the possibility of mercenary involvement whenever and wherever criminal acts of a terrorist nature occurred and to bring to trial those found responsible or consider their extradition.

Draft resolution III on the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination would have the Assembly, expressing the urgent need for the resumption of negotiations within the Middle East peace process and for the speedy achievement of a just, lasting and comprehensive peace settlement between the Palestinian and Israeli sides, reaffirm the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination, including the right to their independent State of Palestine, and urge all States and the specialized agencies and organizations of the United Nations system to continue to support and assist them in the early realization of that right.

Promotion and Protection of Human Rights
The Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443) contains a draft decision, which would have the Assembly take note of the following reports:

Report of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) (document A/61/36).

Under sub-item 67(a):

Report of the Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families at its third and fourth sessions (document A/61/48).

Report of the Secretary-General on the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victims of Torture (document A/61/226);

Report of the Secretary-General on the status of the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (document A/61/279);

Report of the Secretary-General on the status of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the Optional Protocols to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (document A/61/354);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the interim report of the Special Rapporteur of the Commission on Human Rights on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment (A/61/259);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the chairpersons of the human rights treaty bodies on their eighteenth meeting (A/61/385);

Under sub-item 67(b):

Report of the Secretary-General on the right to development (document A/61/211);

Report of the Secretary-General on human rights and unilateral coercive measures (document A/61/287);

Report of the Secretary-General on the question of enforced or involuntary disappearances (document A/61/289);

Report of the Secretary-General on combating defamation of religions (document A/61/325);

Report of the Secretary-General on the establishment of a United Nations Human Rights Training and Documentation Centre for South-West Asia and the Arab region (document A/61/348);

Report of the Secretary-General on missing persons (document A/61/476);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the protection of human rights while countering terrorism (document A/61/267);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Representative of the Secretary-General on human rights defenders (document A/61/312);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the right of everyone to the enjoyment of the highest attainable standard of physical and mental health (document A/61/338);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the interim report of the Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief (document A/61/340);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers (document A/61/384);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the independent expert on the effects of economic reform policies and foreign debt on the full enjoyment of all human rights (document A/61/464);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the independent expert on human rights and extreme poverty (document A/61/465);

Under sub-item 67(c):

Report of the Secretary-General on the situation of human rights in Turkmenistan (document A/61/489);

Report of the Secretary-General on the situation of human rights in Uzbekistan (document A/61/526);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Representative of the Secretary-General on the human rights of internally displaced persons (A/61/276);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the interim report of the independent expert on the situation of human rights in Burundi (document A/61/360);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Myanmar (document A/61/369 and A/61/369/Corr.1);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the human rights situation and the activities of her office, including technical cooperation, in Nepal (document A/61/374);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Sudan (A/61/469);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Palestinian territories occupied since 1967 (documents A/61/470 and A/61/470/Corr.1);

Note by the Secretary-General transmitting the progress report by the independent expert on the situation of human rights in the Democratic Republic of the Congo (document A/61/475);

Implementation of Human Rights Instruments
Addendum I to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.1) contains one draft resolution on implementation of human rights instruments.

The draft on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment would have the Assembly condemn all forms of torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, which could never be justified.  It would call upon all States to implement fully the absolute prohibition of torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.  The Assembly would condemn any action or attempt, by States or public officials, to legalize, authorize or acquiesce in torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment under any circumstances, including on grounds of national security or through judicial decisions.

Under the terms of the draft, the Assembly would also urge States not to expel, return (“refouler”), extradite, or in any other way transfer a person to another State where there were substantial grounds for believing that the person would be in danger of being subjected to torture.  Further, it would call upon all States to take appropriate measures to prohibit the production, trade, export and use of equipment specifically designed to inflict torture or other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment.

Human Rights Questions, Including Alternative Approaches for Improving the Effective Enjoyment of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms
Addendum 2 to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.2) contains 20 draft resolutions on human rights questions, including alternative approaches for improving the effective enjoyment of human rights and fundamental freedoms.

Draft resolution I on the human rights situation arising from the recent Israeli military operations in Lebanon would have the Assembly condemn all acts of violence against civilians, immense destruction of homes, properties, agricultural lands and vital civilian infrastructure, and the displacement of up to one million Lebanese civilians and outflows of refugees fleeing heavy shelling and bombardment directed against the civilian population.  It would express deep concern over the negative consequences of the Israeli military operations for the well-being of Lebanese children and condemn the killing of children, women, the elderly and other civilians in Lebanon, while underlining that there should be no impunity for such acts and calling particularly upon Israel to abide scrupulously by its obligations under human rights law.

The draft would further deplore the death of more than 1,100 civilians as a result of the Israeli military operations in Lebanon, strongly condemn the deliberate use by Israel of cluster munitions in Lebanon and deplore the environmental degradation caused by Israeli air strikes against power plants and their adverse impact on the health and well-being of children and other civilians.  It would call upon the international community to urgently provide the Government of Lebanon with financial assistance in support of the national early recovery, reconstruction and enhancing the national economy.

Draft resolution II on missing persons would have the Assembly call on States that were parties to an armed conflict to take all appropriate measures to prevent persons from going missing, to account for those who were reported missing and, to the greatest possible extent, to provide family members of such persons with all relevant information on their fate.  It would further call upon States to take appropriate steps with regard to the legal situation of the missing persons and that of their family members, in fields such as social welfare, financial matters, family law and property rights.  

Draft resolution III on globalization and its impact on the full enjoyment of all human rights would have the Assembly reaffirm the commitment to create an environment, at both the national and the global levels, that was conducive to development and to the elimination of poverty.  The Assembly would further call upon Member States, relevant agencies of the United Nations system, intergovernmental organizations and civil society to promote equitable and environmentally sustainable economic growth for managing globalization.  It would also underline the urgent need to establish an equitable, transparent and democratic international system to strengthen and broaden the participation of developing countries in international economic decision-making and norm-setting.

Draft resolution IV on human rights and extreme poverty would have the Assembly reaffirm that widespread absolute poverty inhibited the full and effective enjoyment of human rights and rendered democracy and popular participation fragile.  It would also reaffirm the commitments made in the United Nations Millennium Declaration and at the 2005 World Summit, notably the commitments to spare no effort to eradicate poverty, including by halving by 2015 the proportion of the world’s people living on less than one United States dollar a day.  It would further invite the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to continue to give high priority to the relationship between extreme poverty and human rights.

Draft resolution V on the Subregional Centre for Human Rights and Democracy in Central Africa would have the Assembly welcome the Centre’s activities at Yaoundé and note with satisfaction the support being given by its host country.  It would request the Secretary-General and the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to provide the Centre with additional funds and human resources, so that it could respond to growing needs in promoting and protecting human rights and in developing a culture of democracy in the Central African subregion.

Draft resolution VI on the composition of the staff of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights would have the Assembly decide, while considering the report of the Joint Inspection Unit, to allow, in the effort to redress the specific geographic imbalance of the Office, the establishment of a temporary mechanism whereby recruitment of staff in the Office at the P-2 level would not be restricted to successful candidates from the national competitive examination, and to re-evaluate the financing of human rights activities with a view to increasing the support from core resources.  It would further encourage participation from a broader range of Member States in the associate experts programme and urge participants to increase sponsorship of associate experts from developing countries.

Draft resolution VII on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order would have the Assembly call upon all Member States to fulfil their commitment expressed in Durban, South Africa, during the World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance, to maximize the benefits of globalization, through increasing the quality of opportunities for trade, economic growth and sustainable development, global communications through the use of new technologies, and increased intercultural exchange through the preservation and promotion of cultural diversity.

The Assembly would further reaffirm that it was the duty of States, regardless of their political, economic and cultural systems, to promote and protect all human rights and fundamental freedoms, as well as urge all international actors to build an international order based on inclusion, justice, equality and equity, human dignity, mutual understanding and promotion of, and respect for, cultural diversity and universal human rights, and to reject all doctrines of exclusion based on racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance.

Draft resolution VIII on the elimination of all forms of intolerance and of discrimination based on religion or belief would have the Assembly condemn all forms of intolerance and discrimination based on religion or belief and urge States to ensure adequate and effective guarantees of freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief to all.  Further to the draft, the Assembly would recognize, with deep concern, an overall rise in instances of intolerance and violence against members of many religions, including cases motivated by Islamophobia, anti-Semitism and Christianophobia.

By the draft, the Assembly would condemn any advocacy of religious hatred that constituted incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence by any media.  It would invite States and the United Nations system to address the rise of religious extremism, violence and discrimination against women as a result of religion or belief, as well as the use of religion or belief for ends inconsistent with the United Nations Charter.  The Assembly would further emphasize the importance of dialogue among and within religions and that equating any religion with terrorism should be avoided.

Draft resolution IX on respect for the right to universal freedom of travel and the vital importance of family reunification would have the Assembly once again call upon all States to guarantee freedom of travel to all foreign nationals legally residing in their territory and reaffirm that all Governments, in particular those of receiving countries, must recognize the vital importance of family reunification and promote its incorporation into national legislation.  The Assembly would further call upon all States to allow the free flow of financial remittances by foreign nationals residing in their territory to relatives in the country of origin and to refrain from enacting, and to repeal if it already existed, legislation intended as a coercive measure that discriminated against individuals or groups of legal migrants by adversely affecting family reunification and the right to send financial remittances to relatives in the country of origin.

Draft resolution X on the right to food would have the Assembly consider it intolerable that every five seconds, a child under the age of five died from hunger or hunger-related diseases somewhere in the world; that there were about 854 million malnourished people; and that, while the prevalence of hunger had diminished, the absolute number of malnourished people had been increasing in recent years when, according to the Food and Agriculture Organization, the planet could produce enough food to feed 12 billion people -- or twice the world’s present population.

The Assembly would further express its concern that women and girls were disproportionately affected by hunger, food insecurity and poverty, and stress that improving access to productive resources and public investment in rural development was essential for eradicating hunger and poverty, in particular in developing countries.  In addition, it would call upon Member States, the United Nations system and other relevant stakeholders to support national efforts aimed at responding rapidly to the food crises currently occurring across Africa.

Draft resolution XI on combating defamation of religions would have the Assembly express deep concern about the negative stereotyping of religions and manifestations of intolerance and discrimination in matters of religion or belief still in evidence in some regions of the world.  It would strongly deplore physical attacks and assaults on businesses, cultural centres and places of worship, as well as the targeting of religious symbols.  It would note, with deep concern, the intensification of the campaign of defamation of religions and the ethnic and religious profiling of Muslim minorities in the aftermath of the tragic events of 11 September 2001 and express its deep concern that Islam was frequently and wrongly associated with human rights violations and terrorism.

Further to the draft, the Assembly would express its deep concern about programmes and agendas pursued by extremist organizations and groups aimed at the defamation of religions, in particular when supported by Governments.  It would deplore the use of the print, audio-visual and electronic media to incite acts of violence, xenophobia or related intolerance and discrimination against Islam or any other religion and urge States to take resolute action to prohibit the dissemination of racist and xenophobic ideas and material aimed at any religion or its followers that constituted incitement to discrimination, hostility or violence; provide adequate protection against acts of hatred, discrimination, intimidation and coercion; and take all possible measures to promote tolerance and respect for all religions.

Draft resolution XII on the protection of migrants would have the Assembly call upon States that had not done so to consider signing and ratifying or acceding to the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families as a matter of priority.  Further to the draft, the Assembly would express concern about the legislation and measures adopted by some States that restricted the human rights and fundamental freedoms of migrants and reaffirm that when exercising their sovereign right to enact and implement migratory and border security measures, States had the duty to comply with their obligations under international law, including international human rights law.  It would also strongly condemn the manifestations and acts of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance against migrants and the stereotypes often applied to them, while urging States to apply existing laws when such acts occurred.

Draft resolution XIII on the promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights would have the Assembly call upon Member States to base their approaches towards development of international dialogue on human rights on the United Nations Charter, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action and other relevant international human rights instruments, while refraining from approaches that were inconsistent with that international framework.

The Assembly would further stress the need to avoid politically motivated and biased country-specific resolutions on the situation of human rights, confrontational approaches, exploitation of human rights for political purposes, selective targeting of individual countries for extraneous considerations and double standards in the work of the United Nations on human rights issues.  It would also stress the continuing need for unbiased and objective information on the situation of human rights in all countries and the need to present that information in an impartial manner.

Draft resolution XIV on regional arrangements for the promotion and protection of human rights would have the Assembly stress the importance of the programme of technical cooperation in the field of human rights and renew its appeal to all Governments to consider making use of the possibilities offered by the United Nations under that programme of organizing information or training courses at the national level for Government personnel on the application of international human rights standards and the experience of relevant international bodies.  It would further invite States in areas in which regional arrangements in the field of human rights did not yet exist to consider concluding agreements with a view to establishing suitable regional machinery for the promotion and protection of human rights.

Draft resolution XV on the enhancement of international cooperation in the field of human rights would have the Assembly urge all actors on the international scene to build an international order, based on inclusion, justice, equality, human dignity, mutual understanding and promotion of and respect for cultural diversity and universal human rights, and to reject all doctrines of exclusion based on racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance.  Further to the draft, the Assembly would call upon Member States, specialized agencies and intergovernmental organizations to continue to carry out a constructive dialogue for the enhancement of understanding and the promotion and protection of all human rights and fundamental freedoms, and encourage non-governmental organizations to contribute actively to that endeavour.

Draft XVI on the right to development would have the Assembly call upon the Human Rights Council to promote and advance sustainable development and the achievement of the Millennium Development Goals and to agree on a programme that would lead to the elevation of the right to development to the same level as all other human rights and fundamental freedoms elaborated in the human rights instruments.  It would also stress that the primary responsibility for the promotion and protection of all human rights lay with the State and reaffirm that States had the primary responsibility for their own economic and social development.

Further to the draft, the Assembly would urge developed countries that had not yet done so to meet the targets of 0.7 per cent of their gross national product for official development assistance to developing countries and 0.15 to 0.2 per cent of their gross national product to least developed countries, while encouraging developing countries to ensure that such assistance was used effectively to help to meet development goals and targets.  The Assembly would also call for the implementation of a desirable pace of meaningful trade liberalization, a review of special and differential treatment provisions, avoidance of new forms of protectionism, and capacity-building and technical assistance for developing countries.

Draft resolution XVII on human rights and unilateral coercive measures would have the Assembly reject unilateral coercive measures with all their extraterritorial effects as tools for political or economic pressure against any country, in particular against developing countries, because of their negative effects on the realization of all the human rights of vast sectors of their populations, in particular children, women and the elderly.  It would further call upon Member States that had initiated such measures to revoke such measures at the earliest possible time.

Draft resolution XVIII on protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms while countering terrorism would have the Assembly, deeply deploring the occurrence of violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms in the context of the fight against terrorism, as well as violations of international refugee law and international humanitarian law, deplore the suffering caused by terrorism to victims and their families.  It would call upon States to raise awareness about the importance of obligations among national authorities involved in combating terrorism to respect certain rights as non-derogable in any circumstances, in accordance with article 4 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.

It would further urge States to fully respect non-refoulement obligations under international refugee and human rights law and to review the validity of a refugee status decision in an individual case if credible and relevant evidence came to light indicating that the person in question had committed any criminal acts, including terrorist acts, falling under the exclusion clauses under international refugee law.  It would also urge States to ensure due process guarantees while countering terrorism.  It would further oppose any form of deprivation of liberty that amounted to placing a detained person outside the protection of the law and urge States to respect the safeguards concerning the liberty, security and dignity of the person and to treat all prisoners in all places of detention in accordance with international law.

Draft resolution XIX on hostage-taking would have the Assembly condemn all acts of hostage-taking, anywhere in the world, and demand that all hostages be released immediately and without any preconditions.  It would further call upon States to take all necessary measures, in accordance with international humanitarian law and human rights standards, to prevent, combat and punish acts of hostage-taking, including by strengthening international cooperation. 

Draft resolution XX on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions would have the Assembly strongly condemn once again all extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions and demand that all States ensure that such executions were brought to an end.  The Assembly would further call upon all States, in which the death penalty had not been abolished, to comply with their obligations under relevant provisions of international human rights instruments.

Further to the draft, the Assembly would urge all States to prevent loss of life during public demonstrations, internal and communal violence, civil unrest, public emergencies or armed conflicts, and to ensure the protection of the right to life of all persons under their jurisdictions.  It would also urge all States to investigate, promptly and thoroughly, all killings committed for any discriminatory reason, including sexual orientation, and to bring those responsible to justice before a competent, independent and impartial judiciary and ensure that such killings were neither condoned nor sanctioned by State officials or personnel. 

Human Rights Situations and Reports of Special Rapporteurs and Representatives
Addendum 3 to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.3) contains four draft resolutions on human rights situations and reports of special rapporteurs and representatives.

Draft resolution I on the situation of human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea would have the Assembly express its very serious concern at continuing reports of systemic, widespread and grave violations of human rights in that country, including torture; the situation of refugees expelled or returned and sanctions imposed on citizens repatriated from abroad; severe restrictions on the freedoms of thought, conscience, religion, opinion and expression, peaceful assembly and association; and limitations on travel abroad.

The Assembly would also express very serious concern about ongoing violations of the human rights and fundamental freedoms of women; unresolved questions relating to the abduction of foreigners in the form of enforced disappearances; violations of economic, social and cultural rights leading to severe malnutrition and hardship for the population; and continuing reports of violations of the human rights and fundamental freedoms of those with disabilities, especially regarding the use of collective camps and collective measures that targeted disabled persons.

By the draft, the Assembly would express its very deep concern at the precarious humanitarian situation in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, compounded by mismanagement on the part of the authorities, in particular the prevalence of infant malnutrition.  It would strongly urge the Government to respect fully all human rights and fundamental freedoms and to grant full, free and unimpeded access to the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the country and to other United Nations human rights mechanisms.

Draft resolution II on the situation of human rights in Myanmar would have the Assembly express grave concern at ongoing systematic violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms of the people of Myanmar, including discrimination and violations suffered by persons belonging to ethnic nationalities, the continuing use of torture, deaths in custody, political arrests, continuing imprisonment and other detentions, as well as the continuing recruitment and use of child soldiers, the use of landmines, forced labour, and denial of freedom of assembly, association, expression and movement.

It would also express grave concern at attacks by military forces on villages in Karen state and other ethnic states; continued severe restrictions on the National League for Democracy and other political parties, including the extension of the house arrest of the League’s General Secretary, Aung San Suu Kyi and her Deputy, Tin Oo; the absence of progress towards genuine democratic reform; the inability of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Myanmar and the former Special Envoy of the Secretary-General for Myanmar to visit the country for almost three years and the denial of freedom to human rights defenders.

It would have the Assembly strongly call upon the Government of Myanmar to end systematic human rights violations, military operations targeting civilians in ethnic areas, the recruitment and use of child soldiers, and forced displacements.  It would further strongly call for the release of all political prisoners, immediately and unconditionally, the lifting of all restraints on peaceful political activity, and safe and unhindered access to the entire country to the United Nations and international humanitarian organizations.  It would also call upon the Government of Myanmar to permit all political representatives and representatives of ethnic nationalities to participate fully in the political transitional process, to end the conflict with all ethnic nationalities in Myanmar and to restore the independence of the judiciary and due process of law.

Draft resolution III on the situation of human rights in Belarus would have the Assembly express deep concern about the failure of the Government of Belarus to cooperate fully with all the mechanisms of the Human Rights Council and the fact that it had again failed to meet its commitments to hold free and fair elections.  It would also express deep concern about continued reports of harassment, arbitrary arrest and detentions of up to 1,000 persons, including opposition candidates, before and after the 19 March 2006 election, as well as the continued and expanding criminal prosecutions, lack of due process and closed political trials of leading opposition figures and human rights defenders.  

Further to the draft, the Assembly would express deep concern about the continued harassment and detention of Belarusian journalists covering local opposition demonstrations and the fact that senior Government officials were implicated in the enforced disappearance and/or summary execution of three political opponents of the incumbent authorities in 1999 and a journalist in 2000 and in the continuing investigatory cover up.  It would also express deep concern about persistent reports of harassment and prosecutions of individuals, as well as harassment and closure of non-governmental organizations, national minority organizations, independent media outlets, religious groups, opposition political parties and independent trade unions and youth and student organizations.

By the draft, the Assembly would urge the Government of Belarus to bring the electoral process and legislative framework into line with international standards and cease politically motivated prosecution, harassment and intimidation.  It would also urge the Government to respect the rights of freedom of speech, assembly and association; to immediately release all political prisoners and other individuals detained for exercising those rights; to suspend from their duties officials implicated in any case of enforced disappearance, summary execution and torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, and to investigate such cases and to bring the alleged perpetrators to justice.

The Assembly would also urge the Government of Belarus to investigate and hold accountable those responsible for the mistreatment and detention of domestic and foreign journalists, as well as civic and political activists, in connection with the 19 March 2006 election and post-election demonstrations, and to release immediately and unconditionally all political prisoners.  Lastly, it would insist that the Government of Belarus cooperate fully with all the mechanisms of the Human Rights Council.

Draft resolution IV on the situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran would have the Assembly welcome the standing invitation extended by the Government of Iran to all human rights thematic monitoring mechanisms in April 2002 while regretting that no special procedure had been able to visit the country since July 2005.  The Assembly would express serious concern, however, at the continuing harassment, intimidation and persecution of human rights defenders, non-governmental organizations, political opponents, religious dissenters, webloggers and union members, among others.

Further to the draft, the Assembly would also express serious concern at Iran’s persistent failure to comply fully with international standards in the administration of justice and, in particular, the absence of due process of law, the refusal to provide fair and public hearings and the denial of the right to counsel by detainees.  It would also express serious concern at the continuing use of flogging, amputations and other forms of torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment, as well as the ongoing use of public executions, continuing violence and discrimination against women and girls,; and increasing discrimination and other human rights violations against ethnic and religious minorities.

By the draft, the Assembly would call upon the Government of Iran to ensure full respect for the rights to freedom of assembly, opinion and expression, and for the right to due process of law, to eliminate the use of torture and other cruel forms of punishment, to abolish public executions, and to eliminate discrimination and violence against women and girls, as well as discrimination based on religious, ethnic or linguistic grounds.  The Assembly would encourage the thematic procedures of the Human Rights Council and various Special Rapporteurs to pursue their work regarding Iran and decide to continue its examination of the situation at its sixty-second session.

Comprehensive Implementation of and Follow-Up to the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action
Addendum 4 to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.4) states that no action was taken by the Third Committee under its sub-item on the comprehensive implementation of and follow-up to the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action.

Report of the Human Rights Council 
The Committee’s report on the report of the Human Rights Council (document A/61/448, and Corr.1 and Corr.2) contains two draft resolutions, two annexes and one draft decision.

The Assembly had decided to postpone until tomorrow action on draft resolution I on the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance, by which it would adopt the treaty and open it for signature.

Draft resolution II on the working group of the Commission on Human Rights to elaborate a draft declaration in accordance with paragraph 5 of General Assembly resolution 49/214 of 23 December 1994 would have the Assembly decide to defer consideration and action on the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, to allow time for further consultations thereon, and to conclude its consideration of the Declaration before the end of its sixty-first session.

Included in the report were two annexes, one containing the text of the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance and the other containing the text of the United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples.

The draft decision on the report of the Human Rights Council would have the Assembly take note of that report (document A/61/53).

Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice
The Committee’s report on crime prevention and criminal justice (document A/61/444) contains four draft resolutions and one draft decision.

Draft resolution I on international cooperation in the prevention, combating and elimination of kidnapping and in providing assistance to victims would have the Assembly vigorously condemn and reject once again kidnapping under any circumstances and for any purpose.  It would further call upon Member States that had not yet done so to strengthen measures against money laundering and to cooperate in tracing, detecting, freezing and confiscating the proceeds of kidnapping, as well assist and protect victims of kidnapping and their families.

Draft resolution II on improving the coordination of efforts against trafficking in persons would have the Assembly underline the importance of bilateral, subregional and regional partnerships in counter-trafficking efforts and encourage their development.  It would also urge Member States that had not yet done so to ratify or accede to relevant treaties, including the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime and its Protocol; the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography; the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women; and Supplementary Convention on the Abolition of Slavery, the Slave Trade, and Institutions and Practices Similar to Slavery.

Draft resolution III on strengthening the United Nations Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Programme, in particular its technical cooperation capacity, would have the Assembly urge all States and competent regional economic integration organizations that had not done so to sign, ratify and accede to the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime (Palermo Convention) and its Protocols, the United Nations Convention against Corruption and the international conventions and protocols related to terrorism.  Further, the Assembly would encourage States parties to fully support the Conference of the Parties to the Palermo Convention and to the Convention against Corruption.  Further to the draft, the Assembly would invite all States to increase their support to the operational activities of the United Nations Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Programme. 

Draft resolution IV on the United Nations African Institute for the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders would have the Assembly, noting that the Institute’s financial situation had greatly affected its capacity to deliver effective services to African Member States, urge the States members of the Institute to make every possible effort to meet their obligations to the Institute.  It would also call upon all Member States and non-governmental organizations to continue supporting the Institute in the development of the requisite capacity and the implementation of its programmes and activities.  It would further request the Secretary-General to intensify efforts to mobilize all relevant entities of the United Nations system to provide the necessary financial and technical support to the Institute and to continue his efforts to mobilize the financial resources necessary to maintain the Institute with the core professional staff required to enable it to function effectively.

The draft decision on documents considered by the General Assembly in connection with the question of crime prevention and criminal justice would have the Assembly take note of the report of the Secretary-General on strengthening international cooperation and technical assistance in promoting the implementation of the universal conventions and protocols related to terrorism within the framework of the activities of the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime (document A/61/178) and the note by the Secretary-General transmitting the reports of the Conference of the Parties to the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organized Crime on its first and second sessions (document A/61/96).

International Drug Control
The Committee’s report on international drug control (document A/61/445) contains one draft resolution.

The draft on international cooperation against the world drug problem would have the Assembly, gravely concerned that the drug problem continued to constitute a serious threat to public health and safety and the well-being of humanity despite increased efforts to combat it, urge all States to implement the outcome of the twentieth special session of the Assembly on the world drug problem and to strengthen national efforts to counter the abuse of illicit drugs.  It would further urge States to implement comprehensive policies and programmes to achieve a significant and measurable reduction of drug abuse by the time of the ten-year assessment of the implementation of the goals of that special session, scheduled for 2008.

Further, the Assembly would call on States to strengthen international cooperation among judicial and law enforcement authorities, in order to combat illicit drug trafficking, including by establishing and strengthening regional mechanisms.  The Assembly would also urge all Governments to provide the fullest possible financial and political support to the United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime by widening its donor base and increasing voluntary contributions. 

Revitalization of the Work of the General Assembly
The Committee’s report on the revitalization of the work of the General Assembly (document A/61/446) contains one draft decision.  

The draft on the programme of work for the Third Committee for the sixty-second session of the General Assembly would have the Committee take up 11 agenda items during its sixty-second session.  They would include social development –- including implementation of the outcome of the World Summit for Social Development and of the twenty-fourth special session of the General Assembly; social development, including questions relating to the world social situation and to youth, ageing, disabled persons and the family; and Follow-up to the International Year of Older Persons:  Second World Assembly on Ageing.  They would also include crime prevention and criminal justice; international drug control; the advancement of women, including implementation of the outcome of the Fourth World Conference on Women and of the twenty-third special session of the General Assembly; promotion and protection of the rights of children, including follow-up to the outcome of the special session on children; and indigenous issues, including the Second International Decade of the World’s Indigenous People.

Also included on the agenda would be promotion and protection of human rights, including implementation of human rights instruments; human rights questions, including alternative approaches for improving the effective enjoyment of human rights and fundamental freedoms; human rights situations and reports of special rapporteurs and representatives; and comprehensive implementation and follow-up to the Vienna Declaration and Programme of Action.

Further, the agenda would include items on elimination of racism and racial discrimination, including comprehensive implementation of and follow-up to the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action; the right of peoples to self-determination; the Report of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, questions relating to refugees, returnees and displaced persons and humanitarian questions; and revitalization of the work of the General Assembly.  

Programme Planning
The Committee’s report on programme planning (A/61/447) contains one draft decision and one annex.

The decision on programme planning would have the Assembly decide to approve programme 19 (Human Rights) of the proposed strategic framework for the period 2008-2009.

The annex contains the text of programme 19 (Human Rights) of the proposed strategic framework for the period 2008-2009.

Action on Third Committee Reports
ELENA MOLARONI ( San Marino), Rapporteur of the Third Committee, introduced the Committee’s reports and also read out technical corrections to several of the drafts under consideration today.

The Assembly first took up the Committee’s report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, questions relating to refugees, returnees and displaced persons and humanitarian questions (document A/61/436), which contained four draft resolutions.

Acting without a vote, the Assembly adopted draft resolutions on enlargement of the Executive Committee of the Programme of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees; the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees; the new international humanitarian order; and assistance to refugees, returnees and displaced persons in Africa.

The representative of Venezuela, speaking on the resolution on the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees, reaffirmed Venezuela’s wish to implement concrete measures to provide constant and immediate attention to asylum seekers, without any social exclusion.  Taking into account the massive flows of immigrants to Venezuela, he was pleased at the return home of more than 6 million refugees since 2002, as well as the decrease in refugee flows.

He expressed concern over the way the High Commissioner had managed voluntary repatriation.  The current resolution weakened the obligations of States to deal with the profound causes of refugee flows.  The High Commissioner should deal more effectively with refugees and internally displaced persons.  States were obliged to cooperate with the High Commissioner in its functions.  Clear violations of rights, particularly in armed conflict, had led to displacement.  Since repatriation was the most beneficial solution, it was difficult for the Office to achieve that goal without dealing with the causes.

The Assembly then took up the Committee’s report on social development (document A/61/437), which contained three draft resolutions.

Without a vote, it adopted draft resolutions on the United Nations Literacy Decade:  Education for All; implementation of the outcome of the World Summit for Social Development and of the twenty-fourth special session of the General Assembly; and the follow-up to the Second World Assembly on Ageing.

Next, the Assembly turned to the Committee’s report on advancement of women (document A/61/438), which contained three draft resolutions and one draft decision.

Without a vote, it adopted draft resolutions on the intensification of efforts to eliminate all forms of violence against women; trafficking in women and girls; and follow-up to the Fourth World Conference on women and full implementation of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action and the outcome of the twenty-third special session of the General Assembly.

Also without a vote, it adopted a draft decision on documents considered by the General Assembly in connection with the question of the advancement of women, by which it took note of the report of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (document A/61/38); the report of the Secretary-General on the improvement of the status of women in the United Nations system (A/61/318); and the note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report on the activities of the United Nations Development Fund for Women (document A/61/292).

The Assembly then turned to the report on promotion and protection of the rights of children (document A/61/439), which contained one draft resolution and one draft decision.

It first took up a draft resolution on the rights of the child.

The representative of Uruguay said that operative paragraphs 12(b) and 17 had changed since the Committee adopted the draft.

The Assembly then adopted the text of the draft, as it had been adopted by the Third Committee, not as it appeared in the current report, by a recorded vote of 185 in favour to 1 against (United States), with no abstentions (see annex I).

Next, it adopted the draft decision on the report of the Committee on the Rights of the Child, by which it took note of that report.

Speaking in explanation of vote, the representative of Syria said his country had supported the text and was working on the ground to defend and promote the rights of children in line with the Convention and its protocols.  Syria did not object to the substance of the resolution just adopted, but it would reserve the right to express its concern about paragraphs 8, 10, 11 and 28, which did not take its national laws and legislation into consideration.

The Assembly then took up the Committee’s report on indigenous issues (document A/61/440), which contained one draft decision.  It adopted without a vote the draft decision on documents considered by the General Assembly in connection with indigenous issues, by which it took note of the note by the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights on the status of the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Populations (document A/61/376) and the note of the Secretary-General transmitting the report of the Special Rapporteur of the Commission on Human Rights on the situation of human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenous people (document A/61/490).

Next, the Assembly turned to the Committee’s report on the elimination of racism and racial discrimination (document A/61/441), which contained three draft resolutions.

The draft on the inadmissibility of certain practices that contribute to fuelling contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance was adopted by a recorded vote of 121 in favour to 4 against (Federated States of Micronesia, Japan, Marshall Islands, United States), with 60 abstentions (see annex II).

Without a vote, the Assembly adopted the text on the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.

By a recorded vote of 179 in favour to 2 against (Israel, United States), with 4 abstentions (Australia, Canada, Marshall Islands, Palau) (see annex III), it adopted the draft on global efforts for the total elimination of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance and the comprehensive implementation of and follow-up to the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.

The representative of Finland, speaking on behalf of the European Union, said that, as a result of developments that had occurred since the Committee ended its session, it had become necessary for his delegation to make a statement on the draft resolution on “global efforts for the total elimination of racism”.  The European Union attached great importance to combating all forms of racism and related intolerance, and, over the years, had set up a number of institutions and policies towards that goal.

The Union was also firmly committed to the implementation of the 2001 Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.  Because of the seriousness of the issue, the European Union had repeatedly stressed that follow-up be agreed by consensus and had to be carried out as a joint effort of the entire international community.  Attempts to politicize the issue should be totally rejected, he added.

Less than three weeks ago, the Committee had adopted a draft resolution on the matter, sponsored by the “Group of 77” developing countries and China, with which the European Union had a number of serious concerns.  Those concerns had been resolved during negotiations.  The delegation had been able to vote in favour of the text on the understanding that, among other things, the review and implementation of the Durban Declaration would be conducted under the framework of the Assembly and the review process would not “reopen” the declaration and action plan.

He said the European Union had been “profoundly dismayed”, having participated in good faith negotiations, to later learn that two texts had been tabled before the current session of the Human Rights Council, which totally contradicted the letter and spirit of the Committee text, as well as the consensus reached in Geneva at the Intergovernmental Working Group on the effective Implementation of the Durban Declaration and Plan of Action.

Such a breach of trust had cast doubt on the commitment of those States to pursue a consensus approach on that issue, he said.  The European Union noted that once again, the most effective way forward was one in which all members of the international community could participate equally.  In Geneva, the European Union had sought to engage the sponsors of the Council’s draft resolution in negotiations with the objective of bringing it into agreement with the resolution adopted by the Committee.  To the European Union’s deep regret, its efforts had been met with “inexplicable indifference”.

He said the Union had been compelled to join those that voted against it.  After drawing attention to the fact that operative paragraph 33 and operative paragraph 36 of the present draft contained the agreement that had been reached among Committee delegations, he called on the sponsors to take necessary steps in Geneva to restore the agreed course of action and ensure that the present resolution was properly implemented and the Human Rights Council and Third Committee continued to work towards the same goal.

The Assembly then turned to the Committee’s report on rights of people to self-determination (document A/61/442), which contained three draft resolutions.

Without a vote, the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on the universal realization of the right of peoples to self-determination.

By a recorded vote of 127 in favour to 51 against, with 7 abstentions (Fiji, Liechtenstein, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Switzerland, Tonga, Vanuatu) (see annex  IV), the Assembly adopted the text on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights and impeding the exercise of the right of peoples to self-determination.

It then adopted the draft on the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination by a vote of 176 in favour to 5 against (Israel, Marshall Islands, Micronesia, Palau, United States), with 5 abstentions (Australia, Canada, Central African Republic, Nauru, Vanuatu) (see annex V).

It then adopted a draft decision on the report of the Secretary-General on the universal realization of the right of peoples to self-determination, by which it took note of that report (document A/61/333).

The Assembly then turned to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443), which contains a draft decision, by which the Assembly took note of a meeting report under item 67 and sub-items 67(a), 67(b), and 67(c).

The Assembly then turned to the addenda to the Committee’s reports on human rights questions.

First, it took up addendum I to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.1), which contained one draft resolution on implementation of human rights instruments.

Without a vote, it adopted the draft resolution on torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment.

Next, the Assembly took up addendum 2 to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.2), which contained 20 draft resolutions on human rights questions, including alternative approaches for improving the effective enjoyment of human rights and fundamental freedoms.

First, a representative of the Secretariat read out an oral statement of programme budgetary implications of draft resolution VI on the composition of the staff of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights.

The representative of Belarus, speaking in explanation of vote before the vote, thanked those that had voted in the Committee in favour of the text on “promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights”, and those that had rejected the draft resolution on “the situation of human rights in Belarus” in the Third Committee.  Belarus believed that the United Nations should not be used as a platform to put political pressure on sovereign States under the pretext of human rights violations, but unfortunately, that was exactly what was happening.  Belarus believed in respectful dialogue on human rights.  It also believed that the Human Rights Council would become a highly authoritative body that was able to ensure constructive cooperation on human rights under the aegis of the United Nations.  She hoped that the Assembly would support the draft on “promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights”.

By a recorded vote of 112 in favour to 7 against (Australia, Canada, Israel, Marshall Islands, Micronesia, Palau, United States), with 64 abstentions (see annex VI), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on the human rights situation arising from the recent Israeli military operations in Lebanon (L.13).

It then took up the draft resolution on missing persons (L.19).

The representative of Azerbaijan said that her delegation was a main sponsor of the text and wished to draw the Assembly’s attention to the fact that one of the final oral revisions to it had not made the final printing.  She said that the term “existing laws and practice” had been replaced by “international, national and legal” in operative paragraph 6.

The Assembly then approved the draft, as orally revised, without a vote.

By a recorded vote of 130 in favour to 54 against, with 3 abstentions ( Brazil, Chile, Singapore) (see annex VII), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on globalization and its impact on the full enjoyment of all human rights (L.20).

Draft resolutions on human rights and extreme poverty (L.21/Rev.1) and the Subregional Centre for Human Rights and Democracy in Central Africa (L.22) were adopted without a vote.

By a recorded vote of 118 in favour to 7 against (Australia, Canada, Israel, Japan, Marshall Islands, Micronesia, United States), with 55 abstentions (see annex VIII), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on the composition of the staff of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (L.23).

The draft resolution on the promotion of a democratic and equitable international order (L.24) was adopted by a recorded vote of 124 in favour to 56 against, with 4 abstentions (Argentina, Armenia, Mexico, Peru) (see annex IX).

The draft resolution on the elimination of all forms of intolerance and of discrimination based on religion or belief (L.25) was adopted without a vote.

By a recorded vote of 122 in favour to 4 against (Israel, Marshall Islands, Palau, United Sates), with 58 abstentions (see annex X), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on respect for the right to universal freedom of travel and the vital importance of family reunification (L.26).

The draft resolution on the right to food (L.27) was adopted by a recorded vote of 185 in favour to 1 against ( United States), with no abstentions (see annex XI).

The draft resolution on combating defamation of religions (L.28) was adopted by a recorded vote of 111 in favour to 54 against, with 18 abstentions (see annex XII).

The Assembly then adopted the draft resolution on the protection of migrants (L.29/Rev.1) without a vote.

By a recorded vote of 86 in favour to 64 against, with 26 abstentions (see annex XIII), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on the promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights (L.31/Rev.1).

The draft resolutions on regional arrangements for the promotion and protection of human rights (L.32/Rev.1) and the enhancement of international cooperation in the field of human rights (L.33) were adopted without a vote.

By a recorded vote of 134 in favour to 53 against, with no abstentions (see annex XIV), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on the right to development (L.34).

By a recorded vote of 131 in favour to 54 against, with no abstentions (see annex XV), the Assembly adopted the draft resolution on human rights and unilateral coercive measures (L.35).

The draft resolutions on protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms while countering terrorism (L.36/Rev.1) and hostage-taking (L.44) were adopted without a vote.

Next, the Assembly turned to the draft resolution on extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions (L.45/Rev.1).

By a recorded vote of 104 in favour to 31 against, with 29 abstentions (see annex XVI), it adopted operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution, which calls on States utilizing the death penalty to comply with relevant human rights obligations.

By a recorded vote of 105 in favour to 30 against, with 30 abstentions (see annex XVII), it adopted operative paragraph 5(b) of the text, which calls for protection by States of the right to life of all persons.

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted, as amended, by a recorded vote of 137 in favour to none against, with 43 abstentions (see annex XVIII).

Speaking in explanation of vote after the vote, Syria’s representative said that by mistake, his delegation had voted in favour of operative paragraph 4 on extrajudicial and summary executions.  On the text on “elimination of all forms of religious intolerance”, his delegation rejected all forms of extremism and discrimination based on religion or faith.  His delegation had joined the consensus and believed in the need to promote dialogue on mutual respect and understanding.  Syria also believed that there was no cause to associate certain religions with terrorism.  His delegation called on the United Nations to play a pioneering role in the fight against extremism.  But, he would draw the attention of the Assembly to the fact that paragraph 4 (a) contained elements that did not correspond to the teachings of the Islamic faith.

The representative of the United States said his delegation had voted no but had intended to vote yes on operative paragraphs 4 and 5(b) in the text on “extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions”.

El Salvador’s representative said that her delegation had voted in favour of operative paragraph 4 but had meant to vote against it.

The representative of Lao People’s Democratic Republic said his delegation had not participated in the vote on the text on “summary executions”.

Jamaica’s representative said that her delegation’s vote should have been “against” operative paragraph 4.

The representative of Grenada said that her delegation had intended to vote in favour of the text on “promotion of equitable and mutual respectful dialogue on human rights”.

The representative of Niger said his delegation should have voted in favour of operative paragraph 4 of the text on “extrajudicial, summary or arbitrary executions”.

The representative of Brunei said his delegation meant to vote against the operative paragraphs.

Next, the Assembly took up addendum 3 to the Committee’s report on the promotion and protection of human rights (document A/61/443/Add.3), which contained four draft resolutions on human rights situations and reports of special rapporteurs and representatives.

The Assembly decided to postpone action on a draft resolution on the situation of human rights in Myanmar until budgetary implications prepared by the Fifth Committee were available.

The representative of Belarus said that, in the Third Committee, a representative of the United States had rightly noted that there should be substantial reason to initiate a country-specific draft resolution.  There were no such reasons to initiate such a text on the situation in Belarus, which was a party to all universal human rights instruments and actively participated in international cooperation on the protection and promotion of human rights.

She said that Belarus was undergoing significant changes.  Its civil society was growing, and it had low unemployment.  The text included unfounded accusations put forward by the draft’s sponsors -– the United States and United Kingdom -– and those trying to change world opinion against Belarus and which would only increase mistrust.  Belarus would consider votes cast in favour of the text as “unfriendly acts of gross and illegitimate interference into [its] internal affairs”.  She said that the European Union and the United States Congress had tried to “squeeze” through a baseless text on Belarus, but it was clear that there was no one model for development.  Ignoring Belarus’ successes misled the international community.  Belarus would call on the Assembly to vote against the resolution.

The Assembly then approved the draft resolution on the situation of human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea by a recorded vote of 99 in favour to 21 against, with 56 abstentions (see annex XIX).

The Assembly then took up the draft resolution on the situation of human rights in Belarus (L.40).

The representative of the Russian Federation requested, under rule 74 of the Assembly’s Rules of Procedure that no action be taken on the draft because there were no problems in Belarus that gave cause for a substantive discussion.  Russia had proposed the motion based on its principled position on the need to de-politicize the human rights mechanisms of the United Nations.  The text on Belarus was an extremely politicized measure that had nothing to do with human rights.  Those who had initiated the text, led by the United States, tried to use the rostrum of any United Nations body to push through measures against countries that did not agree with their wishes.

Speaking in favour of the motion, China’s representative said his delegation believed that countries should promote human rights through mutually respectful dialogue.  China was against country-specific resolutions, which would only lead to mistrust.  Such texts would, in no way, contribute to improving any human rights situation in any country.

Cuba’s representative also supported the motion and said the draft, originally submitted by the United States, had not been tabled in the interest of human rights.  It was really about selectivity.  The Human Rights Council had been created to put an end to such ploys.  The United States had no right to table initiatives like this one, he said, calling on all delegations to support the “motion for no action”.

Speaking against the procedural no action motion that had been requested, the representative of the United States said that the spirit of “this deliberative institution” called for resolutions to be considered on their merits.  It undermined the spirit of the United Nations to move to prevent open discussions with procedural motions.  He reminded the Assembly that the Third Committee, the only universal body responsible for human rights issues, had thoroughly debated the matter and soundly defeated a similar no action motion.  The use of such a motion in the plenary would undermine the authority of the only universal body of the United Nations responsible for the promotion and protection of human rights.  Such a motion amounted to a complete disregard for the Third Committee and the Organization’s deliberative process.

The representative of Finland, speaking on behalf of the European Union, said that there should be no question about the General Assembly’s mandate to look into human rights situations to promote and encourage respect for fundamental rights.  The call for a motion now to adjourn debate represented an attempt to prevent the consideration of a resolution on procedural grounds.  Such a motion aimed at denying Member States their sovereign right to bring before the Assembly any concern that they themselves deemed to merit attention.  The European Union strongly urged delegations to vote against the motion to adjourn debate.

The Assembly rejected the motion of no action by a recorded vote of 67 in favour to 79 against, with 32 abstentions (see annex XX).

It then adopted the draft by a recorded vote of 72 in favour to 32 against, with 69 abstentions (see annex XXI).

Next, the Assembly turned to the draft resolution on the situation of human rights in the Islamic Republic of Iran (L.41).

The representative of Iran said that he wished to invoke rule 74 of the Assembly’s rules of procedure to call for no action on the present draft.  The resolution on “promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights”, just adopted by the Assembly, had stressed the need to avoid politically motivated and biased resolutions on human rights.  Last September in Havana, the Non-Aligned Movement’s Heads of State and Government had agreed that exploitation of human rights for political purposes, including selective targeting of individual countries for extraneous considerations, should be prohibited.  The Organization of Islamic Conference had also adopted a similar platform.  In view of widespread opposition to country-specific resolutions, he wished to call for no action.  By voting in favour of that motion, delegates would remove a serious obstacle to dialogue and enable all to cooperate further for the promotion and protection of human rights.

The representative of Pakistan said that he supported the call for a motion of no action and called on all other delegations to also do so.

The representative of Zimbabwe said that he supported the motion for no action.  Such resolutions were a departure from a human rights approach agreed to in Assembly resolution A/60/251.

The representative of Canada, speaking against the “no motion” action, said his delegation very much regretted the introduction of such a measure, which was an extraordinary move to undermine the Assembly’s work.  He reminded the Assembly that the very same resolution had been adopted in the Third Committee after a similar no action had been defeated.  Canada believed that any human rights resolution should be considered on its merits.  Such procedural motions assumed that certain countries were above consideration by the Assembly.  He reminded the Assembly that, for its part, Canada had not put forward a “no action” motion when Iran had introduced a draft resolution in the Committee on “the human fights of indigenous people in Canada”, even though Canada believed that text would not hold up on its merits.  The introduction of the no action motion was an attempt to keep the Assembly from acting on the work of the Third Committee.

The representative of Finland, speaking on behalf of the European Union, said that the Assembly had passed resolutions expressing concern about such human rights situations for decades.  The motion was an attempt to stifle debate and amounted to a “vote of no confidence” in the Third Committee.  The European Union believed that no country -– large or small -– could be regarded as being beyond or above consideration by the international human rights forums.

The Assembly rejected a motion of no action by a recorded vote of 75 in favour to 81 against, with 24 abstentions (see annex XXII).

It then adopted the draft by a recorded vote of 72 in favour to 50 against, with 55 abstentions (see annex XXIII).

Speaking in explanation of vote, the representative of Japan said that he wished to thank all countries that had supported the resolution on the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea.  He strongly urged that country to take the resolution’s adoption seriously and fully cooperate with the United Nations system and with the Special Rapporteur, and respond to enquiries into the abductions matter, admit that its actions violated human rights, and allow those abducted to return to Japan without delay, conduct a thorough investigation and surrender the perpetrators responsible for the abductions.

Statements on Death Penalty
The representative of Finland said that the right to life had been affirmed by the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the Convention on the Rights of the Child, among others.  The former Commission on Human Rights had, over the years, adopted several resolutions on the question of the death penalty, expressing its deep concern at the practice and calling on States to abolish it.  Finland also firmly believed that the abolition of the death penalty contributed to the enhancement of human dignity and the progressive development of human rights.  Indeed, the death penalty added no value in terms of deterrence.  She said Finland and the States that had supported her statement would commit themselves to the abolition of the death penalty and, where it still existed, to call for its use to be progressively restricted.

She spoke on behalf of Albania, Andorra, Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Canada, Cape Verde, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Estonia, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mauritius, Mexico, Federated States of Micronesia, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Serbia, Seychelles, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Turkey, Tuvalu, United Kingdom, Ukraine, Uruguay, Vanuatu and Venezuela.

Speaking after action, Singapore’s representative said that it was unfortunate at this point to be exchanging words on the death penalty.  The Committee had made it almost to the end of its work without having done so, but apparently old habits died hard.  Some delegations repeatedly tried to impose their views on the death penalty on all States, but, in truth, there was no consensus on the matter.  And, for a large number of countries, the death penalty was a criminal justice issue.  The practice was imposed as a deterrent to criminal activity.

He said that every country had the sovereign right to decide on its own position on the matter, as well as to elaborate its own criminal and penal legislation.  Each society had the right to decide what was best for its own people.  Tolerance for diversity could not be restricted only to arguments on which one agreed, he said, adding that a respect for human rights must include the right to determine one’s own.

Other Statements
The representative of Colombia said his country, which had suffered from kidnapping, would express its solidarity to the victims and families of those affected by kidnapping.  Colombia would call for the release of all persons kidnapped.

The representative of the Lao People’s Democratic Republic, speaking on the text concerning human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, said his delegation believed that all promotion of human rights should be based on country realities.  The contents of the draft were not in line with that principle and his delegation had voted against it.  He expressed concern about the issue of abductions, however, and hoped that such issues would be resolved in a constructive and peaceful manner.

The representative of Ukraine, speaking on the situation in Belarus, said that his country deemed the action that could isolate Belarus to be counterproductive.  Ukraine also believed that human rights discussions on the situation in Belarus should take place in international mechanisms such as the Human Rights Council, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), and other human rights bodies.

The representative of Botswana, speaking on the text on the situation of human rights in Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, said his delegation had abstained in the vote, but had paragraph 1 (b) (IV) –- on the “unresolved question of international concern relating to the abduction of foreigners in the form of enforced disappearances…” -- been put to the vote, Botswana would have voted in favour of that portion of the text.

Pakistan’s representative said that his delegation had intended to abstain in the vote on the “human rights situation in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea”.

The representative of the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea said his delegation had taken the floor due to the “lack of real facts” in the statement made by the Japanese delegation.  That delegation had mentioned that the vote demonstrated that the majority of United Nations Member States were in favour of the text on the human rights situation in his country.  But, if that representative had the “good sense to calculate” the figures, he would see that a majority of States did not support it.

“The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea held a deep-seated grudge against Japan that had to be paid in blood”, he said.  That grudge was based, among other things, on the tragedy that had befallen some 8.4 million Koreans kidnapped during World War II.  Japan had also forced sexual slavery on some 200,000 women and girls, and even after half a century, nothing was known about the fate of those victims.  Japan had neither apologized nor offered compensation for its grave human rights crimes of the past.  The Democratic People’s Republic of Korea kept a close eye on the machinations of Japan and its ally the United States, he said, adding that his country was moving towards “full preparedness” to counter any threats coming from Japan.  He called on Japan to respect the Pyongyang Declaration, which had long ago set forth bilateral relations between the two countries.

The representative of Uganda said his delegation had observed, today, a disproportionate number of delegations voting in a manner that they had not intended.  He urged that the matter be looked into with a view to discovering the cause.

Statement in Right of Reply
Speaking in exercise of right of reply, the representative of Belarus said that she deeply regretted the adoption of the resolution on the human rights situation in her country, which was nothing more than the sponsors’ imposition on the international community of a negative assessment of Belarus’ internal policy.  The resolution had nothing to do with human rights.  It was based on levelling humiliating, unfounded accusations.  The process for its adoption was based on the unwillingness and lack of interest to hear her country’s side.

She said that the allegations were not new.  As part of the aggressive propaganda campaign to discredit the people of Belarus, its opponents were trying to drag in the esteemed General Assembly.  The resolution did not create for Belarus any political or other kind of commitments, according to how she saw the document.  The results of the vote showed that the opinion of the document’s authors did not reflect the position of the international community.  The majority of Member States did not vote for the resolution.  They did not believe the spurious obligations or sign on to unfounded or inappropriate demands contained in the resolution.  Its adoption would, in no way, have a negative impact on Belarus’ cooperation with United Nations human rights bodies.  She thanked those that shared her view for their support in opposing the adoption of the destructive document aimed against her country.

In other business, the Assembly then decided to extend the work of the Fifth Committee until Thursday, 21 December.

ANNEX I
Vote on Rights of Child
The draft resolution on the rights of the child (document A/61/439) was adopted by a recorded vote of 185 in favour to 1 against, with no abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  United States.

Abstain:  None.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Palau, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles.

ANNEX II
Vote on Inadmissibility of Racist Practices
Draft resolution I on the inadmissibility of practices fuelling contemporary forms of racism (document A/61/441) was adopted by a recorded vote of 121 in favour to 4 against, with 60 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Japan, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), United States.

Abstain:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Cape Verde, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Nauru, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Afghanistan, Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga.

ANNEX III
Vote on Efforts to Eliminate Racism
Draft resolution III on global efforts to eliminate racism (document A/61/441) was adopted by a recorded vote of 179 in favour to 2 against, with 4 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Israel, United States.

Abstain:  Australia, Canada, Marshall Islands, Palau.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Uganda.

ANNEX IV
Vote on Use of Mercenaries
Draft resolution II on the use of mercenaries as a means of violating human rights (document A/61/442) was adopted by a recorded vote of 127 in favour to 51 against, with 7 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  Fiji, Liechtenstein, New Zealand, Papua New Guinea, Switzerland, Tonga, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Turkmenistan.

ANNEX V
Vote on Palestinian Self-Determination
Draft resolution III on the right of the Palestinian people to self-determination (document A/61/442) was adopted by a recorded vote of 176 in favour to 5 against, with 5 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Israel, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Palau, United States.

Abstain:  Australia, Canada, Central African Republic, Nauru, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga.

ANNEX VI
Vote on Human Rights -– Israel-Lebanon
Draft resolution I on the human rights situation arising from Israeli military operations in Lebanon (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 112 in favour to 7 against, with 64 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Cambodia, Cape Verde, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Australia, Canada, Israel, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Palau, United States.

Abstain:  Albania, Andorra, Angola, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Burundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Mexico, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tonga, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Haiti, Kiribati, Nauru, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Uganda.

ANNEX VII
Vote on Globalization’s Impact on Human Rights
Draft resolution III on globalization and its impact on human rights (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 130 in favour to 54 against, with 3 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  Brazil, Chile, Singapore.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles.

ANNEX VIII
Vote on Staffing Composition of Human Rights Office
Draft resolution IV on the composition of the staff of the Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 118 in favour to 7 against, with 55 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Australia, Canada, Israel, Japan, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), United States.

Abstain:  Albania, Andorra, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Jamaica, Kiribati, Mongolia, Palau, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga, Turkmenistan.

ANNEX IX
Vote on Democratic International Order
Draft resolution VII on the promotion of a democratic, equitable international order (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 124 in favour to 56 against, with 4 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  Argentina, Armenia, Mexico, Peru.

Absent:  Afghanistan, Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga.

ANNEX X
Vote on Freedom of Travel, Family Reunification
Draft resolution IX on respect for the right to universal freedom of travel and importance of family reunification (document A/61/443/Add.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 122 in favour to 4 against, with 58 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Israel, Marshall Islands, Palau, United States.

Abstain:  Albania, Andorra, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Papua New Guinea, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga, Turkmenistan.

ANNEX XI
Vote on Right to Food
Draft resolution X on the right to food (document A/61/443/Add.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 185 in favour to 1 against, with no abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Denmark, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Palau, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  United States.

Abstain:  None.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles.

ANNEX XII
Vote on Defamation of Religions
Draft resolution XI on combating the defamation of religions (document A/61/443/Add.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 111 in favour to 54 against, with 18 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nicaragua, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Turkmenistan, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  Armenia, Bolivia, Botswana, Cape Verde, Colombia, Fiji, Haiti, India, Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi, Nepal, Nigeria, Papua New Guinea, Solomon Islands, Tuvalu, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Mongolia, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga, Uganda.

ANNEX XIII
Vote on Equitable Dialogue on Human Rights
Draft resolution XIII on the promotion of equitable and mutually respectful dialogue on human rights (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 86 in favour to 64 against, with 26 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Algeria, Angola, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, Central African Republic, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Gabon, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Tuvalu, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay.

Abstain:  Antigua and Barbuda, Armenia, Bahamas, Barbados, Brazil, Burundi, Costa Rica, Djibouti, Dominica, Ethiopia, Fiji, Ghana, Guyana, Jamaica, Jordan, Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritius, Nigeria, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Vanuatu.

Absent:  Afghanistan, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Grenada, Iraq, Kiribati, Mongolia, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Seychelles, Timor-Leste, Tonga, Turkmenistan.

ANNEX XIV
Vote on Right to Development
Draft resolution XVI on the right to development (document A/61/443/Add.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 134 in favour to 53 against, with no abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  None.

Absent:  Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles.

ANNEX XV
Vote on Human Rights and Coercion
Draft resolution XVII on human rights and unilateral coercive measures (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 131 in favour to 54 against, with no abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nauru, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Timor-Leste, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Tuvalu, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Palau, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States.

Abstain:  None.

Absent:  Afghanistan, Chad, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Uganda.

ANNEX XVI
Vote on Extrajudicial Executions
Operative paragraph 4, on the human rights obligations of States maintaining the death penalty, of the draft resolution on extrajudicial executions (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 104 in favour to 31 against, with 29 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Albania, Andorra, Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukraine, United Kingdom, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela.

Against:  Afghanistan, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, China, Dominica, Egypt, El Salvador, Guyana, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Kuwait, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, Oman, Pakistan, Qatar, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Saudi Arabia, Singapore, Sudan, United Arab Emirates, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zimbabwe.

Abstain:  Belarus, Congo, Gambia, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, India, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Marshall Islands, Mauritania, Morocco, Niger, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Russian Federation, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Thailand, Tuvalu, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, United States, Zambia.

Absent:  Algeria, Azerbaijan, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Chad, Comoros, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Kazakhstan, Kiribati, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Myanmar, Nauru, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Tajikistan, Togo, Tonga, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan.

ANNEX XVII
Vote on Extrajudicial Executions
Operative paragraph 5(b), on the protection of the right to life, in draft resolution XX on extrajudicial executions (document A/61/443/ADD.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 105 in favour to 30 against, with 30 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Albania, Andorra, Angola, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Montenegro, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Palau, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, South Africa, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Syria, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela.

Against:  Afghanistan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, China, Djibouti, Egypt, Guinea, Indonesia, Iran, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Marshall Islands, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, United Arab Emirates, United States, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zimbabwe.

Abstain:  Antigua and Barbuda, Bahamas, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Burundi, Congo, Dominica, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guyana, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Liberia, Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania, Zambia.

Absent:  Algeria, Azerbaijan, Burkina Faso, Chad, Comoros, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Kazakhstan, Kiribati, Monaco, Myanmar, Nauru, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Samoa, Seychelles, Solomon Islands, Suriname, Tajikistan, Togo, Tonga, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan.

ANNEX XVIII
Vote on Extrajudicial Executions
Draft resolution XX on extrajudicial executions, as a whole, (document A/61/443/Add.2) was adopted by a recorded vote of 137 in favour to none against, with 43 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Andorra, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Armenia, Australia, Austria, Barbados, Belarus, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Croatia, Cuba, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Gambia, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Latvia, Lesotho, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Morocco, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Sao Tome and Principe, Serbia, Sierra Leone, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, South Africa, Spain, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Switzerland, Tajikistan, Thailand, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, Uruguay, Uzbekistan, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  None.

Abstain:  Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brunei Darussalam, China, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Egypt, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Marshall Islands, Myanmar, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Palau, Papua New Guinea, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, United States, Viet Nam, Yemen.

Absent:  Azerbaijan, Chad, Comoros, Equatorial Guinea, Kiribati, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Nauru, Rwanda, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Tonga, Turkmenistan.

ANNEX XIX
Vote on Human Rights in Democratic People’s Republic of Korea
The draft resolution on the situation of human rights in the Democratic People’s Republic of Korea (document A/61/443/Add.3) was adopted by a recorded vote of 99 in favour to 21 against, with 56 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Belize, Bhutan, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Canada, Chile, Comoros, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Eritrea, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Kazakhstan, Latvia, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malawi, Maldives, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Morocco, Nauru, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Saudi Arabia, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Tonga, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, United States, Uruguay, Vanuatu.

Against:  Algeria, Belarus, China, Congo, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Egypt, Guinea, Indonesia, Iran, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Libya, Pakistan, Russian Federation, Sudan, Syria, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zimbabwe.

Abstain:  Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Cambodia, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Colombia, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Ethiopia, Guyana, India, Jamaica, Kenya, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mozambique, Myanmar, Namibia, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Qatar, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkmenistan, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, Yemen, Zambia.

Absent:  Armenia, Chad, Dominica, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, Grenada, Kiribati, Mongolia, Oman, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Seychelles, Tajikistan, Tunisia.

ANNEX XX
Vote on Human Rights in Belarus
The no-action motion concerning draft resolution III on the human rights situation in Belarus (document A/61/443/Add.3) was not adopted by a recorded vote of 79 against to 67 in favour, with 32 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Belize, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Central African Republic, China, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Egypt, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon Islands, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Afghanistan, Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Tonga, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, United States, Uruguay, Vanuatu.

Abstain:  Benin, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, Burundi, Cape Verde, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Djibouti, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritius, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Papua New Guinea, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkmenistan, Uganda.

Absent:  Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bolivia, Cambodia, Cameroon, Chad, Dominica, Equatorial Guinea, Grenada, Iraq, Kiribati, Nauru, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles.

ANNEX XXI
Vote on Human Rights in Belarus
Draft resolution III on the situation of human rights in Belarus (document A/61/443/Add.3) was adopted by a recorded vote of 72 in favour to 32 against, with 69 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Tonga, Turkey, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States, Uruguay, Vanuatu.

Against:  Algeria, Armenia, Bangladesh, Belarus, China, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Egypt, Ethiopia, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Libya, Malaysia, Mauritania, Morocco, Myanmar, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, South Africa, Sudan, Syria, Tajikistan, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Zimbabwe.

Abstain:  Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Bahrain, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Burundi, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Djibouti, Ecuador, Eritrea, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkmenistan, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia.

Absent:  Azerbaijan, Bolivia, Cambodia, Chad, Dominica, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, Grenada, Iraq, Kiribati, Maldives, Nauru, Oman, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Seychelles, Tunisia.

ANNEX XXII
Vote on Human Rights in Iran
The no-action motion concerning draft resolution IV on the situation of human rights in Iran (document A/61/443/ADD.3) was not adopted by a recorded vote of 81 against to 75 in favour, with 24 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belarus, Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Burkina Faso, Central African Republic, China, Comoros, Congo, Côte d’Ivoire, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Egypt, Eritrea, Gambia, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Morocco, Myanmar, Namibia, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saint Lucia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syria, Tajikistan, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, United Arab Emirates, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against:  Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Burundi, Canada, Chile, Costa Rica, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Georgia, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kiribati, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Mexico, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Mongolia, Montenegro, Nauru, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Republic of Korea, Romania, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Timor-Leste, Tonga, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United Republic of Tanzania, United States, Uruguay, Vanuatu.

Abstain:  Belize, Benin, Bolivia, Brazil, Cape Verde, Colombia, Ethiopia, Ghana, Guyana, Jamaica, Kenya, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mauritius, Mozambique, Nepal, Nigeria, Papua New Guinea, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra Leone, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda.

Absent:  Cambodia, Cameroon, Chad, Dominica, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Grenada, Iraq, Jordan, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Seychelles, Turkey.

ANNEX XXIII
Vote on Human Rights in Iran
Draft resolution IV on the human rights situation in Iran (document A/61/443/ADD.3) was adopted by a recorded vote of 72 in favour to 50 against, with 55 abstentions, as follows:

In favour:  Albania, Andorra, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Belize, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Bulgaria, Burundi, Canada, Chile, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, Estonia, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Kiribati, Latvia, Liechtenstein, Lithuania, Luxembourg, Malta, Marshall Islands, Micronesia (Federated States of), Moldova, Monaco, Montenegro, Nauru, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Palau, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Samoa, San Marino, Serbia, Slovakia, Slovenia, Spain, Sweden, Switzerland, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Tonga, Tuvalu, Ukraine, United Kingdom, United States, Vanuatu.

Against:  Afghanistan, Algeria, Armenia, Azerbaijan, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belarus, Brunei Darussalam, China, Comoros, Cuba, Democratic People’s Republic of Korea, Democratic Republic of the Congo, Djibouti, Egypt, Guinea, India, Indonesia, Iran, Kazakhstan, Kuwait, Kyrgyzstan, Lebanon, Libya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Morocco, Myanmar, Niger, Oman, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syria, Tajikistan, Togo, Tunisia, Turkmenistan, Uzbekistan, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Zimbabwe.

Abstain:  Angola, Antigua and Barbuda, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Côte d’Ivoire, Eritrea, Ethiopia, Georgia, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Jamaica, Kenya, Lao People’s Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Namibia, Nepal, Nigeria, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Republic of Korea, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Zambia.

Absent:  Cambodia, Chad, Dominica, Equatorial Guinea, Gabon, Gambia, Grenada, Iraq, Jordan, Saint Kitts and Nevis, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Seychelles, Timor-Leste, Turkey.
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