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CoBeT Mo npaBaM 4eJjioOBeKa

JABaguats TpeTha ceccus

IyukT 3 moBeCTKH THS

Hoompelme H 3alHUTa BCEX MPaB Y€J0BEKA,
rpaxaIaHCKuX, NOJUTHYIECCKHUX, IKOHOMUICCKHUX,
CONMAJIBHBIX U KYJbTYPHBIX IIPaB, BRJIKYas
npaBo HA pa3BUTHE

Bep6auabHast HoTa [I0CTOSIHHOIO MpPEACTABUTEIBCTBA
Pecnyoiimkn Cunranyp npu Otaesnennn Opranuzanuu
Oo0beanHennbIX Hanui U Apyrux MekIyHapoIHbIX
opranu3zanusix B Kenese ot 4 uronst 2013 roaa,
aJpecoBaHHasi YpaBjeHuo BepxoBHoro komuccapa
Opranuzanun O0benunennbix Hanuii mo npaBam
yeJiIoBEKa

[ocTossHHOE TIpencTaBuTenbcTBO Pecmybnuku Cunramyp npu Otaenenun Op-
ranuzanuy O0bennHeHHBIX Hanuii u Ipyrux MexayHapoIHbIX opraHu3anusax B JKe-
HEBE CBHUJIETEIBCTBYET CBOC yBaskeHHe cekperapuary CoBeTa 1Mo ImpaBaM 4YelOoBEKa U
UMeEEeT YeCTh COCJIAThCS Ha MpHaraeMoe 3asBiIcHHE, KOTOpOe ObUIO CoelaHo B XOJe
obmux nmpeHnit mo nyHkram 2 u 3, cocrospmuxcs 4 utoas 2013 rona, OTHOCUTENBHO
MOATOTABIMBAEMOTO KaXKIble UYEThIPE T0Ja AHAIMTHYECKOTO IOKJIaza YIpaBICHUS
BepxoBaoro komuccapa Opranm3annu OOvenuHeHHBIX Hamuit mo mpaBaM denoBeka
00 oTKa3e OT BOCHHOM ci1y)0bI 10 coobpaxkenusm cosectu (A/HRC/23/22).

[IpencTaBUTENBCTBO MMEET YECTh IPOCHUTH PACIPOCTPAHUTH ITO 3asiBICHHE®
B KauecTBE JAOKYMEHTa JBaALaTh TpeTbei ceccun CoBeTa MO NpasBaM dYeIOBEKa IO
MyHKTY 3 TOBECTKH JIHS.

* PacnpocTpaHsieTcs B IPUIOKEHHU B TOM BUJE, B KOTOPOM OHO GBUIO MOIYYEHO, TOIBKO
Ha A3bIKE NPEICTABICHUS.
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Annex

[English only]

General debate on items 2 and 3 following the presentation of
thematic reports of the Office of the United Nations High
Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) and the
Secretary-General at the twenty-third session of the Human
Rights Council, on 4 June 2013

Quadrennial Analytical report of the OHCHR on Conscientious
objection to military service (A/HRC/23/22)

Mr President

My statement refers to the quadrennial anaytical report of the OHCHR on
conscientious objection to military service (A/HRC/23/22) which was prepared in pursuant
to resolution A/HRC/20/2.

As stated in our statement at the end of the 20" Session of the Human Rights
Council, Singapore does not recognise the universal applicability of the right to
conscientious objection to military service. The premise of the resolution 20/2, and by
extension the OHCHR report 23/22, goes beyond what is prescribed in international law
and applicable human rights instruments. Conscientious objection to military service has
been referred to in the resolution and report as a legitimate exercise of the right to freedom
of thought, conscience and religion, as laid down in Article 18 of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights (UDHR) and Article 18 of the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights (ICCPR). However, what they failed to highlight is the important fact that
Article 29 of the UDHR and Article 18 of the ICCPR recognise that the exercise of the
rights and freedom of an individual is subject to the necessity of ensuring public order and
the general welfare of the society.

National defence is a fundamental sovereign right under international law. Where
individual beliefs or actions run counter to such aright, the right of a State to preserve and
maintain national security must prevail.

Whereas some States may choose to establish a standing army, for a small country
like Singapore, compulsory military service is the only way to build up a credible national
defence force. This system is only viable under the principle of universality where every
male Singapore Citizen and Permanent Resident, regardless of race or religion, is required
by law to fulfil compulsory military service to defend our country. Under such a system,
allowing any individual or group, for whatever reason including on the basis of
conscientious objection, to be excused from military service will fundamentally undermine
the concept of collective responsibility for national defence, compromise national values
and violate the principle of equal application of the law.

Thank you, Mr President.
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