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CoBeT Mo npaBaM 4eJjioOBeKa

JABagnats BTOpas ceccust

IyukT 3 moBeCTKH THS

Hoompelme H 3alHUTa BCEX MPaB Y€J0BEKA,
rpaxaIaHCKuX, NOJUTHYIECCKHUX, IKOHOMUICCKHUX,
CONMAJIbHBIX U KYJIbTYPHBIX IIPaB,

BRJIIOYasi MIPpaBO HAa Pa3BUTHUE

Bep6auabHast HoTa [I0CTOSIHHOIO MpPEACTABUTEIBCTBA
Cunranypa npu Otaenenun QOpranusanuu
Oo0benunennbix Hanuii B 7Kenese ot 12 mapra 2013 roaa,
aapecoBanHasi cekperapuary CoBera nmo npaBam
yeJIoBEKa

[ocTossHHOE TIpencTaBuTenbcTBO Pecmybnuku Cunramyp npu Otaenenun Op-
rann3anun OO0benmHeHHBIX Hanwit u Apyrux MexayHapomHBIX opraHu3anusx B JKe-
HEBE CBHJIETEILCTBYET CBOE yBakeHHe cekperapuary CoBeTa IO ImpaBaM YelOBEKa H
HMEET YeCTh COCIAThCA Ha IpIIaraeMoe COBMECTHOE 3asBIEHHE, KOTOpoe OBLIO clie-
nmano 8 mapta 2013 roma Ha mBannaThk BTopoil ceccunm CoBeTa 1Mo mpaBaM YeIOBEKa
B XO0J¢ OOIMX MPEeHWH MO MYHKTY 3 MOBECTKU JHSA B CBA3U C MPOEKTOM PE30JIIOIUH,
mpeaycMaTpUBaOIUM co3aaHue " JIMCKyCCHOHHOM TPYNIEI IO BOIIPOCAaM IIpaB 4eio-
BeKa JeTel, pOAUTEIN KOTOPHIX OBIIM MPUTOBOPEHBI K CMEPTHON Ka3HU WM Ka3He-

HBI .

I[HocTosTHHOE TPEACTABUTENHCTBO OT MMEHH IOCTOSHHBIX IPEIACTABUTEIHCTB
Bapbanoca, baxpeiina, borcsansl, bpynes-/lapyccanama, Brernama, Erunta, 3um-
0abse, Unanu, Uunonesuun, Upana (Mcnamckoit Pecnybnuku), Upaka, ﬁeMeHa, Ka-
tapa, Kuras, Kopeiickoit Hapoxgno-Jlemokparnueckoii Pecmyonuku, Kyseiita, Jlaoc-
ckoit Hapoxno-/lemokparnueckoit Pecmyonuku, JIusuu, Manaiisuu, Mesamer, O0be-
IUHEHHBIX Apabckux OmupaTtoB, Omana, CaynmoBckoit Apasum, CBasuienna, Pec-
nyonukn Cunramyp, CoxomoHoBEIX OcTpoBOB, Yranawl u SIMaliku WMeeT Takxke
YeCTh MPOCHUTH O PACHPOCTPAHEHUH PTOTO COBMECTHOTO 3asBICHUSA* B Ka4ecTBE IO-
KyMEHTa JIBaAIaTh BTOPOH CECCHH MO NYHKTY 3 MOBECTKHU THS.

Bocnpou3BoauTCs B PUIOKESHUH B MOJIYYEHHOM BHJIE TOJIBKO Ha SI3bIKE, HA KOTOPOM OHO
MPEJICTABICHO.
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A/HRC/22/G/14

puanoxenne

[English only]

Statement delivered on 8 March 2013 on the proposed dr aft
resolution on a panel on the human rights of children of

par ents sentenced to the death penalty or executed, during
the general debate on item 3, *Promotion and protection of all
human rights, civil, political, economic, social and cultural
rights, including theright to development’, at the twenty-
second session of the Human Rights Council

I have the honour to deliver this statement on behalf of a group of countries (as
indicated at the end of the statement), with regard to the draft resolution calling for the
formation of a “Panel on the human rights of children of parents sentenced to the death
penalty or executed”.

The draft resolution is clearly not about the rights of the child and disingenuously
misconstrues the object and purpose of the Convention on the Rights of the Child. It seeks
to advance a narrow agenda to abolish the death penalty by drawing a fallacious link
between the rights of the child and the application of the death penalty.

Article 9 of the Convention on the Rights of the Child addresses the protection and
well-being of children who are separated from their parent or parents against their will,
irrespective of the causes of the separation. Article 9 seeks to protect the best interests of
the child in al instances of separation set out in it. While the Convention recognises the
need for States Parties to ensure the non-separation of the child from its parents in Article
9(1), the Convention aso accepts that action initiated by States Parties such as detention,
imprisonment, exile, deportation or death as set out in Article 9(4) can result in separation.
It is important to note that the Convention does not prohibit such action, but only obliges
States to provide essentia information concerning the whereabouts of the absent family
member.

Mr President

The draft dangerously fudges the line between universally accepted human rights,
i.e., the protection of the rights of the child, and concepts fraught with controversy, i.e.
application of the death penalty. Establishing a panel with the mandate proposed in the
draft resolution sets a bad precedent for thematic discussions in the Council and will further
burden the Council’ s overstretched resources.

In the spirit of constructive international dialogue, we believe that if a panel is
formed it should respect the letter and spirit of the Convention of the Rights of the Child.
The thematic discussion should follow the framework of Article 9 of the Convention and
focus on protecting the human rights and best interests of children who are separated from
their parents against their will, irrespective of the causes of the separation.

We request that this statement be circulated as an official document of the 22nd
session of the Human Rights Council.
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LIST OF CO-SPONSORS

1. Kingdom of Bahrain

2. Barbados

3. Republic of Botswana

4, Brunei Darussalam

5. People’ s Republic of China

6. Democratic People’ s Republic of Korea
7. Arab Republic of Egypt

8. Islamic Republic of Iran

9. Republic of Iraq

10. Jamaica

11. Libya

12. Maaysia

13.  Republic of the Union of Myanmar
14.  Sultanate of Oman

15. State of Qatar

16. Kingdom of Saudi Arabia

17.  Kingdom of Swaziland

18.  Republic of Uganda

19.  Republic of Yemen

20.  Republic of Zimbabwe

21.  Lao People’'s Democratic Republic
22.  Solomon Islands

23.  United Arab Emirates

24. India

25.  Socidist Republic of Viet Nam
26.  Republic of Singapore

27.  State of Kuwait

28.  Republic of Indonesia
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