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The final programme of the delegation of the Subcommittee on Human Rights (DROI) 

Wednesday 18 March 2015

Around midday Transfer by taxi of Ms Valenciano and Mr Grzyb from the airport to the hotel 
and luggage drop off

12.10 Preparatory meeting with Dominic Porter DHoD and 
Christina Kokkinakis HoS 
Venue: EU Delegation – 64 rue du Grand Pré – 4fl. Mr Porter's office

12.30-14.00 Lunch with selected Ambassadors, (EU Amb. Members of HRC)
Contact: Patricia Lionti – tel. 022/919.74.10
Venue: EU Delegation – 64 rue du Grand Pré – 5fl. Room B

Transfer by taxi to the Palais des Nations

14.10 Accreditation of the EP Delegation
Venue: Palais des Nations

14.30 Participation in the www.idefend-campaign.net
Contact: Laura Vincent: 078/888.36.09
Venue: Palais des Nations -  in front of room XX

15.00 Bilateral meeting with the HRC President, H.E. Mr Joachim Ruecker
Contact: Ms Elisa Oezbek, tel. 022/917.14.64 – eoezbek@unog.ch  and Ms 
Christina Gkouvali – cgkouvali@unog.ch, tel. 022/917.17.32
Venue: Palais des Nations, room E-3063 (HRC President's office)

15.30-16.15 Briefing by the EU Ambassador
Contact: Mr Peter Sørensen – cell. 079/234.49.99
Venue: Palais des Nations, EU office E-3001

16.30-17.15 Meeting with Geneva-based NGOs
Venue: Palais des Nations – room E-3001

19h30 Dinner hosted by Chair of the Subcommittee Ms Valenciano
Venue: Hotel President Wilson, Quai Wilson 47. Tel. 022/906.60.0
guests 

Thursday 19 March 2015

09.40 Meeting with the Ambassador of Palestine
H.E. Mr Ibrahim Khraishi 
Contact: Shirin: cell: 079/52.77.537
Venue: Palais des Nations, room 1014/16

10.00 Attendance at the main session of the Human Rights Council
"UPR outcomes - Kazakhstan, Angola, Iran"
Venue: Palais des Nations, plenary – room XX 
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11.00 (parallel) Debriefing of Chair Ms Elena Valenciano by EU Del Expert: 
Jérôme Bellion-Jourdan on Business and Human Rights 
Cell: +41/79.835.42.15
Venue: EU Office E-3001

11.00 Meeting with the Ambassador of Belarus 
H.E. Mr Mikhail Khvostov
Contact: Olga, tel. 022/748.24.50
Venue: Palais des Nations, room 1014/16

12.00-14.00 Side event on Business and Human Rights by Franciscans International, 
CIDSE, FIAN International, and Friends of the Earth
Venue: Palais des Nations, room XXVII

15.00 Meeting with the Ambassador of Ecuador
H.E. Mrs María Fernanda Espinosa Garces
Contact: Ms Wendy Campana, tel. 022/732.49.55 –
Juan Pablo Cabena: tel. 078/741.81.09
Venue: Palais des Nations, room 1014/16 

15.30 Meeting with the Special Rapporteur on DPRK 
Mr Marzuki Darusman
Contact: hr-dprk@ohchr.org - Contact: Mr Guillaume Pfeiffle –
gpfeiffle@ohchr.org - tel. 022/917.93.84
Venue: Palais des Nations, room E1014/16

16.00 Meeting with the Ambassador of Pakistan (coordinator OIC)
H.E. Mr Zamir Akram
Contact: Manzoor Hussain (mhussain_2@hotmail.com) –
tel. 022/749.19.42
Venue: Palais des Nations, room E1014/16

16.30 Meeting with Members of the Secretariat representing the Working Group 
on Business and Human Rights
Contact: Natasha Andrews - nandrews@ohchr.org, tel. 022/917.93.23
Meeting with Ulrik Halsteen and Natasha Andrews 
Venue: Palais des Nations, room E1014/16

17.00 Departure to Geneva Airport
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Report of the DROI mission
28th session of the United Nations Human Rights Council

Geneva 18 and 19 March 2015

Introduction

Ms Elena Valenciano (SD), Chair of the Sub-Commission on Human Rights (DROI) led this 
year's delegation, composed also of Mr Andrzej Grzyb (EPP DROI Coordinator). The mission 
took place on 18 and 19 March. 

In recent years, the annual visit to the Human Rights Council (HRC) has become a DROI 
tradition that continues to be welcomed and recognised as valuable by the EU Delegation, EU 
and third country ambassadors as well as by Geneva-based civil society groups.

This was the first such visit under the new Chair and had a new approach: to give a more in-
depth focus to meetings even if this would mean having fewer meetings than in the past. 

Nonetheless, the two-day mission still managed to include a considerable number of useful 
meetings. Setting the scene for the subsequent meetings were briefings by the new EU 
Ambassador heading the EUDEL, Mr Peter Sorensen, and the working lunch hosted by EU 
with EU Ambassadors who are members of the HRC. The working dinner, hosted by the 
DROI Chair, was attended by ambassadors representing countries from several continents and
gave an insight into the debates underway in the HRC, from the perspective of third countries. 
  
Bilateral meetings with the new HRC President, H.E. Joachim Ruecker as well as with the 
Ambassadors of Palestine, Belarus, Ecuador, and Pakistan (who was invited in his own 
capacity but also as the coordinator of the Organisation of the Islamic Conference (OIC) were 
occasions to conduct in-depth discussions on a number of issues). In order to maintain a 
balanced approach to the Israel - Palestine issue, an attempt to set up a meeting with the 
Ambassador of Israel was undertaken but did not come into effect due to unavailability of the 
Ambassador within the limited time frame of the DROI delegation.   

The DROI delegation also met with the UN Special Rapporteur on the Democratic People's 
Republic of Korea (DPRK) and with members of the secretariat of the Working Group on 
business and human rights.

As in the past, the exchange of views with NGOs to get their take on the key concerns of the 
session was useful.  On Thursday 19 March, the Chair participated in a lunchtime side event 
on business and human rights, organised by civil society, thereby also reinforcing active links 
between DROI and civil society. 
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I.  Working lunch with EU Ambassadors 

The following ambassadors took part in the working lunch offered by the EU Delegation: Mr
Bertrand DE CROMBRUGGHE (Belgium),  Mr Jüri SEILENTHAL (Estonia), Mr Joachim 
RUECKER (Germany), Ms Patricia O'BRIEN (Ireland), Mr Raimonds JANSONS (Latvia), 
Mr Jean-Marc HOSCHEIT (Luxembourg), Mr Remigiusz HENCZEL (Poland), Ms Ana 
MENENDEZ (Spain ), Mr Jean-Noël LADOIS (France), Ms Ana Helena MARQUES 
(Portugal); and from the EU Delegation Mr Dominic Porter, Deputy Head of Delegation, and 
Ms Christina Kokkinakis, Minister Counsellor.

The EU Deputy Head of Delegation gave a short briefing on the key issues dominating the 
HRC's 28th session, followed by the EU's priorities. Many of these items had also been on 
DROI's agenda in recent months,  including the disappearance of the 43 Mexican trainee 
teachers, refugees and Internally Displaced Persons (IDP), child soldiers, the rights of the 
child, women's rights, persecution of religious minorities, the fight against terrorism and the 
consequences for human rights, Freedom of Religion and Belief, the situations in Ukraine, the 
Middle East, Russia, the issue of Boko Haram killing, kidnapping and persecuting Christians 
and - a particular priority for DROI - business and human rights. 

The DROI delegation was also informed that the EU had tabled four resolutions, namely: one 
on the rights of children together with 61 Latin American and Caribbean Group countries 
(GRULAC) and three other resolutions on the Democratic People's Republic of Korea 
(DPRK), on Myanmar/Burma, and on Freedom of religion and belief, the latter also supported 
by Pakistan and Turkey. Cooperation between the EU on the one hand and Pakistan and 
Turkey on the other hand seemed constructive, with Pakistan playing a positive role as Chair 
of the Organization of the Islamic Conference (OIC), especially on the sensitive debate on 
freedom of religion or belief.  

Issues such as the role of the 'Like Minded Group', which includes Russia, South Africa and
Saudi Arabia, and the hardening position of Russia, as well as Ecuador's push for binding 
rules on business and human rights, and the conflict in the Middle East were all presented as 
matters of concern. Another area of concern was the situation in Palestine, where both parties 
see the EU as a mediator. 

1. Fighting extremism and terrorism vs respect for individual rights

So far, there is a consensus on the HRC resolution on freedom of religion or belief, as adopted 
in 2013 (A/HRC/RES/22/20). The EU is trying to maintain the consensus built around this 
resolution. However, the current trend, which tries to give priority to the fight against 
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terrorism and extremism, threatens the consensus. Egypt and Nigeria want to put the fight 
against terrorism high on the agenda. A resolution tabled by Egypt, on the inability of States 
to combat terrorism or the African Union  proposal to hold a special session on Boko Haram 
are considered to be problematic for the EU and the US.  The fight against terrorism should 
also uphold the values of democracy and respect for human rights and address the root causes 
of the conflicts. The fight against terrorism and extremism should not be used to avoid State 
responsibilities to have in place democratic institutions, and accountability, and should not 
undermine respect for human rights.  The debate on freedom of expression and religion,
which occupies an important place in the agenda of the UNHRC, has unfortunately, become 
polarized. 

2. Individual vs collective rights

Another issue that animates the debate within the HRC revolves around the question of 
individual vs collective rights. The EU and other industrialised countries are seen by 
developing countries as favouring individual human rights LGBTI was given as example - at 
the expense of collective rights such as the right to food, housing and employment, which 
developing countries consider very important. The defenders of collective rights see 
resolutions on the violation of human rights in individual countries as divisive.  The Pakistan 
Ambassador insisted on the importance of fulfilling basic human needs (right to food, 
housing, drinking water....) without which freedom of expression cannot be achieved. He also 
favoured a thematic approach thereby avoiding controversy on the condemnation of a 
particular country for violation of human rights while at the same time recognising that the 
appalling situations in Syria, Iraq or DPRK could not be ignored. He also expressed concern 
about the growing politicization and polarization of the debate on LGTBI or freedom of 
expression in the HRC.

3. Human Rights and Business: 

A resolution on the setting up of an international and legally binding instrument on 
transnational corporations and other business enterprises with respect to human rights was 
adopted by the HRC in June 2014.  The resolution was initiated by Ecuador and supported by 
Brazil, Russia, India China (BRICs). However, a number of EU Member States voted against
it using the following arguments: firstly, it is premature; secondly, the proposal targets only 
multinationals and excludes local businesses; thirdly, the Guiding Principles of the United 
Nations relating to business and human rights already exist and should be sufficient.   

However, the EU Member States, despite their negative positions, were now willing to 
reconsider this if certain conditions are fulfilled: 1. the Chairman of the Working Group 
should be independent; 2. the proposal should include local businesses and 3. civil society 
organisations should be involved.

The message from the DROI Chair was clear.  In line with the EP resolution, the Chair 
insisted on the necessity of EU participation in the upcoming discussions on a binding 
instrument within the United Nations system. The issue should not be presented as a choice 
between the guiding principles of the United Nations on the one hand and an international 
binding treaty on the other. Both approaches were valid and discussion on the implementation 
of the existing mechanisms and a possible binding treaty in the future can be conducted in 
parallel. Furthermore, all parties must try to find a comprehensive, inclusive and flexible 
solution.
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II. Working dinner with third country Ambassadors

The Chair of the DROI Subcommittee hosted a working dinner to discuss matters related to 
the current HRC session, the achievements and the challenges lying ahead, as seen from third 
countries' perspectives.

The Ambassador of Burundi, H.E.Mr Ndayiragije, brought up the issue of sexual orientation 
and cultural differences between the west and the global south. He said that it would take time 
to discuss the question of the LGTBI in Africa for example. The Ambassador of the African 
Union, H.E. Mr Ehouzou, called on the European Parliament to strengthen the Pan-African 
Parliament. He also said that Boko Haram must be defeated with the help of the international 
community and that negotiating with terrorists should not be allowed. He also mentioned that 
progress had been seen with regard to human rights in some African countries. He gave the 
example of Tanzania, which had adopted legislation to protect albinos and to ban witchcraft. 
He added that a Tanzanian court had recently condemned to death four witchdoctors who had 
murdered albinos. However, while welcoming the legislation protecting albinos, the death 
sentence against the witchdoctors raised concern among other participants. 

The Ambassador of Brazil, H.E. Ms Dunlop, argued in favour of strengthening the relations
between the European Parliament and the HRC. She said that reinforcing each other was 
important for both institutions, and insisted that parliaments (from all HRC member states) 
should come to Geneva more often and implement the decisions of the Council.  Furthermore, 
she gave a global assessment of the work of the HRC and her remarks are included below in 
the section on the Human Rights Council.  

The US Ambassador, H.E. Mr Harper, and Ambassador Klymenko from Ukraine also raised 
issues such as minority rights and the threat of terrorism.  

III. The Human Rights Council: 

All DROI's interlocutors, including the EU and third country Ambassadors, the President of 
the HRC and civil society representatives recognized the important role played by the Human 
Rights Council. 

Efficiency:  One of the criteria that can be used to measure the efficiency of the HRC is the 
Universal Periodic Review (UPR), which has proved to be very effective. Its 
recommendations are gradually beginning to be implemented by the countries concerned. It 
has also allowed for constructive dialogue with countries.  There is an increasing demand for 
Special Procedures and Rapporteurs, which shows the interest that exists in the work of the 
Council. However, the HRC does not have an adequate budget to do its job properly and to 
respond to all the requests that are addressed to it. As such, the HRC was described by some 
as having become a victim of its own success. 

Funding:  While defending human rights is one of the three pillars of the UN's activities, the 
HRC only gets 3% of the regular budget and the rest comes mainly from voluntary 
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contributions. Its dependency on voluntary contribution poses problems. There was 
widespread agreement among DROI's interlocutors that the protection of human rights, as one 
of the main pillars of the UN system, should be funded from the regular budget rather than 
from voluntary contributions. Often these were earmarked by donors for their pet projects, 
leading to accusations of the HRC being politicised. The fact that the Special Rapporteurs did 
"tremendous work" without being paid or getting secretariat support was commended. 

Bloc voting: This question was raised again this year in the EP resolution on the EU's 
priorities for the 28th session, adopted on 12 March. In this context, there was what HRC 
President Ruecker called "the EU's perception problem. We don't want to encourage blocs to 
speak in the HRC as groups but it is (seen as) different for the EU, which is encouraged to 
speak 'with one voice'". He stressed that this was definitely not the same as 'bloc voting'. In 
any case, while 98% of the time the 28 Member States pulled together on the resolutions 
tabled by the EU, there were occasions where differences surfaced. For example on last year's 
resolution on drones, there was a three-way split. Voting in blocs caused problems, but it was
difficult to ask each country to vote individually and in an independent manner.

Inflating agenda: Criticism of the inflation of the HRC agenda and the proliferation of 
Special Mandate-holders was also raised in the light of the limited budget.  There were also 
too many side event meetings; on the other hand, these were very important as in most cases 
proposals are discussed in these sides' events before arriving on the table of the Council. 

IV. Meeting with NGOs: Save the Children, Amnesty International and 
International Federation of human rights

1. Ms Jacqueline Hale, Save the Children International: the discussion focused on the 
rights of children in general and the resolution tabled by the EU for the 28th session in 
particular. She made the point that the recommendations in this resolution should be 
integrated into the internal and external policies of the EU.  The rights of children must be 
included in the revised EU Action Plan on human rights and democracy, Currently Save the 
Children is preparing a campaign on guidelines to protect schools in situations of armed 
conflict and on prohibiting schools from being used as military bases.

2. Mr Nicolas Agostini, International Federation of Human Rights: he criticized the 
double standard policy of the EU and illustrated this by asking why there was a Special 
Rapporteur for Belarus and not one for Azerbaijan, and said this remained an open question.  
On binding rules on business and human rights, the NGOs in general supported the Ecuador 
initiative and believed that the EU must be part of the process. They also said that a number of 
multinational companies are also in favour of the proposal, as this would put them all on a 
level playing field.  

3. Mr Peter Splinter, Amnesty International: he expressed concerns about counter 
terrorism legislation such as the proposed amendments to the Spanish criminal code that 
would expand the definition of terrorism. He called on the European Parliament to remain 
vigilant and warned against intrusive surveillance practices at the expense of respect for 
individual human rights. He also argued that the terrorists who had committed crimes in 
France and Denmark were known to the security services before they committed the crimes.
He also insisted on the necessity of protecting whistle-blowers, and drew attention to the 
Council of Europe's report on the EU's complicity with regard to the CIA's secret detentions. 
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V. Bilateral meetings  

1. H.E. Mr Joachim Ruecker, President of the Human Rights Council:  

He raised a few 'sticky' points that were raising their head in the session, including: 

-  Sri Lanka: the UN report on promoting reconciliation, accountability and human rights in 
Sri Lanka deals with the situation that prevailed before the arrival of the current Sri Lankan 
president. However, as the situation has changed, consideration of an updated report has been 
postponed to September. 

- Israel and Palestine: this remains a contentious topic.  The Commission of Inquiry into the 
situation in Gaza will present its report in the June HRC session.  

- Drones: there is no consensus among the 28 Member States

- Role of civil society:  while recognising the important role of civil society in the work of the 
HRC, Mr Ruecker criticized the EP's resolution on the EU's priorities for the UN Human 
rights Council in 2015 on this issue.  The resolution regretted that the scope of interaction 
between civil society and the Human Rights Council has continued to shrink and that NGOs 
have less opportunity to take the floor. He found this statement incorrect as the time slots
allocated to NGOs had not been reduced but it was simply a case of an increasing number of 
civil society organisations having to share the same overall allocation of slots.  

Mr Mikhail Khvostov, Ambassador of Belarus:  a number of issues including the question 
of visa facilitation for citizens of Belarus to be able to visit the EU, and the death penalty, 
were raised. From the DROI side, there was a particular interest in the question of the death 
penalty - which the ambassador talked down, saying there had "only been three executions 
last year"; Belarus had held a referendum on the death penalty last year and had started to take 
certain steps (eg if a prisoner agreed to cooperate with the authorities, he could be pardoned 
and his sentence commuted to life imprisonment. 

On the question of why Belarus was preventing the UN Special Rapporteur from visiting the 
country, the Ambassador said that Belarus tried to cooperate with the international community 
but there were differences in how both sides understood human rights.  Regarding the Special 
Rapporteur's mandate specifically, Belarus was against it as it saw the mandate as "a political 
decision on the part of the EU". On the forthcoming Eastern Partnership Summit in Riga, the 
ambassador said that this was more of a political event and Belarus would like to see the 
Partnership being more open to economic cooperation. 

Mr Ibrahim Khraishi, Ambassador of Palestine:  he said that, with the elections in Israel, 
the two countries were entering a difficult time in which to address contentious issues.  The 
fact that Israel was moving to the extreme right further complicated the situation. However, 
he said that as Palestine had signed up to all relevant international treaties, it would use all 
legal mechanisms at its disposal to defend itself and to find a peaceful solution to the conflict. 
Palestine had nothing to lose but Israel, on the contrary, had a lot to lose. The EU should help 
Israel to honour its international obligations. 
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Mr Zamir Akram, Ambassador of Pakistan:  The Ambassador considered the resolution on 
freedom of religion or belief, adopted in 2013, to be an important landmark. He explained that 
the law against blasphemy was introduced in Pakistan by the UK during the colonial era to 
maintain law and order. At present, the anti-blasphemy law is being used and abused. Given 
the international context, it is very difficult to repeal the law from Pakistan’s Constitution, but 
the government has introduced amendments to leave no possibility for abuse.

On the question of Charlie Hebdo, the Ambassador said that unlike the prevailing culture in 
the West, religious leaders were considered to be 'untouchable' or sacred in the Muslim 
religion and culture, so such actions by caricaturists provoked counter reactions. He admitted 
that the rising tension between Islam and other minority religions was worrying. 

The Ambassador was of the view that the HRC needed to work in consensus and avoid 
controversy, which was harmful. The growing politicization and polarization of the debate 
and the challenges of a discriminatory and double standards approach were also raised. From 
the southern countries' perspective, a thematic approach such as the right to food, 
development and adequate housing rights, which were as important as freedom of speech and 
religion, would be preferable.

Mr Marzuki Darusman, Special Rapporteur on DPRK:  The Special Rapporteur was 
prohibited by the regime from visiting the country and carrying out any investigations there. 
To counter this major problem, he had put in place a contact group to try and obtain some 
information from the country. He did not elaborate on the composition of this group. 

Ms Maria Fernanda Espiona, Ambassador of Ecuador:  the main topic discussed with the 
ambassador was the Ecuadorian proposal for a legally binding instrument on business and 
human rights. The ambassador explained that there was a need for binding rules in a 
globalized economy. The multinationals now had more rights than States in general, and this 
was problematic. Voluntary regulation was not enough and States had limited capacity to put 
pressure on multinational companies. On the question of appointing an independent president 
to the Intergovernmental Working Group (IGWG) on legally binding instruments regarding
transnational corporations and other business enterprises with respect to human rights - one of 
the conditions for the EU’s participation - the ambassador stressed that Ecuador has been 
given a mandate by the resolution and that this should be respected. 

M Ulrik Halsteen and Ms Natasha Andrews, Working Group on business and Human 
Rights: This was the last meeting before the departure of the delegation. The meeting 
concentrated mainly on an exchange of basic information on the composition of the Working 
Group and its mandate.  It is currently, chaired by Mr Michael Addo, from Ghana. The 
Working Group has a broad mandate with a focus on promoting the dissemination and 
effective and comprehensive implementation of the Guiding Principles on Business and 
Human rights. Members were reminded that the fourth annual UN Forum on Business and 
Human Rights will take place in Geneva from 16-18 November 2015. 

VI. Concluding remarks:

Direct outcome: as stated earlier, DROI's visit was very well received and a number of third 
country Ambassadors stressed the importance of parliaments (not just the EP) coming to 
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Geneva more often as parliaments are the legitimate representatives of society. The good 
cooperation between the European Parliament and Geneva was stressed and was illustrated 
soon after the mission when the EUDEL Deputy Head of Mission attended the DROI meeting 
on 26 March, a week after the DROI mission returned from Geneva, for an exchange of views 
on the outcome of the latest session. In July HRC President Ruecker will come to DROI to 
brief Members on the state of debate in the HRC ahead of the planned DROI mission to 
Israel/Palestine

Difficulties during the preparation period:  A number of would-be interlocutors, including 
the High Commissioner himself and his Deputy, were unavailable or out of town; the Iranian 
Ambassador had to cancel his meeting with the DROI delegation in order to be in Lausanne 
for the evolving nuclear talks. In  future, in order to maintain a balanced approach to the 
Israel – Palestine issue, meetings with both diplomatic sides should also be organised. As this 
was the week when all HRC resolutions had to be tabled (they were due to be adopted on 26 
and 27 March), the delegation had to be flexible as some meetings were rescheduled or 
cancelled at the last minute. Equally, quite a few of the Special Rapporteurs DROI would 
have liked to meet will only present their reports in June or September.

As such, the DROI delegation makes the following recommendations:

 that on future occasions DROI request authorisation to travel outside the green 
week for the  Human Rights Council's March session at a time when more 
interlocutors would be available

 that consideration be given to DROI delegations also travelling to Geneva for the 
June or September sessions, as 'follow-up' to the regular mission in March

 that DROI's priorities and the issues to be raised with the HRC are discussed in a 
number of regular DROI meetings even before the EU's priorities are 
announced.  

Annexes: 

1. Press statement
2. HRC draft programme
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Annex 1: Press release by the Subcommittee on Human Rights, 19 March 2015

Press statement - 19.03.2015

DROI delegation to UN Human Rights Council, Geneva 19 March 2015

On the occasion of the 28th session of the UN Human Rights Council (UNCHR), a 
delegation from the European Parliament's Subcommittee on Human Rights, led by Ms 
Elena Valenciano, accompanied by Mr. Andrzej Grzyb, met with the President of the 
Human Rights Council, Mr. Joachim Ruecker, EU and third countries ambassadors and 
members of the HRC.

Among topics discussed were issues related to children's rights, freedom of expression, belief 
and religion, as well as specific country-related human rights situations, such as: the Democratic 
People's Republic of Korea, Myanmar and Belarus. One of the points which was underlined was 
the usefulness of the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) in improving human rights.
The delegation also met civil society organisations to discuss global issues such as the 
importance of linking human rights and business, freedom of expression online and offline, and 
the question of preventing schools from being used as military basis in conflict situations.

The question of human rights and business was one of the subjects raised by all parties that the 
delegation met. Ms Elena Valenciano, who took part as a panellist in a side event on Business 
and Human Rights, said that while supporting the UN Guiding Principles on Business and Human 
Rights the EU should engage in the emerging debate on a legally binding international instrument 
within the UN system.

The importance of coordinating and mutually reinforcing the work of the EP's Subcommittee on 
Human Rights and the HRC was underlined. The first step in this direction will take place 
next week on the 26th of March with the visit of the EU Deputy Head of Delegation, Mr Dominic 
Porter, who will participate in a an exchange of views with the Subcommittee on Human 
Rights. Mr Ruecker is also expected to present an evaluation of the 28th session at a meeting of 
the Subcommittee in July.

Contact:

Office of MEP Elena VALENCIANO
 +32(0)2 28 45846 
 elena.valenciano@europarl.europa.eu

To subscribe or unsubscribe to press releases and alerts for the Foreign Affairs Committee and 
EP delegations, please send an email to foreign-press@europarl.europa.eu

This is an informal message intended to help journalists covering the work of the European 
Parliament. It is neither an official press release nor a comprehensive record of proceedings.

This image 
cannot 
currently be 
displayed.
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Annex 2: Programme of the 28th session of the UN Human Rights Council, March 2015

WEEK 1 WEEK 2 WEEK 3 WEEK 4

2 March 9 March 16 March 23  March

ITEM 1   
Opening of session
High-level segment 

(HLS)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 3
Clustered ID with:

- IE on HR & environment
- IE on foreign debt

  9:00
–

12.00

ITEM 4
Individual IDs with:

- SR on DPR of Korea
- COI on Eritrea (oral update)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 7
- Oral update by COI on 
Gaza
- Individual ID w. SR on 
OPT

HLS  (cont’d)
12.00

–
15.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d) 
Clustered ID with:

- SR on right to food
- SR on adequate housing

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d)
Individual IDs with:

- COI on Eritrea  (cont’d)
- SR on Islamic Republic of Iran

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 7 (cont’d)
- ID with SR on OPT (cont’d)
- HC/SG reports followed 
by General debate

HLS  (cont’d)
15.00

–
18.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d) 
Clustered ID with:

- SR on torture
- SR on HR defenders

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d)
Individual IDs with:

- SR on Iran (cont’d) 
- SR on Myanmar

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 8 
General debate

ITEM 9
- Report of Ad Hoc 

Committee followed by
General debate

3 March 10 March 17 March 24 March

ANNUAL HIGH-LEVEL 
PANEL ON HUMAN 

RIGHTS 
MAINSTREAMING

(HRC res. 16/21)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d) 
Clustered ID  (cont’d)

- SR on torture 
- SR on HR defenders

ID with SR on persons with 
disabilities

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d)
Individual ID with COI on the 

Syrian Arab Republic

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 9
General debate (cont’d)

ITEM 10
Individual ID with

IE on CAR (oral update)

HLS  (cont’d)
12.00

–
15.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d) 
ID with SR on persons with 

disabilities (cont’d) 

ID with SR on freedom of 
religion or belief  

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d) 
General debate

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 10
Individual IDs with:

- IE on CAR (cont’d) 
- IE on Côte d’Ivoire 
       (oral update)
- IE on Haiti

HLS  (cont’d)
15.00

–
18.00

ANNUAL INTERACTIVE 
DEBATE ON THE RIGHTS

OF PERSONS WITH 
DISABILITIES
(HRC res. 25/20)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d)
General debate  (cont’d)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 10
Individual IDs with:

- IE on Haiti (cont’d)
- IE on Mali

4 March 11 March 18 March 25 March

HLS  (cont’d)
  9.00

–
12.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d) 
ID with SR on freedom of 
religion or belief  (cont’d)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 4  (cont’d)
General debate  (cont’d)

ITEM 3  (cont’d)
ID with SR on minority issues

ITEM 5
- Report of the Forum on 

Minority Issues 
- SP annual report

followed by General debate

  9.00
–

12.00

ANNUAL THEMATIC 
DISCUSSION ON 

TECHNICAL 
COOPERATION 
(HRC res. 27/20)

HLS  (cont’d)
12.00

–
15.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d)
Clustered ID with:

- SR on cultural rights 
- SR on sale of children

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 6
UPR outcomes

Italy, El Salvador, Gambia

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 10  (cont’d)
Individual ID with IE on Mali 

(cont’d)
ITEM 2  (cont’d)

- ID on OHCHR report on Iraq

BIENNIAL HIGH-LEVEL 
PANEL ON 

THE QUESTION OF 
THE DEATH PENALTY 

(HRC res. 26/2)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d)
Clustered ID with SRSGs:

- violence against children
- children and armed conflict

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 6  (cont’d)
UPR outcomes

Bolivia (Plurinational State of), 
Fiji, San Marino

15.00
–

18.00

- Other HC/SG country 
reports (Item 2) followed by 

General debate
ITEM 10

- HC/SG country reports 
(Item 10), followed by 

General debate
5 March 12 March 19 March 26 March

HLS  (cont’d)
General segment 

  9.00
–

12.00

ANNUAL FULL-DAY 
MEETING ON THE RIGHTS 

OF THE CHILD (HRC res. 
25/6)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 6  (cont’d)
UPR outcomes

Kazakhstan, Angola, Iran 
(Islamic Republic of)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 10 GD (cont’d)
HC/SG country reports, 

followed by General debate

ITEM 2*
HC annual report

followed by ID with the HC

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d)
Clustered ID w SRSGs (cont’d)
- violence against children
- children and armed conflict

12.00
–

15.00

PANEL DISCUSSION 
ON NATIONAL POLICIES

AND HUMAN RIGHTS 
(HRC res. 27/26)

12.00
–

15.00

ITEM 1  (cont’d)
Decisions and conclusions

ITEM 2  (cont’d)
ID with the HC  (cont’d)

15.00
–

18.00

ANNUAL FULL-DAY 
MEETING ON THE RIGHTS 

OF THE CHILD (HRC res. 
25/6)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 6  (cont’d)
UPR outcomes

Iraq, Madagascar, Slovenia

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 1  (cont’d)
Decisions and conclusions  

(cont’d)

6 March 13 March 20 March 27 March

FULL-DAY DISCUSSION 
ON HUMAN RIGHTS & 

CLIMATE CHANGE
(HRC res. 26/27)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEMS 2 & 3  (cont’d)
HC/SG thematic reports

followed by General debate

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 6  (cont’d)
UPR outcomes

Egypt, Bosnia and Herzegovina

ITEM 5  (cont’d)
General debate (cont’d)

  9.00
–

12.00

ITEM 1  (cont’d)
Decisions and conclusions  

(cont’d)

Break
12-13 Break 12.00

–
ITEM 6  (cont’d)
General debate

12.00
–

Break
13.00- ITEM 3  (cont’d)
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15.00 General debate  (cont’d) 15.00 15.00

FULL-DAY DISCUSSION 
ON HUMAN RIGHTS & 

CLIMATE CHANGE
(HRC res. 26/27)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 3  (cont’d)
General debate  (cont’d)

15.00
–

18.00

DEBATE ON THE STATE OF 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION 

WORLDWIDE
(GA res. 69/162)

15.00
–

18.00

ITEM 1  (cont’d)
Decisions and conclusions

(cont’d)
Appt. of SP mandate holders
Adoption of session report


