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Concludes Interactive Dialogue with Special Rapporteur on Racism, 
Starts General Debate on Racism and Follow-Up to Durban Declaration 
and Programme of Action

The Human Rights Council this afternoon listened to presentations by the 
Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in Liberia and the 
Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in Somalia, under its 
agenda item on technical assistance and capacity building. The Council also
concluded its interactive dialogue with the Special Rapporteur on racism and 
related intolerance and started its general debate on racism and related 
forms of intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of the Durban 
Declaration and Programme of Action, listening to presentations by Brazil 
and Nigeria on the outcomes of the Regional Preparatory Meetings for the 
Durban Review Conference. 

Charlotte Abaka, Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in 
Liberia, said she was pleased to say that there had been improvements in 
the human rights situation in Somalia, particularly concerning economic, 
social and cultural rights. However, urgent measures needed to be taken to
ensure that the discrimination and marginalization in political and economic 
terms were addressed, as well as access to effective justice. 

Shamsul Bari, Independent Expert on the situation of human rights in 
Somalia, said that he had taken up his mandate on 1 May 2008 and he had 
undertaken a trip to the Horn of Africa from 28 June to 12 July. He had come
back with some impressions. People were living in constant fear; the State
was very weak and could not provide protection to the population. Despite all
the pain and agony he had heard about, it could not obscure the fact that 
there was new hope, especially since the new Special Representative of the 
Secretary-General had helped to bring the parties to move forward in the 
peace process.

During the meeting, the Council also heard from Brazil and Nigeria on the 
outcomes of the first two Regional Preparatory Meetings for the Durban 
Review Conference which will be held in April 2009.

Brazil, speaking on behalf of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean 
Countries, briefing the Council on the outcome of the Regional Preparatory 
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Meeting for Latin America and the Caribbean, which took place in Brasilia in 
June 2008, said that, during the meeting, most countries had expressed 
concern about the need to protect the rights of indigenous people, the need 
to eliminate discrimination against people of African descent and the need to 
fight discrimination against migrant workers. Countries from the region had
also expressed concern at the legislation recently passed or proposed by 
some countries that ran counter to the commitments made under human 
rights and migrant workers conventions. 

Nigeria, speaking on behalf of the African Group, said that the African 
Regional Preparatory Meeting had addressed the gaps in the implementation 
of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action through a number of 
measures. It had addressed the measures of prevention, education and
protection aimed at the eradication of racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance. The meeting had also fostered close
cooperation between national human rights institutions, non governmental 
organizations, and governments, particularly in the identification of good 
practices to curtail both incitement and dissemination of racial hatred.

Speaking in the ensuing general debate, States said that racism, racial 
discrimination and xenophobia were phenomena that existed in all societies.
The international community must thus unite itself to fight them. The Durban
Review Conference must concentrate on implementing the Durban 
Declaration and Programme of Action without re-opening discussion on these 
documents. Islamophobia constituted a threat and in this regard, national and
international responses remained insufficient. Some States also called on
other regions to follow the example set by Latin America and Africa and 
organise their own Regional Preparatory Meetings.

Speaking in the general debate were the delegations of France on behalf of 
the European Union, Pakistan on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic 
Conference, Cuba on behalf of the Non Aligned Movement, Brazil, Argentina, 
Egypt, the Russian Federation, Switzerland, Ghana, Indonesia, South Africa, 
Bolivia, China, Algeria, Georgia, the African Union, the International 
Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies, Morocco, Rwanda, the 
Democratic Republic of the Congo, the Holy See, Libya, Iran, Turkey, Syria, 
Armenia and Denmark. 

At the beginning of the meeting, the Council concluded its interactive 
dialogue with the Special Rapporteur on racism and related intolerance.

In concluding remarks, Githu Muigai, Special Rapporteur on contemporary 
forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance, 
said that the shift from the concept of defamation of religion to incitement to 
religious hatred was intended to clarify the concept. It helped to move the
discussion forward and to avoid difficult nomenclature. The Special
Rapporteur said that there was a consensus gradually emerging. Especially
after having consulted the documents of the Abuja Review Conference, 
delegations would see that there was more that united them than divided 
them. 

Speaking in the interactive dialogue with the Special Rapporteur on racism 
were the delegations of Saudi Arabia, Mauritania, Egypt, Kenya and 
Indonesia.
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When the Council meets at 10 a.m. on Monday, 22 September, it will meet 
behind closed doors to discuss its Complaint Procedure. At 3 p.m., it is
scheduled to hold a panel discussion on missing persons. On Tuesday, 23
September at 10 a.m., the Council will hear statements on the presentations 
of the Independent Experts on the situation of human rights in Liberia and 
Somalia and will conclude its general debate on racism and related forms of 
intolerance, follow-up to and implementation of the Durban Declaration and 
Programme of Action.

Document on Technical Cooperation and Advisory Service in Liberia

The Council has before it the report of the Independent Expert on technical 
cooperation and advisory services in Liberia, Charlotte Abaka (A/HRC/9/15), 
setting out the findings of the independent expert's mission to Liberia in July 
2008, notes that, for the first time in the history of Liberia, the Government 
has actually brought governance to the people by periodically holding cabinet 
meetings in the counties. Many ministries are effectively planning
programmes taking into account the need for greater control at county level.
The Truth and Reconciliation Commission is nearing completion of its core 
activities, with public hearings coming to a close, and an extension of its 
mandate to December 2008 has been agreed. Furthermore the launching of
a judicial training centre, and the possible introduction of paralegals in the 
very near future, are positive developments in the move to strengthen a weak 
judiciary. The installation of a new democratically elected Government which
took office in January 2006 has led to accelerated progress on a number of 
human rights and development issues including economic and social rights.
Rehabilitation of some schools and hospitals and construction of new 
premises and the adoption and launching of the Poverty Reduction Strategy 
Paper were all much needed achievements. Serious concerns remain
however, including the continuing lack an effective national independent 
human rights commission, and an urgent need for far-reaching reforms in the 
policing, judiciary and correction sectors. In addition, action needs to be
taken to ensure that protective and punitive measures are enforced in 
relation to the ongoing scourge of sexual violence. The lack of protection for
children must be addressed immediately. The persistence of harmful
traditional practices which include the inflicting of trials by ordeal on 
suspected witches and other alleged offenders of local communities, and the 
practice of female genital mutilation, are also major concerns.

Presentation by Independent Expert on Liberia

CHARLOTTE ABAKA, Independent Expert on the Situation of Human Rights 
in Liberia, presenting her report, was pleased to say that there had been 
improvements in the human rights situation in Somalia, particularly 
concerning economic, social and cultural rights. More hospitals and clinics
had been rehabilitated and new ones constructed. Affirmative Action Policies
were being implemented to improve access to education in hitherto deprived 
areas, and also to encourage the girl child to go to school and further her 
education. 

However, Ms. Abaka said that urgent measures needed to be taken to 
ensure that the discrimination and marginalization in political and economic 
terms were addressed, as well as access to effective justice. For example,
the description of some Liberians as "Civilized" and "Uncivilized" remained.
Also, there were still too many gender-related crimes, such as rape. Although
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there had been some improvement in the correction sector, the 
over-crowding in the cells was totally unacceptable. In the prisons, over 70
per cent of the inmates were awaiting trial. 

Regarding the death penalty, Ms. Abaka said that in July 2008 a law became 
effective that made certain crimes punishable by life imprisonment or death.
Information received during her mission indicated that the last death penalty 
was carried out in 1979 during the late President Tolbert's time. In other 
words there appeared to be an unofficial moratorium on the death penalty. 

She also said that thousands of Liberians had attended the Truth and 
Reconciliation Commission's hearing on 26 August 2008 where Prince 
Johnson, a former warlord, tried to justify his actions as necessary for the 
protection of his ethnic group of Nimba County. 

In conclusion, Ms. Abaka said that President Johnson Sirleaf had referred to 
the importance of establishing the Law Reform Commission as part of efforts 
to consolidate democracy and advance the reform agenda in her recent state 
of the republic address. However, she had been informed that the Act had
not yet been sent to the House of Representatives for deliberation.

Presentation by Independent Expert on Somalia

SHAMSUL BARI, Independent Expert on the Situation of Human Rights in 
Somalia, said that he had taken up his mandate on 1 May 2008 and he had 
undertaken a trip to the Horn of Africa from 28 June to 12 July. He had visited
Kenya, but his visit to Somalia had been limited to some selected areas 
because of security reasons. He had also visited Djibouti City and Addis
Ababa in Ethiopia. He had met with several officials and representatives of
non governmental organizations. He had come back with some impressions,
confirming what he had read before on the situation. People were living in
constant fear; the State was very weak and could not provide protection to 
the population.

Despite all the pain and agony he had heard about, it could not obscure the 
fact that there was new hope, especially since the new Special 
Representative of the Secretary-General had helped to bring the parties to 
move forward in the peace process. But civil society sources and United
Nations officials said that the situation had gotten worse in the past months.
People were becoming increasingly internally displaced and refugees, a 
refugee camp in Kenya had thus become the largest refugee camp in the 
world, noted Mr. Bari.

Mr. Bari said that people had left the country from hopelessness. Some told
him that after 18 years of conflicts they had lost all hopes to a return to 
normal life. Something had to be done. This something was linked to the
hopes raised by the Special Representative of the Secretary-General. The
international community had to do all that could be done to help the peace 
process. The ball was now in the camp of the warring parties. 

He said he had recommended to the Somali Government that they had to 
create an impression that they were caring for the people. People who left
had done so because they had the sensation that nobody was looking after 
them. He hoped that the Special Representative of the Secretary-General
would be able to conclude agreements in favour of peace. If peace did not
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get a chance this time, he shattered to think what would happen to the 
people of Somalia. They deserved the attention of the international
community. The situation would become far worse. Clan conflicts also played
a role in the conflict; it was one of the most complex realities in the world of 
today. He hoped that this would be taken up seriously. Civil society could be
involved in this regard.

Continuation of Interactive Dialogue with Special Rapporteur on Racism 
and Other Forms of Intolerance

ZAID A. AL-HUSSAIN (Saudi Arabia) said that the report of the Special 
Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance on the defamation of religion was 
available only in French. Since the speaker did not understand French, he
could not comment on the report. So Saudi Arabia would only comment on
the presentation given by the Special Rapporteur, especially on the issue of 
Islamophobia. The defamation of religion was a matter relating to human
values. The defamation of religion or attempts to distort them was a violation
of resolutions of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 
Organization which said that religions were world heritages that had to be 
respected. Religions could be complementary to each other and to society.
Not considering the matter of the defamation of religions through the Human 
Rights Council could be a source of discord, hostility and confrontation.
Religious hatred had to be combated. One had to understand the values that
brought together mankind.

MOUNINA MINT ABDELLAH (Mauritania) congratulated the new Special 
Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance on his appointment and commended the 
former Special Rapporteur Mr. Diene for his high-quality work as 
mandate-holder. The report threw light on the threat for harmony in societies
as a result of defamation of religion and racial discrimination. The right of
societies to exercise their right to religion was fundamental. Mauritania
welcomed all efforts to eradicate all forms of intolerance and discrimination 
and all actions to establish a climate of harmony between cultures and 
civilizations. Mauritania expressed its full support for the work of the Special
Rapporteur and wished him all success. 

OMAR SHALABY (Egypt) said that the report had shown the depth and 
gravity of religious defamation in States and between States. Egypt stressed
that this defamation of religions must be combated. Egypt reiterated the
recommendations of the Durban Programme of Action and called for an 
immediate implementation of Articles 18 and 20 of the International Covenant 
on Civil and Political Rights to avoid having the freedom of expression lead to 
further hatred. Saying that defamation of religion and hatred went hand in
hand with the freedom of expression was counter to human rights. Any kind
of hierarchy between rights had to be avoided. 

MARIA NZOMO (Kenya) said that Kenya was confident in the competence of 
the Special Rapporteur and welcomed his report. Kenya was concerned
about the problems related to religious intolerance and the issue with regard 
to freedom of expression and freedom of religion. Unfortunately, recent
worldwide events showed that violence on the basis of religious hatred had 
increased. Protecting the freedom of worship and association was a
cornerstone of human rights.
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KAMAPRADIPTA ISNOMO (Indonesia) noted with interest the focus of the 
report and said that Islamophobia fell under the wide umbrella of defamation 
of religion. Islam had in recent years suffered the particular and unfortunate
infamy of being linked to security concerns and terrorism. This unfortunate
stigma according to the Special Rapporteur stemmed from political or 
ideological influences that in recent years had become more insidious.

Since the adoption of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action in 
2001 there had been many developments in the world regarding incidents of 
intolerance as well as violence carried out by some groups simply because of 
racial or religious intolerance. Indonesia drew attention to the resurgence of
various manifestations of defamation of religion in several countries, some of 
which had been disguised under the heading of freedom of speech.

Indonesia concurred with the Special Rapporteur's suggestion that the fight 
against all forms of defamation of religion should be treated in the same 
manner, without special preference being given to one or the other. Interfaith
dialogue and an active effort geared towards tolerance remained the best 
method for disarming prejudice and religious misapprehension or bias. 

Concluding Remarks by Special Rapporteur on Racism, Racial 
Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Forms of Intolerance

GITHU MUIGAI, Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial 
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance, in concluding remarks, 
said that the shift from the concept of defamation of religion to incitement to 
religious hatred was intended to clarify the concept. It helped to move the
discussion forward and to avoided difficult nomenclature. The Special
Rapporteur said that there was a consensus gradually emerging. Especially
after having consulted the documents of the Abuja Review Conference, 
delegations would see that there was more that united them than divided 
them. Finally, he confirmed that he wanted to work with the Alliance of
Civilizations and had taken first steps for cooperation. 

Presentation of Reports on Outcome of Regional Preparatory Meetings 
for the Durban Review Conference Held in Brasilia and Abuja 

SILVIANE TUSI BREWER (Brazil), speaking on behalf of the Group of Latin 
American and Caribbean Countries, briefing the Council on the outcome of 
the Regional Preparatory Meeting for Latin America and the Caribbean, 
which took place in Brasilia in June 2008, said that the Minister of Promotion 
of Racial Equality of Brazil had presided over the Preparatory Meeting. The
themes discussed in the plenary of the meeting had been the study of 
progress and evaluation of the implementation of the Durban Declaration and 
Plan of Action; the evaluation of the effectiveness of the Durban follow-up 
mechanisms and other relevant United Nations mechanisms on racism, 
racial-discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance; and the 
identification of good practices in efforts to combat them as well as 
challenges and future actions.

Experts on the themes made presentations and delegates of the Latin 
American and the Caribbean region addressed the main legislative and 
institutional changes that had occurred in their countries since the Durban 
Conference and shared experiences related to the implementation of policies 
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directed to the promotion of racial equality. Most countries had expressed
concern about the need to protect the rights of indigenous people, the need 
to eliminate discrimination against people of African descent and the need to 
fight discrimination against migrant workers. A representative from civil
society had also mentioned that besides the achievements, the reality of 
exclusions persisted in the region.

The final document of the Regional Preparatory Meeting was divided in four 
parts. The first part evaluated the progress and challenges in the
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Plan of Action. Among the
identified progress, it highlighted the widespread adoption of legislation to 
promote equality and to eradicate racism. Among the identified challenges,
the document highlighted, among others, the creation of specific programmes 
to prevent, investigate and bring to trail and punish acts of serious 
misconduct by police. Countries from the region had also expressed concern
at the legislation recently passed or proposed by some countries that ran 
counter to the commitments made under human rights and migrant workers 
conventions.

The second part evaluated the effectiveness of the Durban follow-up 
mechanisms and other relevant United Nations mechanisms. The countries
of the region recognized the importance of such mechanisms and considered 
it appropriate to strengthen them. The third part referred to the good
practices that had been taken forward by countries of the region, with a view 
to their possible replication. The fourth part of the document addressed the
way forward and acknowledged the need to make progress in terms of 
including a gender focus in programmes of action against racism. It also
reiterated that slavery and the transatlantic slave trade were and should 
always be a crime against humanity and called upon States to take urgent 
action to make available actual and fitting resources, compensation, redress 
and other measures at all levels for people of African descent. 

The Regional Preparatory Meeting was considered successful. The members
of the Group of Latin American and Caribbean Countries believed that 
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance had 
seriously aggravated poverty, underdevelopment, marginalisation and 
insecurity in different parts of the world. It was noted that the first regional
preparatory conference had taken place in their region, as an example of the 
willingness of their countries to fight racism. All were aware of the difficulties
and obstacles that were faced in 2001; however, the will of the international 
community had been capable to overcome it.

OSITADINMA ANAEDU (Nigeria), speaking on behalf of the African Group, 
said that the Regional Preparatory Meeting on the Durban Review 
Conference had been held in Abuja, Nigeria from 24 to 26 August. Nigeria
had been delighted at the level of attendance and thanked all the 
participants. The historic World Conference against Racism, Racial
Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related Intolerance, held in South Africa in 
2001, had produced the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action which 
had marked a milestone in the global efforts to address the multifaceted evils 
of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance. A critical
element of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action was to ensure 
follow-up to the process and this was the reason for the hosting of the 
Regional Preparatory Meeting to ensure compliance and adequate 
participation by all for the Durban Review Conference scheduled for April 
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2009. So far, Latin America and Africa had implemented that essential aspect
of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action.

The African Regional Preparatory Meeting had addressed the gaps in the 
implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action through 
a number of measures. It had addressed the measures of prevention,
education and protection aimed at the eradication of racism, racial 
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance at all levels as well as 
strategies to achieve full and effective equality, including the international 
community and enhancement of the United Nations and other international 
mechanisms.

The meeting had fostered close cooperation between national human rights 
institutions, non governmental organizations and governments, particularly in 
the identification of good practices to curtail both incitement and 
dissemination of racial hatred. The meeting had agreed with the
recommendations that identification of focal points by and close cooperation 
between the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination and 
national human rights institutions could help eliminate unnecessary 
bottlenecks in the implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme 
of Action and accelerate follow up to the recommendations of the Committee 
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination.

The meeting had underlined the importance of the Durban Review Process 
for all the areas in which differences had been expressed following the 2001 
World Conference and had acknowledged that the failure of that process 
would pave the way for intensification of worrying racist and xenophobic 
trends. It had been recommended that States establish mechanisms for
effective collection of disaggregated information on health, education, access 
to housing, employment and other issues as regards to people of African 
descent and that such information provided the basis for new policies and 
practices that addressed any form of discrimination. It had assessed the state
of universal ratification and implementation of the International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and had urged serious 
consideration for the recommendations of the Committee on the Elimination 
of Racial Discrimination.

Nigeria said it had been honoured to host this meeting. Nigeria remained
strongly committed to the Durban process. Nigeria urged all those concerned
to join Africa in ensuring that the forthcoming Review Conference 
successfully took place and met its desired targets and objectives. 

General Debate on Racism and Related Forms of Intolerance, Follow-Up 
to and Implementation of the Durban Declaration and Programme of 
Action

JEAN-BAPTISTE MATTEI, (France), speaking on behalf of the European 
Union, said that racism, racial discrimination and xenophobia were 
phenomena that existed in all societies. The international community must 
thus unite itself to fight them. The Durban Review Conference must
concentrate on implementing the Durban Declaration and Programme of 
Action without re-opening discussion on these documents. The Review
Conference represented an unprecedented opportunity to rationalize the 
implementation follow-up mechanisms for the Durban Declaration and 
Programme of Action in order to be more effective in the fight against racism.
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The European Union also supported the work of the Committee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination which had demonstrated the relevance 
and value of the Convention in combating contemporary manifestations of 
racism. The European Union reiterated that the fight against racism should
unite the international community instead of dividing it. No hierarchy should
be drawn up and all victims should be treated equally. 

IMRAN AHMED SIDDIQUI (Pakistan), speaking on behalf of the 
Organization of the Islamic Conference, said that Islamophobia constituted a 
threat. In this regard, national and international responses remained
insufficient. All rights had to be exercised with responsibility. States should
take measures to punish those responsible for hate speech. Muslims were
exposed to stereotyping. Such manifestations were just the tip of the iceberg.
Muslims were being dehumanized, just as other communities had been in the 
inter-war period. The literature informing the West about Islam often
demonized it and was giving a wrong view about it. The Organization of the
Islamic Conference also condemned efforts to equate Islam with terrorism.
Muslims were also often victims of terrorism themselves. The Organization of
the Islamic Conference strongly supported the outcome of the Durban 
Review Conference and was committed to remain engaged in the process.

MARIA DEL CARMEN HERRERA (Cuba), speaking on behalf of the Non 
Aligned Movement, said that the Non Aligned Movement had historically 
maintained a clear and unequivocal principled position against all forms of 
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance. These
principles had been reconfirmed by Heads of State and of Government of the 
Member States and the Ministers of the Non Aligned Movement in the 
meetings held in September 2006 and July 2008, respectively. 

The 2001 World Conference had become a milestone in the struggle for 
equal rights among all human beings. The effective implementation of
Durban Declaration and Programme of Work posed a major challenge and 
still remained to be done in addition to the Durban Review Process. Thus, the
Non Aligned Movement supported the ongoing process for the elaboration of 
the complementary standards. The international community was witnessing a
worrisome re-emergence and consolidation of racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance in various parts of the world, such as 
social marginalization and exclusion of indigenous peoples, the proliferation 
of discriminatory laws and policies, the negative stereotyping of religions, 
defamation of holy books, to name some. In this connection, the Non Aligned
Movement considered that the upcoming Durban Review Conference should 
concentrate on the implementation of the Durban Declaration and 
Programme of Action and further actions, initiatives and practical solutions for 
combating all the contemporary surges of racism.

The Non Aligned Movement welcomed the decision of the Government of 
Bolivia to extend an invitation to the Special Rapporteur on contemporary 
forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance to 
investigate the violent and racist acts against indigenous peoples. The Non
Aligned Movement expressed its support and solidarity with the Government 
of democratically elected President Evo Morales. 

SILVIANE TUSI BREWER (Brazil) said since 2002 Brazil had taken various 
steps to implement the recommendations of the Durban Conference.
Consultations with civil society played a crucial role in Brazil's policies. The
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Durban Review Conference should assess ways and means for the 
implementation of recommendations emanating from the Durban 
Conference. In Brazil's view, issues such as the right of people of African
decent, migrants, women, persons with disabilities and cross-cutting issues 
such as health and democracy should merit special attention in the 
preparatory process and the conference itself. 

SEBASTIAN ROSALES (Argentina) thanked Brazil for hosting the regional 
conference. Argentina had actively participated in it and they would continue
working in all the mechanisms preparing for the Durban Review Conference.
They had also participated in the drafting committee. The objectives of the
Preparatory Meeting had been implemented in Argentina.

OMAR SHALABY (Egypt) welcomed the report of the Special Rapporteur 
and reports from the Regional Preparatory Meetings in Brasilia and Abuja.
Egypt thanked the Governments of Brazil and Nigeria for their initiative in 
hosting those meetings. 

The meeting in Abuja, Nigeria had adopted a global declaration, which would 
reinforce the Durban Review Process and would enable the combat against 
new forms of racism that had emerged after September 11. The review
process was on the right path. The will of all stakeholders was necessary to
ensure the success of the Durban Review Conference. Egypt called on other
regions to follow the example set by Latin America and Africa and organise 
their own Regional Preparatory Meetings and demonstrate how serious they 
were in combating the scourge of terrorism that daily affected billions of 
people. Egypt was willing to work with all stakeholders in the African Group to
ensure the success of the Durban Review Process. 

NATALIA ZOLOTOVA (Russian Federation) said that overcoming racism 
was only possible with joint international, regional and national efforts. Now
only six months were left to the Durban Review Conference, but the list of 
things that needed to be done was only getting longer. The Russian
Federation was concerned that some countries were not taking part in the 
Conference and others were not contributing financially to the preparatory 
process and the Conference. Despite solid regional tools to counter racism, a
policy of discrimination was increasing on the European continent. Minorities
were being discriminated against on the labour market. Because of
repressive linguistic programmes, teachers who were teaching the Russian 
language were victims in the new countries of the European Union. Those
repressions were aimed at making Russian speakers return to their ethnic 
homeland. Russia was also were concerned about the increasing number of
neo-fascist movements in Europe. It had noticed a new phobia the
Russiaphobia which used stereotypes that went back to the Cold War. 

ROBERTO BALZARETTI (Switzerland) said that since the Durban 
Conference, Switzerland had been active on the front to combat racial 
discrimination. The list of measures taken on the legislative, institutional and
educational areas was quite lengthy, yet racism had not been eliminated.
Reacting to the report of the Special Rapporteur, which mentioned the Swiss 
policy initiative prohibiting the building of minarets, as an example of 
discrimination, Switzerland stressed that this was the position of the Swiss 
citizens and not of the Government. Citizens had started an initiative in this
regard but the Government had noted that this possibly constituted a 
violation of human rights and were considering cancelling this people's 
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initiative.

MERCY YVONNE AMOAH (Ghana) said that Ghana believed that the 
Durban Declaration and Programme of Action constituted a good foundation 
for the elimination of all manifestations of racism and racial discrimination.
Several obstacles and challenges had prevented the full implementation of 
the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action. The Committee on the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination considered that the risks of discrimination 
in the administration and functioning of the criminal justice system had 
increased in recent years partly as a result of the rise in immigration and 
population movements, which had prompted prejudice and feelings of 
xenophobia in certain regions. That was one of the reasons Ghana believed
it was necessary to review the progress made and assess whether or not 
they were on the right track and assess the extent to which racism posed a 
challenge to development. 

Ghana commended the Latin American region for being the first to host a 
Regional Preparatory Meeting and for their contribution to the process. The
meeting in Abuja had provided additional input for the review. Although it was
clear that not all the regions would hold the Regional Preparatory Meetings, 
Ghana strongly echoed the views of the High Commissioner for Human 
Rights that the Durban Review Process would benefit from active 
participation of all. Without that participation, the anti-racism debate and
agenda would be impoverished. 

BENNY YAN PIETER SIAHAAN (Indonesia) said that the Special 
Rapporteur's masterful analysis of the mechanism of religious intolerance 
compelled all to reflect further on the remedies to be sought in order to 
eradicate this particularly unjust form of discrimination. Not only did it harm
entire communities through their religious beliefs and symbols, it also deeply 
undermined the social and cultural fabric which constituted the life of these 
communities. Indonesia further stated that far from disappearing with the
abolition of slavery or the end of colonialism, racism had unfortunately 
blossomed all over again under the effect of new circumstances. In particular,
the vast and constant migration movements from the South to the North had 
resulted in a mix of races and put a considerable pressure on host 
populations. 

LUVUYO NDIMENI (South Africa) thanked Nigeria for their generosity in 
hosting the regional conference. The meeting in Abuja reaffirmed that
genocide was the most serious form of racism. South Africa was taking
measures to combat racism and to eradicate all of its forms. South Africa
encouraged States to address the unbalance in the two sets of rights: civil 
and political and economic, social and cultural. They were confident that the
people of the world would work together for the Review Conference to 
achieve its goals.

ANGELICA NAVARRO LLANOS (Bolivia) recognised that the Durban 
Declaration and Programme of Action enshrined the duty to protect all the 
people who were victims of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and 
related intolerance. One of the essential goals of the Bolivian State was to
guarantee well-being, development, protection and security of all its citizens, 
with mutual respect for intercultural and multilingual dialogue. Paragraph 14
of the new Constitution prohibited any form of discrimination. 
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Bolivia fully lived up to its responsibilities in the fight against discrimination in 
its national standing. Opposition groups promoted racial discrimination for
political objectives. They used hired assassins with the support of minority
groups who held economic power. Those assassins, wearing black and
swastikas in the neo-fascist and Hitler style, were clubbing indigenous 
women with no political activity whatsoever, fired on authorities refusing to 
give up land, burned offices and killed indigenous peoples, as had happened 
on September 11. The Government of Bolivia was resolved not to let these
acts unpunished. The Government was committed to build a peaceful society
and promote a culture of peace and human rights. Criminal acts were
committed by criminals. Bolivia had detained the persons responsible for the
massacre of September 11, who would be put on trial. 

ZHOU XIANFENG (China) said that the efforts to implement the 
recommendations of the Durban Conference should be stepped up. China
was worried to see that Islamophobia, neo-fascism and other forms of racism 
and xenophobia were on the rise. The Council had to fight against racism
and support countries in their political will to implement strategies. The Asian
Group was actively engaged in the preparations of the Durban Review 
Conference which were going well. China hoped that all States would join
efforts and bring hope to the victims.

IDRISS JAZAIRY (Algeria) welcomed the regional conferences that had 
taken place in Brasilia and Abuja. But Algeria was also concerned that
conferences in the other regions had not yet been held. Racism was not
particular to one specific region; it affected all regions and everyone. The
success of the Review Conference depended on the participation of all. The
final outcome document of the Conference should imperatively help to 
protect better the victims of racism. Algeria further called on the High
Commissioner to appoint, as had been the case for Durban, an Executive 
Director to assist her during the Review Conference.

TAMAR TAMASHVILI (Georgia) said that the one key denominator to all 
human rights was the principle of non-discrimination. This principle could be
traced to international humanitarian law values as well. The majority of
stakeholders took measures to promote the well-being of their citizens in a 
non-discriminatory manner. The principle of non-discrimination was the
fundamental principle of public policy and was of particular importance to 
Georgia, as it saw displacement of ethnic Georgians in the 1990s and again 
during the recent international armed conflict. Georgia hoped that the Human
Rights Council would pay attention to contemporary forms of racism, racial 
discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance, and measures of 
prevention and prosecution. 

YAKDHAN EL HABIB (African Union) said that the African Union was actively 
engaged in fighting racism in all its forms. The low level of implementation of
the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action and the apparition of new 
forms and manifestations constituted the major challenges that the Durban 
Review Conference would face. The Commission of the African Union
supported the draft resolution on the mandate of the Working Group on 
People of African Descent that was submitted by South Africa on behalf of 
the African Group. Further, special attention had to be given to the outcomes
of the preparatory conferences in Nigeria and Brazil as they had identified the 
major obstacles for implementation. 
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MARCEL STEFANIK, of the International Federation of Red Cross and Red 
Crescent Societies, said that they attached great importance to human rights 
as much as to the work to protect humanitarian values. The Federation's
President had recently delivered a statement on his views of human rights 
which corresponded to those of the new High Commissioner for Human 
Rights. They were also conducting education programmes for children, but it
was up to Governments to do their utmost to protect human rights. The
International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent Societies had 
worked closely with the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 
on a number of issues and they hoped that this collaboration would go on.

MOHAMMED LOULICHKI (Morocco) congratulated Nigeria for the excellent 
organization of the African Regional Preparatory Meeting. The African Group
had produced a document that reflected the concern of African countries in 
the matters of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related 
intolerance. The Abuja meeting had been an opportunity to assess the
progress made since the Durban Conference and to discuss the ways to 
overcome socio-economic obstacles. 

The contributions of African countries demonstrated their commitment to the 
combat against racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related 
intolerance. Morocco hoped the same kind of spirit would prevail at the
meeting in October 2008. Morocco highly appreciated the position of the High
Commissioner for Human Rights to ensure the success of the Durban 
Review Conference.

Morocco had undertaken institutional and legal reforms in line with the 
Durban Declaration and Programme of Action. This effort had in part focused
on the elimination of discrimination from the Criminal Code. Morocco had
also set up regional agencies in addition to the national initiative for 
development, in order to ensure equal access to development and eliminate 
social disparities. 

VENETIA SEBUDANDI (Rwanda) said Rwanda supported the holding of the 
Durban Review Conference. It would also provide an opportunity to discuss
new forms of racism. While some progress had been made, especially in
creating new mechanisms, a lot had to be done to fully implement the 
recommendations of the Durban Conference that took place seven years 
ago. Regarding the genocide that took place in Rwanda and the implication
of other countries in the genocide, Rwanda drew the attention of countries 
that had mentioned this genocide earlier to a number of reports that analyzed 
this issue. 

SEBASTIEN MUTOMB MUJING (Democratic Republic of the Congo) 
wondered why freedom of expression was given a higher status above other 
rights, without taking into account the diverse limitations of this right. The
Democratic Republic of the Congo condemned Islamophobia. As regards to
anti-Semitism, States had to take efforts to discourage its reappearance.
Major vigilance was needed concerning Christianophobia; it was already 
affecting certain communities. It was vital to tackle every form of
discrimination in a global manner, because they had the same source.

HUBERTUS MATHEUS VAN MEGEN (Holy See) said that in recent weeks 
and in several geographic regions they had witnessed increased cases of 
racism and religious intolerance. People had been uprooted, homes
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destroyed, places of warship damaged. Impunity gave the message that
destruction of people of different religions was acceptable. The road to the
implementation of the freedom of expression, religion and beliefs was still 
arduous. The Holy See concurred with the advice of the Special Rapporteur
on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and 
related intolerance which was offered to the Human Rights Council to refocus 
its reflection on racism and discrimination away from vague sociological 
concepts to juridical ones and to think about the measures to combating 
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance. The
ultimate responsibility was that of the States, with national legislation, civil 
society, and the media. Concerted efforts would bring about positive results
and must be done in a holistic, constructive and cooperative manner. The
Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance Based on Religious 
Beliefs could be the framework for a new treaty or for the development of 
guidelines and standards. 

ADEL SHALTUT (Libya) commended the international community on efforts 
made to fight racism, racial discrimination and xenophobia. Libya was
confident that a serious dialogue would help peoples of the world enjoy equal 
rights. It condemned any attempt to ridicule religions or religious symbols.
Further, Libya called on the Council to condemn terrorism and reaffirmed the 
relevance of the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action. 

MOHAMMAD REZA GHAEBI (Iran) said that emerging new forms of racism, 
after September 11 and the pretext of the war on terror, had launched a 
campaign against Muslims around the world. The increasing racist violence
in many areas of the world was alarming. The recent anti-Islam gatherings in
Germany were a vivid example of Islamophobia and this required attention.

Iran was of the view that the Durban Review Conference could provide the 
international community with an opportunity to take stock of the Durban 
commitments and to address contemporary forms and manifestations of 
racism. Iran also welcomed the initiative of the High Commissioner to further
study the implication of the balance between freedom of expression and of 
religious hatred.

FATIH ULUSOY (Turkey) said that racism in all its forms continued to impact 
the enjoyment of all human rights and fundamental freedoms. It was their
responsibility to review the effect of instruments to fight this scourge. The
Regional Preparatory Meetings were the first step in the process. The second
meeting that would take place in October would have to determine the 
modalities for the preparation of the Durban Review Conference outcome 
document. It was thus important to receive the valued contribution of regional
groups. Turkey noted all parties agreed on the need to have a successful
Review Conference. Thus, all parties should focus on the principle of
non-opening and non-negotiating the Durban Declaration and Programme of 
Action. They must avoid politicisation of discrimination and focus efforts on 
tackling real problems on the agenda. Turkey said it would continue to
contribute constructively to the Durban Review Conference. 

ABDULMONEM ANNAN (Syria) said that racism was a global reality that 
required a global response. Also, the easy access to communication means
facilitated the proliferation of hatred. There was an urgent necessity to review
the recommendations of the Durban Conference, among others, regarding 
Islamophobia, the plight of the Palestinian people, and dissemination of ideas 
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on racial superiority. 

HASMIK SIMONYAN (Armenia) said that the Durban Conference had 
brought together all nations of the world to discuss racism, xenophobia and 
other forms of related intolerance. It had provided a wide framework to
combat these scourges. Armenia welcomed the important outcomes of the
regional conferences and was looking forward to other contributions by other 
regions.

LARS VOLCK MADSEN (Denmark) said that racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance confronted all contemporary societies.
Freedom of expression, religion and beliefs were the principles our societies 
had been built on. The freedom of expression meant the possibility of openly
discussing the differences, and was distinct from incitement to religious 
hatred, which must be legally prohibited. International human rights law
protected the right to exercise religion and not religion as such. 

Denmark looked forward to the Durban Review Conference and said it was 
important that all parties engaged in a transparent manner. It was also
important that the Conference was successful in implementing the Durban 
Declaration and Programme of Action and combating serious problems of 
racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia and related intolerance. Therefore,
Denmark did not elicit any opening of the elements of the Durban Declaration 
and Programme of Action or introduction of elements not previously 
contained in the Durban Declaration and Programme of Action. 

____________
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