
 

 
 
 

 
European Union 

 

UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 

28th Session  

(2-27 March 2015) 

 

 

 

______ 

Item 6 

______ 

 

 

Statement by 

H.E. Mr Raimonds Jansons  

Ambassador, Permanent Representative of Latvia 

on behalf of the European Union 

 

 

 

Geneva, 20 March 2015 
 

- CHECK AGAINST DELIVERY -  

  



 2

 

UNITED NATIONS  
HUMAN RIGHTS COUNCIL 

28th Session  

(2-27 March 2015) 

EU Statement 

Universal Periodic Review 

 

Mr. President,  

I have the honour to speak on behalf of the European Union. 

The following countries align themselves with this statement: Turkey, the former Yugoslav 

Republic of Macedonia, Iceland, Serbia, Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Ukraine, the Republic 

of Moldova, Armenia and Georgia. 

Let me start by reiterating the EU's support for the UPR, a truly universal mechanism which has the 

potential to make a difference on the ground.  The principles of the UPR are applicable to all 

Member States without discrimination, and the universality of the process remains a salient feature 

of its success.  

 

The preparation for the second cycle of UPR reviews through the implementation of accepted 

recommendations in the first cycle has had a positive as well as a mobilizing effect on both 

governments and civil society.  We are pleased to note that a growing number of States have 

decided to present a mid-term report on a voluntary basis. We welcome this practice as a 

contribution to a more transparent process and a continuous, regular and meaningful dialogue. At 

the same time, we underline the importance of and strongly encourage the practice of each State to 

keep a continuous focus on the implementation of the recommendations. 

 

We recognise the importance of providing technical assistance in order to help States in the 

implementation of recommendations. While noting that implementation plans are done on a 

voluntary basis, we believe that they are useful tools for dialogue and cooperation between the 
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States providing and the States receiving technical assistance related to the implementation of the 

accepted UPR recommendations.  

 

We are pleased to witness an active role of independent National Human Rights Institutions in the 

UPR process. Those institutions which are in full compliance with the Paris Principles are able to 

intervene immediately following the State under Review. We are encouraged by their participation, 

which enables them to provide their views on the progress made and challenges ahead.   

 

Independent NGOs are contributing in a significant way by speaking out and documenting human 

rights violations on the ground. We would like to commend the active involvement of civil society 

in the UPR process, which has given a further impetus to this important mechanism. While in many 

cases the relations between States and independent NGOs are exemplary, we remain concerned by 

reported incidents of harassment, intimidation and reprisals towards civil society representatives 

and their organisations, and continue to defend NGOs´ legitimate participation. 

 

In conclusion, we welcome the valuable support provided by the OHCHR in the area of technical 

assistance and capacity building. We wish to thank the Office for its contribution to the UPR 

process, and will continue to count on the commitment and professionalism of the Office's staff.  

 

 

 


