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Madam President, 
 
I have the honour to speak on behalf of the European Union. 
 
The Acceding Country Croatia*, the Candidate Countries the former Yugoslav Republic of 

Macedonia*, Montenegro*, Iceland† and Serbia*, the Countries of the Stabilisation and Association 

Process and potential candidates Albania and Bosnia and Herzegovina, as well as Ukraine, the 

Republic of Moldova, Armenia and Georgia, align themselves with this declaration. 

 
The discussion under this agenda item is particularly relevant today as the Council has just adopted 

the first outcomes of the second UPR cycle. But the UPR is not only relevant in Geneva. From our 

missions in countries all over the world we receive the confirmation that the preparation and follow-

up to the review, especially when all relevant stakeholders are involved, have a mobilizing effect 

which has the potential to make a difference on the ground.  

The UPR is a truly universal mechanism, dealing with all human rights and applicable to all UN 
Member States without discrimination. That all States participated in the first cycle is to the great 
credit of the process. We call on all member states to continue to work to ensure that universal 
participation is maintained through the second cycle. It is upon UN Member States and this Council 
to truly realize the potential of this innovative peer review.  In this regard implementation is key. 
Ultimately the outcome of the UPR process depends not only on the quality of the 
recommendations, but also on the commitment to implement them.  
  
The EU notes that a growing number of countries submit interim reports about the implementation 

of UPR recommendations, on a voluntary basis.  The availability of these reports on the UPR 

website ensures a more transparent process and facilitates a continuous, regular and more 

meaningful dialogue.  

                                                 
* Croatia, the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia, Montenegro and Serbia continue to be part of the Stabilisation 
and Association Process. 
† Iceland continues to be a member of the EFTA and of the European Economic Area. 
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The EU welcomes the support provided by the OHCHR in the area of capacity-building and 

technical assistance and encourages states to draw up clear implementation plans and timelines as to 

ensure an optimal use of these tools. Given the importance attributed to capacity-building and 

technical assistance, the EU provides bilateral assistance to support implementation activities. 

 

The EU appreciates the stronger role of Paris Principles compliant National Human Rights 

Institutions, which can now intervene immediately after the States under review during the adoption 

of the outcome of the review. We have also seen an increasing use of video conferencing 

technology to allow participation from the field. This is a welcome development and further steps to 

ensure as broad a range of stakeholder participation as possible should be considered, both during 

the review and implementation stages.   

 

We welcome steps aimed at promoting the full cooperation of all relevant stakeholders in the UPR 

process, including national parliaments, national human rights institutions, and civil society 

representatives, particularly human rights defenders in Geneva and in the field. In this regard we 

reiterate our condemnation of acts of reprisals and intimidation those who have cooperated with the 

UN human rights machinery regarding the countries under review at the Council. 

The UPR process already foresees an active involvement of civil society which is very important 

given that, in many countries, NGOs are contributing in a significant way to the process by 

speaking out and documenting human rights violations. More could be done to involve civil society 

when it comes to designing and monitoring steps for the implementation of the UPR outcomes. 

Such measures could significantly contribute to the success of the national process, especially in 

light of the longer periodicity of this UPR cycle.  

Before concluding, Madame President, we would like to thank the Office of the High 

Commissioner for its valuable contribution and support to the UPR. The documentation provided 

for each review remains an important and reliable source of information on the current human rights 

record in the country concerned. 

 

Thank you, Madam President. 
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