i A\rrcizsicis
¢ \ AN Distr.: General
\\,‘1\@ j( = 31 March 2015
S \N\= s~ Chinese
Original: English
AIEES
F-+H/I\ESIL

WHEDH 2 F13
BEEANESZSSRERNEERSEUR
SRERHBELHIREMFB KRS

EFFRIPEIA AR —ARMNF . BUAIF]
25 HSMITURF], SELRIR

2015 £ 3 A 13 HFimikHfEZHESE HARDHELAF
HTEGERAARRABMASIEES M PUHNEBRES

TN IL AN H R A [ H P B 7 A A A [ PR SRR [ 1) AU
FOMPEBOE, FFEILH AR 2015 4 3 A 4 H AR LE —+ /U230y
() 2847 B I £ — JBE R A0 TR 170 i s ) /N LB 2 B R R BB 5 7 B (UL BR ) o

BB AR F A, fnfE . BEE2 . ORAEE2E, hE,
FAEEI T XAIRIEME L B, EIEE, ENFEJEVUIE. (R IER =230 AIE . R
B ERARREILNE. DoRIGT. gif. e, EIEIE, RER. PR
PAA S BN TE P BURARARNEILAE . Bk, BThE A R L B
A )4 R SRR AR 4 S SRR A R A AR5 — )V
SUFRETH 2 F1 3 Z NS4 K -

* MR, SO

GE.15-06740 (C) 040615 080615

*15067 40 *




A/HRC/28/G/15

Annex

[English only]

Joint statement at the biennial high-level panel discussion on
the question of the death penalty on 4 March 2015, at the
twenty-eighth session of the Human Rights Council

Mr President
I have the honour to deliver this statement on behalf of a group of 25 countries.

Any constructive dialogue must be based on mutual respect and an acknowledgement
of different viewpoints. Yet, we find ourselves here again today engaging not in dialogue,
but speaking across each other.

For many countries, the death penalty remains an important component of their
criminal justice system and an important deterrent against what they rightly regard as the
most serious crimes for their respective societies, be it terrorism, drug offences, or violent
crimes.

The rights of the offender must always be weighed against the rights of the victims,
their families and the broader rights of their community to live in peace and security. The
State has a responsibility to protect the lives of its innocent citizens while ensuring that
justice is rendered to the victims and their families. The death penalty is only applied after
adhering to the full due process of law, pursuant to a final judgment rendered by a
competent court, and with the right to seek pardon or appeal for commutation.

There is no international consensus for or against the death penalty imposed according
to the due process of the law. This has repeatedly been affirmed by the votes on past
UNGA resolutions on the death penalty, most recently in the 69th session. Key
international instruments that apply to countries with wide divergence in cultures and
values also do not proscribe and/or prohibit the use of death penalty.

The UN Charter clearly stipulates that nothing in its Charter shall authorise the UN to
intervene in matters which are essentially within the domestic jurisdiction of any State. In
this regard, in line with the UN Charter, no State shall intervene in such matters of other
States.

Every State thus has the inalienable sovereign right to choose its legal and criminal
justice systems, without interference by other States. Accordingly, the question of whether
to retain or abolish the death penalty and the types of crimes for which the death penalty is
applied should be determined by each State and the public they protect, taking into account
their unique circumstances and threats to their societies.

Thank you, Mr President.
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