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I ntroduction

1. On 25 February 2013, at its twenty-second sesdlte Human Rights Council,
pursuant to Council resolution 21/20, held a higbel panel discussion to commemorate
the twentieth anniversary of the adoption of thenvia Declaration and Programme of
Action (VDPA), with a particular focus on its imphentation, as well as achievements,
best practices and challenges in this regard.dolugon 21/20, the Council also requested
the Office of the United Nations High Commissiof@r Human Rights (OHCHR) to liaise
with relevant special procedures, States and attakeholders, including relevant United
Nations bodies and agencies, with a view to engutireir participation in the panel
discussion. The Office was also requested to pecibar present summary.

2. The panel discussion brought together peoplen fr@rious backgrounds with
complementary perspectives on the VDPA, includinghtlevel representatives, those
present in Vienna in 1993, representatives of m@ish@s or institutions mentioned or
created at the World Conference, and new humamsrigttors. The panel provided a multi-
stakeholder perspective on the VDPA, in particiteimplementation since 1993 and the
challenges ahead. Through an exchange of viewseapdrience, the panel aimed to (a)
emphasize the achievements of the VDPA from suligeaand institutional perspectives;
(b) highlight subsequent developments in terms wéngthening the human rights
machinery, focusing on good stories and practiceBnplementation of the VDPA; (c)
demonstrate the continued relevance of the VDPAsiade experiences and perspectives
on ways to further enhance the implementation e MBPA; and (d) celebrate the creation
and achievements of the Office for the High Comiaissr for Human Rights (OHCHR) as
a concrete illustration of implementation of tharooitments and principles contained in
the VDPA.

3. The meeting was chaired and moderated by thsiderg of the Human Rights
Council, Ambassador Remigiusz A. Henczel, the PeanaRepresentative of Poland; and
the Vice-President of the Human Rights Council, Asgador Luis Gallegos Chiriboga, the
Permanent Representative of Ecuador. The panalsii|m was opened by the Secretary-
General, the United Nations High Commissioner fontdn Rights, the State Secretary for
European and International Affairs of Austria, theputy Foreign Minister of the Russian
Federation and the European Union (EU) Special &gmtative for Human Rights. The
panellists were (a) the Special Advisor of the 8&uy-General for the prevention of
genocide and participant in the World Conference, AMMlama Dieng; (b) a member of the
Turkish Parliament and member of the Committeeherrights of persons with disabilities,
Ms. Safak Pavey; (c) the former Prosecutor of Whiiations international criminal law
tribunals, Ms. Carla Del Ponte; (d) human rightenyar and participant in the World
Conference, Ms. Hina Jilani; (e) the Special Adwisbthe Conseil National des Droits de
I'Homme du Maro@nd participant in the World Conference, Mr. Alb®asson; and (f) the
Director of the Colombian Commission of Jurists gadtticipant in the World Conference,
Mr. Gustavo Gallon.

4. In an effort to render the Human Rights Coumedre accessible to persons with
disabilities and to allow them to participate ire ttvork of the Council on an equal basis
with others, this panel was made accessible tooperwith disabilities. During the debate,
sign language interpretation and captioning wasigeal and webcasted.
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Opening statements

Secretary-General

5. The Secretary-General, in his opening remarldiveted via video message,
stressed that human rights and fundamental freedeens the lifeblood of the United
Nations and that the adoption of the VDPA two desagreviously had advanced efforts to
strengthen human rights work around the world. Irtgyd principles had been reinforced,
including the universality of human rights and thety of States to uphold them. Promoting
and protecting human rights had also been confirasea priority United Nations objective.
This had led to the decision to create the postigh Commissioner for Human Rights. In
that context, the Secretary-General commended thgh HCommissioner and her
predecessors for their indispensable contributianderlining that whenever and wherever
rights had been violated or threatened, their vbae been consistent, clear and resonant.

6. The Secretary-General recalled that Vienna wasrgortant milestone. However,
there was still a long way to go to translate pgplecinto practice as human rights and the
rule of law were but a distant dream for many peoph his view, the panel was an
opportunity to reflect on commitments made overyhars and ask what actions must be
taken immediately to implement them fully. Only whéhe inherent dignity and equal
rights of all members of the human family weretrtéspected, could we expect freedom,
justice and peace, he said.

United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights

7. The High Commissioner recalled that in her opgrstatement to the Council on 25
February, she spoke of the many achievements of Wueld Conference and its
contribution to the development and strengtheniny@ international human rights system.
She also recalled that the Conference was institahan the creation of a High
Commissioner for the promotion and protection dfraiman rights, and indicated that,
when she patrticipated in the Vienna Conference @silasociety representative, she could
never have imagined addressing the Council as Bmhmissioner.

8. The High Commissioner stressed that the Worldf€ence took place at a turning
point in the twentieth century, and at a time ahgformation marked by shifting paradigms
and new opportunities. The Vienna Conference lddgting achievements in human rights,
and forged strong relationships among human rigbtivists. They learned the value of
cooperation and linkages across interests and treéh®outh divide. Their participation

created a “human rights identity” within civil sety, increasing public awareness of
human rights issues and the importance of promatr@hprotection of all human rights and
fundamental freedoms for all.

9. The High Commissioner recalled that the Confegesiso led to a new appreciation

by Governments and human rights activists of gesgecific human rights violations, as

well as a new appreciation by women'’s rights asté/of the value of international human

rights. A major focus of women’s organizations fie tead-up to the Vienna Conference,
and at the Conference itself, had been violencénsgwomen, an issue largely excluded
from the human rights discourse because of its gdexd private, non-State nature.

Women'’s organizations had led the call for the gmition of violence against women as a
human rights violation. The recognition of the libktween genocide and crimes of sexual
violence in the Rome Statute of the Internationdin@al Court owed much to the Vienna

Conference.

10. The High Commissioner underlined that the intgowee of listening to the
experience of those directly affected by humantsgfiolations was also recognized during
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the Vienna Conference. Women, girls, boys, persuitts disabilities, indigenous people,
representatives of minorities and migrants testifedout their experience, and their
concerns were reflected in the Declaration and mrogie of Action. The World
Conference on Human Rights provided a venue wheneah rights challenges could be
identified and solutions put forward. However, muemained to be done.

11. The High Commissioner highlighted the importaraf the participation of civil
society for the work of the United Nations, andetbthat the VDPA recognized the role of
non-governmental organizations (NGOs) in the préaomobf human rights at national,
regional and international levels and in the immeatation of human rights instruments.
The United Nations could not attain its lofty olijees without the participation of those it
was supposed to serve. She insisted that it washynlistening to their concerns that we
could ensure that our action was grounded in theliges of real people. In that context,
she recalled that a major challenge faced by then€ig and the United Nations as a
whole, was the fact that sometimes members of siiliety were victims of reprisals or
intimidation for bringing their concerns to our dons. She encouraged all participants to
continue their endeavours to address these unatdefractices.

State Secretary for European and International Affairsof Austria

12. The State Secretary for European and Intemeltiaffairs of Austria, Mr. Reinhold
Lopatka, stated that in June 1993 more than 7,@@0cgpants, from 171 Governments and
more than 800 NGOs gathered in Vienna for the Ergenference on human rights with
the goal of drafting a common platform for the piiion and promotion of human rights,
which was achieved through the adoption of the VDPA

13.  Mr. Lopatka highlighted the fact that the paslistussion was a unique opportunity
to take stock and to analyse the achievementseo¥tbnna Conference, to identify human
rights challenges, and to strengthen the instiistiand mechanisms for improving the
promotion and protection of human rights around wWwld. He identified three major
achievements of the Conference: (a) the establishar& outstanding performance of the
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rightb) ¢he continued expansion of the
United Nations treaty body system; and (c) the gnoaf the number and impact of the
special rapporteurs and other special procedureseMer, he recognized that, despite this
progress, victims of violations continued to call fustice and compensation, and the
resources for the protection of human rights reexdhiimsufficient. For example, whilst the
protection of human rights constituted the thiriapiof the United Nations, it received less
than 3 per cent of the United Nations budget.

14.  Mr. Lopatka posed the following questions: Kw can the High Commissioner
and her Office be strengthened? (b) How can thessegy resources be mobilized? (c)
What is the role of other actors such as nationatdn rights institutions, NGOs and civil
society? (d) How can it be ensured that justice Vietims of human rights violations
prevails at national and international levels? losing, Mr. Lopatka announced that the
Austrian Government was organizing a high-levelezkgonference in Vienna from 27 to
28 June to assess developments over the previamytwears and formulate commitments
in the struggle to improve the human rights ofoaitsons.

Deputy Foreign Minister of the Russian Federation

15. The Deputy Foreign Minister of the Russian Fatien, Mr. Gennady Gatilo, stated
that the results of the Vienna Conference definedeea. He added that the Vienna
documents enshrined standards that we all needstlive to achieve, and that it was not
by chance that the VDPA was a distinct item onahenda of the Human Rights Council.
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16. Mr. Gatilov stated that the strengthening dkrinational cooperation in human
rights was a key factor for the realization of #ims of the United Nations, and the reason
why the Russian Federation was one of the countrfésh supported the idea of this panel
discussion. He recalled that the significance ef\enna documents for the development
of human rights concepts could not be overestimatedor the first time in history, all
categories of human rights were declared equale thvas true recognition of the principle
of the universality of human rights and that it wae duty of all States to respect and
implement them. He stated that it was importartiriag into action the ethical and moral
component of human rights standards and normsyesalled that human rights belonged
to each and everyone of us as they derived fromauaiignity and worth.

17.  Mr. Gatilov concluded by expressing the hop the twentieth anniversary of the
Vienna Conference would give a new impetus forrtioge active implementation by States
of the provisions of the VDPA. He stated that thpartant principles of the VDPA were
that of cooperation, constructive work and mutu@peration as an incentive for States to
develop interaction with human rights control metbms, and that joint work by all States
was the most effective method to protect humantsighorldwide. He also stated that
dialogue and exchange of good practices needed teséd to enhance the potential of the
Council to be a forum for such dialogue.

EU Special Representative for Human Rights

18. The EU Special Representative for Human Rig¥its Stavros Lambrinidis, recalled
that the basic power of human rights resided iiir tineiversal nature, and that the VDPA
underlined that the promotion and protection of hamights was a legitimate concern of
the international community. He gave Europe asetk@mple of a continent where two
world conflicts originated and where the world’sgast genocide was perpetrated. He
reaffirmed the clear notion that the universalifyhaman rights starts at home though a
candid acknowledgment of every State’s human rightdlenges and willingness to tackle
them through a wealth of mechanisms at the natiaval such as national human rights
institutions and equality bodies, internal scrutbyythe European Commission through the
Charter of Fundamental Rights, external scrutingh®yCouncil of Europe and the Court of
Human Rights, and by United Nations mechanisms sgcthe universal periodic review
and treaty bodies.

19.  Mr. Lambrinidis acknowledged the pivotal roleaivil society in the monitoring
and implementation of human rights, and the majonmitments of the EU to protect civil
society, as their role was to push Governments timobetter protection of human rights.
Whilst he recognized that Vienna stated with clathat cultural, religious, and other
differences needed to be taken into account, thigild not water down the universal
human rights agreed upon by all. He stated thatamurights were the universal language
of the powerless against the cultural relativisnthef powerful.

20. In concluding, Mr. Lambrinidis reaffirmed therwiction that the universality of

human rights as an obligation flowed from the hurdegmity of every individual, and gave

assurances that the EU would work hand-in-hand extryone to promote the universality
of human rights for a better world.
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Statements of panellists

Special Advisor of the Secretary-General for the prevention of genocide
and participant in the World Conference

21. The Special Advisor of the Secretary-Generathan prevention of genocide, Mr.
Adama Dieng, highlighted the fact that the VienrecRration represented a building block
of contemporary human rights from both a theorétical practical perspective. Firstly, by
reiterating that the promotion and protection afam rights was a matter of priority for the
international community, it reaffirmed the prin@pbf the universality of human rights.
Second, it represented a global commitment to theteption, promotion and
implementation of human rights at the national,iorgl and international levels. He
emphasized, in particular, paragraph 28 of the &atibn that states that “the World
Conference on Human Rights expresses its dismayaasive violations of human rights
especially in the form of genocide, ethnic cleagsamd systematic rape of women in war
situations, creating mass exodus of refugees asglatdied persons. While strongly
condemning such abhorrent practices it reiterdtesall that perpetrators of such crimes be
punished and such practices immediately stopped.”

22.  Mr. Dieng referred to the Rwanda and Bosniaogigles and stressed that the
establishment of international tribunals, as weltfe creation of ad hoc and national courts
to prosecute those responsible for internatioriales and massive human rights violations,
represented important steps in the fight againguimty. The creation of the International
Criminal Court was a further vital step in the gibbearch for justice.

23.  Mr. Dieng mentioned the establishment of thsitpmn of the Special Adviser on the
prevention of genocide as an important commitmepntthe international community

towards the prevention of genocide and relatedcditts. However, he made clear that
many challenges remained in light of the tremendwice paid in terms of human lives lost
when atrocity crimes occur. He said that milliorfsliees had been lost in the previous
twenty years and referred to several country sanat

24.  Mr. Dieng concluded by calling again for theekia Declaration to be used as a
guide for our work for human rights. He considetbd concept of the responsibility to
protect agreed by the 2005 World Summit to be arahtlevelopment of the 1993 World
Conference. He called for the commitment to theaesibility to protect to be renewed
and said that despite the complexity and difficulfythat task, we had to do our best to
keep the promise of “never again”.

Member of the Turkish Parliament and member of the Committee on
therights of personswith disabilities

25.  Member of the Turkish Parliament and the Coremibn the Rights of Persons with
Disabilities, Ms. Safak Pavey, identified hersedfaeamember of the 1990s generation and
thanked all those involved in Vienna in 1993 for tpath they opened for future
generations, including children, women, disabledpbe and minorities. She recalled that,
while at that time the divisions seemed almost isgdue to overcome, the agreement on
the VDPA was a major achievement. She stressedhba¢ DPA played a very important
role in making “discrimination” unacceptable andasteful at the level of States. In the
previous twenty years, developments and changdsmitie international community had
strengthened multilateral human rights actors aodgdures. Human rights were accepted
as less controversial in foreign policy agendagh wivil society becoming increasingly
significant in the political landscape.



A/HRC/23/29

26.  She stressed that human rights still provoldditigal controversy and still too many
serious human rights violations were inadequatetidressed by the international
community. In her view, a much stronger challerfggntchanging laws was the resistance
of traditions. In her opinion, it was not the Statkat needed to reach immediate consensus,
it was cultures and traditions. She referred to phenomenon of acid attacks against
women following rejection of proposals of marriagesisting sexual abuse or family
disputes. Despite laws and severe penalties, theuof victims had remained the same
or increased. Referring to the recruitment of ckibddiers, the sale of child brides by their
families, she affirmed that we struggled againstdeep culture” which saw this as
acceptable. We were battling with the prejudicasgrimination and hate crimes of the
past. Our duty was to remove these burdens frorshbalders of future generations. In her
view, there was no need for more legal developrmenthe normative side, but the focus
should be on the implementation through educatimhaccountability.

Former Prosecutor of the United Nations international criminal law
tribunals

27.  The former Prosecutor of International Crimifiaibunals, Ms. Carla Del Ponte,
emphasized that the main achievement in the proteof human rights was the referral to
justice of most of the political and military figes responsible for the commission of
crimes against humanity, war crimes and genocitie.creation of the ad hoc tribunals was
a great success in international justice. She linddrthe fact that the first generation of
international criminal tribunals demonstrated digdinat impunity was no longer tolerated
by the international community, following the ViemnDeclaration. She referred in
particular to the role of the International Criniffaibunal for the former Yugoslavia in
holding those responsible for ethnic cleansingcimant. She said that ethnic cleaning was
a crime against humanity and was perhaps the nxisénee form of human rights
violations.

28. Ms. Del Ponte identified six challenges in dgiling justice: (a) bringing senior and

military leaders to justice; (b) the contributianthe development of national criminal law
and humanitarian law; (c) the selection of suspantstransfer of information and cases to
national prosecutors and courts; (d) the complenityinternational investigations and

prosecutions; (e) the protection of witnesses;(@n8tate cooperation.

29.  She concluded by saying that peacemaking aimhrauilding efforts would neither
make peace nor build nations unless they includeain their inception, a justice
component so as to prosecute the worst violatiénsternational humanitarian law on all
sides, to end the culture of impunity and to makadar to everyone that no one is above
the law.

Human rightslawyer and participant in the World Conference

30. Human rights lawyer Ms. Hina Jilani recalledattthe World Conference was
convened at a critical juncture in the advancenwdnthe United Nations human rights
system. The expectations from the conference resdaas relevant currently as they were
twenty years before. At that time, she recalled ¢fzgs in implementation of human rights
conventions troubled those engaged in the promatimhprotection of human rights. It was
also important for those coming from countries ttd South to ensure that the essence of
the universality of human rights was not lost ansiroyerly emphasized notions of cultural
specificities. The Conference was an important oppdaty for human rights activists,
academics and other civil society actors to inteswd to bring both consistency and
rationality to human rights advocacy. She belietleat was the beginning of a global
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human rights movement that was finding a commoaection and expanding the space for
accommodating the plurality of concerns expressed.

31. Ms. Jilani mentioned the creation of the Offickthe High Commissioner for
Human Rights as amongst the more significant aelmnts of the Conference. Its
creation, and the way it developed over the previtoenty years, had undoubtedly given
human rights a more prominent place within the ébhiNations. She praised the leadership
of the various High Commissioners in that regatte 8lso referred to the quality of service
provided to treaty bodies and special proceduresham@sms. She mentioned the adoption
of the Declaration on Human Rights Defenders arddteation of a mechanism on the
situation of human rights defenders as significaeps following the Vienna Declaration.

32. Ms. Jilani noted that serious violations of lmnrights had not ceased. Despite
progress towards democratic rule, political andnecaic conditions in many countries
remained volatile. Little had been done by Govemnmismi¢o build the capacity of the State to
protect. The politics of identity, greater diffitiels in the management of pluralism and
diversity, increasing poverty and the diminishirger of the State in providing social
security still challenged the ability of human tiglsystem to provide the means through
which rights could be realized.

33. Ms. Jilani stated that the Vienna Conference waly a beginning and that more
efficient coordination within the United Nations svaeeded. There was also a need to build
on the commitments made in Vienna to strengthencthiective capacity to preserve
human dignity, prevent discrimination and violenaed continue to strive for a world order
with equality, justice and freedom for all.

Special Advisor of the Conseil National des Droits de 'Homme du Maroc
and participant in the World Conference

34. The Special Advisor of th€onseil National des Droits de 'homme du Maroc
(National Human Rights Council of Morocco), Mr. &l Sasson, recalled his participation
in the Vienna Conference as a member of the Morodedegation. He stated that, with the
creation of the Office of the High Commissioner fduman Rights, the adventure of
promotion and protection of human rights at theoma institution level was embarked

upon. At the time there was a need to define the gbnational institutions as institutions
independent of Government. Now, he stated, not amdye there more than 60 such
institutions, whose statutes were in keeping witte tParis principles, financially

independent from Governments, but there was also Ititernational Coordinating

Committee to help strengthen the resources avaitabhational human rights agencies.

35.  Mr. Sasson highlighted the fact that the Vie@umference provided the impetus,
and triggered the mechanism allowing progress. kwofor example, currently had a
national human rights council which was no longeamadvisory nature, and human rights
were reflected in the Moroccan Constitution.

36. Mr. Sasson stated that one of achievementshefMienna Conference was to
introduce human rights education into the teachihgll those disciplines that conveyed
human rights education so that students would kwbwat their rights and duties were. He
also stated that another achievement of the Vi€wmaerence, which was made possible
due to resources given by the European Commissgian,the establishment of a national
programme to promote human rights culture and nra@as human rights in public life.
He concluded by stating that Vienna was not onéylibginning of a process but continued
to guide the future.
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Director of the Colombian Commission of Jurists and participant in the
World Conference

37. The Director of the Colombian Commission ofisksr Mr. Gustavo Gallon,
highlighted the achievements of the Vienna Confegersuch as the recognition of the
universal nature of all human rights, includingilcipolitical, economic, social, cultural,
and now environmental rights, and the right to dmwment. He stated that lack of
development was not a justification to curtail humrgghts and that States had a duty to
promote and protect all human rights and fundanhéreadoms. Mr Gallon also cited the
achievements of the Conference with regard to thakeerable segments of the population,
such as indigenous peoples, women, children angopsrwith disabilities. In terms of
armed conflict, the Vienna Conference called fagl@bal and coordinated approach, and
appealed to those States which had not to ratéy@Ganeva Conventions and their Optional
Protocols. He added that the Conference also $&gh#iie need to strengthen the advisory
and technical cooperation services for greater emdjpn and called for the periodic
assessment of projects and yearly open-ended iafarmsessions. Mr. Gallon highlighted
the fact that the Conference supported the creafidhe Office of the High Commissioner
for Human Rights to put the human rights architextand framework into practice. He
outlined the substantial normative and institutiopaogress made in Vienna, whilst
recognizing the need to continue fine-tuning thévensal system for the promotion and
protection of human rights.

38.  Mr. Gallon stated that those achievements woatdchave been possible without the
firm and unwavering participation of civil societwhich was present in Vienna with some
4,000 representatives from some 1,400 organizations

39. Mr. Gallon outlined five areas in which progregas needed as a matter of urgency.
First, effective action mechanisms at the inteorati community level were necessary to
prevent grave violations being perpetrated, sucth@asviolations which took place in the
former Yugoslavia at the same time as the Viennaf€ence. Second, there was a need to
ensure the promotion and protection of economiciaocultural and environmental rights.
Third, there was a need to increase the humarsritgidget of the United Nations, and such
an appeal had already been made at Vienna. Fotmthe was a need to set up an
international human rights court or tribunal to mgme deficiencies in national human
rights protection systems. And fifth, there wased to overcome the conflict between
security policies and human rights. Mr. Gallon daded that there was merit in organizing
a third human rights world conference in five yeéirme, to match the twenty-fifth
anniversary of the Vienna Conference and buildinghe legacy of the Tehran Conference,
held 45 years ago.

Summary of the discussion

40. Those participating in the discussion represkiie following States members of
the Council and observer States: Bahrain (on betiadlfe Arab Group), Chile (on behalf of
Latin American and Caribbean Group (GRULAC)), Ch{oa behalf of a group of like-
minded countries), Gabon (on behalf of the Africarmoup), the Islamic Republic of Iran
(on behalf of the Non-Aligned Movement), Moroccon(dehalf of the Group of
Francophone States), Mozambique, Pakistan (on befighe Organization of Islamic
Cooperation), Slovenia (on behalf of the Platforar Human Rights Education and
Training, a group of seven States), the UnitedeStaf America, and Uzbekistan, as well as
the NGO the European Disability Forum.

41.  The panellists were not provided with an opputy to respond to the questions
raised by the participants due to lack of time. Tdilwing States members of the Council
and observer States did not have the opportunityptak: Algeria, Andorra, Argentina,
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Australia, Brazil, Costa Rica, Cuba, Egypt, Finlatrmany, Indonesia, Italy, Malaysia,
the Netherlands, Sierra Leone, Sri Lanka, SoutlicAfrSouth Sudan, Sudan, Switzerland,
Thailand, and Turkey. The following NGOs did notvlathe opportunity to speak:

Canadian HIV/AIDS Legal Network and Action Canada Population and Development

in a joint statement, CIVICUS - World Alliance f@itizen Participation, France Libertés:

Fondation Danielle Mitterand, Indian Council of #ouAmerica, and the International

Service for Human Rights.

I ssuesraised by stakeholders

42. Al participants reaffirmed the importance dfet VDPA, emphasizing that it
represented a landmark in the promotion and piiotectf human rights. Many saw it as an
inspirational and forward-looking document on humghts that remained valid and up-to-
date. As one delegation said, the VDPA mappedtmupath we were to follow to be where
we stand today.

43.  Participants pointed to the various importanhgiples enshrined in the VDPA.
Delegations referred in particular to the fact tWanna reaffirmed that all human rights
were universal, indivisible, interdependent anderirglated, and that the international
community must treat human rights globally in ar fand equal manner, on the same
footing, and with the same emphasis. This reaffilmmacontributed to ensuring that civil,
cultural, economic, political and social rights wéreated equally.

44.  Some States underlined the fact that the Vielutament indicated that, while the
significance of national and regional particulastiand various historical, cultural and
religious backgrounds must be borne in mind, it Wesduty of States, regardless of their
political, economic and cultural systems, to prognand protect all human rights and
fundamental freedoms.

45.  Several participants stressed that, accordinbe VDPA, democracy, development
and respect for human rights and fundamental fr@sdweere interdependent and mutually
reinforcing.

46.  Similarly, it was recalled that the VDPA undened that the protection and
promotion of universal human rights and fundamefmesdoms was the first responsibility
of Governments.

47.  Several speakers emphasized the fact that ®ialso placed much emphasis on the
principle of international cooperation for humaghts. The VDPA states, for example, that
the promotion and protection of all human rightsd &andamental freedoms must be
considered as a priority objective of the Uniteditlss in accordance with its purposes and
principles, in particular the purpose of internaibcooperation.

48. More generally, participants referred to eduakquity, dignity, respect, tolerance
and non-discrimination as important principles fieaed in the VDPA and stated that
these principles should guide us today. It wasliextahat the VDPA states that the place
of disabled persons is everywhere, and made referenthe United Nations Convention
on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities as tinst fpost-Vienna treaty to address the
exclusion and discrimination facing the estimated billion persons with disabilities in the
world.

49. In the view of some delegations, the VDPA iieaiéd the right to development in
the promotion and protection of human rights, reizigg, inter alia, that lasting progress
towards the implementation of the right to develepmrequired effective development
policies at the national level, as well as equiéabtonomic relations and a favourable
economic environment at the international level.
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50 In the opinion of a number of participants, YHePA also represented a milestone
for women's rights, in particular regarding theuessf violence against women.

51. Several States stressed that the VDPA playgi@adal role in highlighting human
rights education and training as essential forptteenotion and protection of human rights.
In addition to calling on States to take severahsoees in this regard, the document called
on the United Nations to support human rights etiosaand training, and recommended
the proclamation of a United Nations decade for &mmights education. This decade was
followed by the World Programme for Human RightsuEation, currently in its second
phase.

52. In terms of the human rights system, severdigyzants referred to the creation of
the post of the High Commissioner for Human Rigfitsey expressed praise at the central
role played by the High Commissioner and the wavkedby her Office over the previous
twenty years. The work of the Office in supportisgecial procedures, treaty bodies, the
universal periodic review, in providing technicalsastance and monitoring human rights
worldwide was particularly highlighted. This hadntdbuted to the recognition of human
rights as one of the three pillars of the Unitedidies. Some delegations insisted that the
Office should receive sufficient resources from tegular budget to face the increasing
number of mandates addressed to it.

53. Interms of the development of the human righdshinery, the establishment of the
Human Rights Council and the universal periodigeewere also mentioned.

54. Referring to the fact that the VDPA recognizbd fundamental role played by
regional arrangements for the promotion and prateatf human rights, some delegations
mentioned various developments at the regional |l lénecontinuity of the Vienna
Conference.

55. The role of national human rights institutiomas also highlighted, and it was
recalled the VDPA reaffirmed the important and damgive role played by national

institutions for the promotion and protection ofnian rights. In this context, it was

proposed that efforts continue, including throudarasng best practices, to ensure their
effective and independent functioning.

56. Participants also highlighted several challenge

57. One such challenge related to the situationhdfiren, as it was pointed out that
according to the United Nations Children’s Fund (OEF), around one third of children
worldwide die every year of food-related illnessdamalnutrition, despite the almost
universal ratification of the Convention on the Rigyof the Child.

58. Some States stated that, while the universalibuman rights was reaffirmed, there
were still difficulties and challenges in the prdina and protection of human rights, such
as politicization of human rights issues, selegtiar discrimination. In their view, the full
enjoyment of human rights was possible only if dbeestakeholders joined together to
affirm their commitment to human rights on everpexs of life. Dialogue and cooperation,
as well as positive and constructive engagememtllgdhbe the favoured approach when
dealing with human rights, in particular in the o of the Human Rights Council.

59. Poverty was highlighted by some as underminhe realization of fundamental
human rights. They stated that poverty alleviasbould be a priority for the human rights
machinery, recalling that the VDPA reiterated thentcality of attaining equality of

opportunity for all.

60. Some States underlined the need to addresgiegehallenges and issues, such as
racism, as well as racial and religious discrimoratind hatred.



A/HRC/23/29

61. According to a number of participants, moredeeeto be done to entrench human
rights mainstreaming. In this context, it was falt human rights should be integrated on
the post-2015 development agenda.

62. A number of speakers referred to cross-regiandl international cooperation and
technical assistance as key ways to promote areutfuhuman rights. These issues should
receive the appropriate attention and resourcesldav the Office to work in this area. It
was recalled that international cooperation alsygd a crucial role in the promotion and
protection of human rights. In the opinion of somenstructive cooperation, equal and
mutually respectful dialogue and exchange of beattites must be the key principles of
the work of the Council.
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