
 
 

  

  
 

Council adopts texts on follow-up on Report of Fact-Finding Mission on flotilla attack and on Committee of
Independent Experts on Gaza conflict

Human Rights Council  
AFTERNOON 29 September 2010 

Extends Mandate of Special Rapporteur on Slavery, Endorses Nomination of Special  
Rapporteurs on Internally Displaced Persons and on Torture 

The Human Rights Council this afternoon adopted six resolutions on follow-up to the report of the Independent International Fact-Finding 
Mission on the flotilla attack; follow-up to the report of the Committee of Independent Experts on the Gaza conflict in which it renewed the 
mandate of the Committee; the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of slavery in which it renewed her mandate for three years; 
independence and impartiality of the judiciary, jurors and assessors and the independence of lawyers; the right to education; and forensic 
genetics and human rights.  

In a resolution on follow-up to the report of the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission, which was dispatched to investigate 
violations of human rights law and international humanitarian law resulting from the Israeli attacks on the flotilla of ships carrying 
humanitarian assistance, the Council endorsed the conclusions contained in the report of the Mission, and called upon all concerned parties to
ensure their immediate implementation. The Council also recommended that the General Assembly consider the report of the Mission.  
The resolution was passed by a vote of 30 in favour, 1 against and 15 abstentions. 

In a resolution on follow-up to the report of the Committee of Independent Experts in international humanitarian and human rights law on the
Gaza conflict, the Council urged the Palestinian Independent Commission of Investigations to complete its investigations in order to cover th
allegations contained in the report of the Independent International Fact Finding Mission in the Occupied Gaza Strip. It condemned the non-
cooperation by Israel, the occupying power, which hampered the Committee’s assessment of Israel’s response to the call by the General 
Assembly and the Human Rights Council to conduct investigations that were independent, credible and in conformity with international 
standards. It also renewed and resumed the mandate of the Committee. The resolution was adopted by a vote of 27 in favour, 1 against, and 1
abstentions. 

On the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of slavery, the Council adopted a resolution in which it decided to renew, for a three year 
period, the mandate of the Special Rapporteur.  

The Council also endorsed the nomination of two Special Procedure mandate holders, namely Chaloka Beyani as Special Rapporteur on the 
human rights of internally displaced persons, and Juan Ernesto Mendez as Special Rapporteur on torture and other cruel, inhuman, or 
degrading treatment or punishment. Laura Dupuy, Permanent Representative of Uruguay, was appointed as Chairperson-Rapporteur of the 
Social Forum - 2010, and Gita Sen was appointed as the Chairperson for the third session of the Forum on Minority Issues.  

On the independence and impartiality of the judiciary, jurors and assessors and the independence of lawyers, the Council requested the Specia
Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers to carry out, with adequate support from the Office of the High Commissioner for 
Human Rights, a global thematic study within existing resources, to assess the human rights education and continuing training of judges, 
prosecutors, public defenders and lawyers with recommendation for appropriate follow-up and to present it at the seventeenth session of the 
Human Rights Council.  
On the right to education: follow-up to Human Rights Council resolution 8/4, the Council urged all relevant stakeholders to increase their 
efforts so that the goals of the Education for All initiative could be achieved by 2015, inter alia through tackling persistent economic and 
social inequalities, including on the basis of such factors as income, gender, location, ethnicity, language and disability.  

On forensic genetics and human rights, the Council encouraged States to consider the use of forensic genetics to contribute to the 
identification of the remains of victims of serious violations of human rights and of international humanitarian law, and to address the issue o
impunity. It also encouraged States to consider the use of forensic genetics to contribute to the restoration of identity to those persons who 
were separated from their families.  

Speaking in introductions of texts were Pakistan on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference, United Kingdom, Hungary, Portuga
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and Argentina.  

Speaking as concerned countries were Palestine and Turkey.  

Speaking in general comments were the United States and Belgium on behalf of the European Union.  

Speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote were Norway, Switzerland, Uruguay, Switzerland and Zambia.  

The next meeting of the Council will be at 10 a.m. on Thursday, 30 September, when the Council will resume taking action on remaining dra
resolutions and decisions.  

Action on Resolution Under Agenda Item on Organizational and Procedural Matters  

Action on Resolution Concerning Follow-up to the Report of the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission 

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.33) regarding follow-up to the report of the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission, adopted by a vote 
of 30 in favour, 1 against, and 15 abstentions, as orally amended, the Council welcomes the report of the Independent International Fact-
Finding Mission; deeply regrets the non-cooperation by the occupying power, Israel, with the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission
endorses the conclusions contained in the report of the Independent International Fact-Finding Mission, and calls upon all concerned parties t
ensure their immediate implementation; recommends that the General Assembly consider the report of the Independent International Fact-
Finding Mission; requests the High Commissioner for Human Rights to submit to the sixteenth Human Rights Council’s session of March 
2011, a report, on the status of implementation of paragraph 3 of this resolution; and decides to follow up the implementation of the present 
resolution at its sixteenth session of March 2011.  

The result of the vote was as follows:  

In favour (30):Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, Burkina Faso, Chile, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Gabon, Guatemala, 
Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian 
Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand, Uganda, and Uruguay. 

Against (1):United States. 

Abstentions (15):Belgium, Cameroon, France, Hungary, Japan, Norway, Poland, Republic of Korea, Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, 
Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom, and Zambia. 

AFTAB KHOKHER (Pakistan), speaking on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference and introducing the vote on draft resolutio
L.33, said that the international community expressed its dismay and strong condemnation of the aggression launched by the Occupying 
Power, Israel, on the flotilla of ships carrying humanitarian assistance to Gaza last May. The last session of the Human Rights Council 
established an International Independent Fact-Finding Mission, which investigated violations of human rights law and international 
humanitarian law resulting from the Israeli attacks. The report by the Mission in the Council last Monday concluded that the actions of the 
Israeli Defence Forces in blocking the flotilla were a violation of international law. The resolution welcomed the report of the International 
Independent Fact-Finding Mission and deeply regretted the non-cooperation by the Occupying Power. The resolution also recommended that
the General-Assembly consider the report and requested the High Commissioner for Human Rights to submit a report on the status of 
implementation of paragraph three of the resolution. 

IBRAHIM KHRAISHI (Palestine), speaking as a concerned country, said Palestine did not see that this draft went beyond the mandate of the
Council which had as its mission to promote, disseminate and protect human rights. It could not be ignored that the aggression against people
from 29 nationalities on the boat was an aggression against 29 States. How could that be lawful? And if it was not, then the perpetrator of this
act should be called to account so that it ceased this irresponsible conduct. Palestine did not think that the Fact-Finding Mission was aligned 
with any particular ethnic or other region. Eminent specialists had talked of very professional work and the conclusions should therefore be 
discussed in this Council without any hesitation. Experts had called upon the Occupying Power to be more reasonable in dealing with the 
Council and United Nations institutions, which were often boycotted. Those responsible for this act should be held responsible and Palestine 
would like to hear an apology to those countries whose citizens had been wounded. This was a message that the Council should send and 
follow-up to ensure that everybody was subject to the same law in the future. This law was not made by Palestine or other States - it was a 
common denominator for the whole of the international community and one that should govern all actions beyond the force and weapons.  

OGUZ DEMÝRALP (Turkey), speaking as a concerned country, said Turkey fully supported the statement of Palestine. This was a black and
white case of violation, and the Human Rights Council was duty-bound to seek justice in such cases. This was precisely what the Council wa
doing right now Turkey thanked the Organization of the Islamic Conference for tabling the draft resolution under consideration It was a
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doing right now. Turkey thanked the Organization of the Islamic Conference for tabling the draft resolution under consideration. It was a 
procedural resolution, which would allow the Council to pursue the case on the basis of the report produced by the Fact-Finding Mission, 
established by the Council itself. The Council, its Members and Observers, all were accountable and responsible to the victims. In this world,
they represented the collective conscience of the world, and had to stand up together in consensus against those who sought impunity despite 
all the acts they had committed in defiance of the Human Rights Council.  

EILEEN CHAMBERLAIN DONAHOE (United States), speaking in an explanation of the vote before the vote, said that the United States 
was mindful for the loss of life on the Gaza-bound ships in May this year. The United States commended the Secretary-General for convening
the panel to review the results of the investigations conducted by Israel and Turkey. The United States would continue to regard this panel as 
the primary instrument to review this incident. The United States remained deeply concerned by the suffering of civilians in Gaza; the 
situation there was not sustainable and was not in the interest of anyone. The already existing mechanisms should be used to improve the 
situation of those in Gaza, and the United States said it would continue to engage daily with the Israelis to increase the scope of goods going 
into Gaza. Direct talks between Israel and Palestine were resumed and all parties should be working to advance the cause of peace. The Unite
States opposed the current resolution, called for a vote and said it would vote against it. 

ALEX VAN MEEUWEN (Belgium), speaking in a general comment on behalf of the European Union, deeply regretted the events that had 
led to the unnecessary loss of life. The Council had the duty to address all human rights violations wherever they occurred, including by 
fighting impunity. The European Union welcomed the efforts of the Fact-Finding Mission to make an objective assessment of the organizatio
and interception of the flotilla by the Israeli navy. However, the European Union found it important that the work of the Human Rights 
Council complemented and fed into the work done by the wider United Nations system. The European Union regretted that the work of the 
panel of inquiry created by the United Nations Secretary-General had not been taken into account more strongly. Also, the European Union 
regretted the absence of sincere negotiations. For these reasons, the members of the European Union would abstain during the vote.  

VEJJORN HEINES (Norway), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, said Norway had called for and supported the decision by
the Human Rights Council to establish and send a Fact-Finding Mission to investigate the events surrounding the boarding of the flotilla in 
June, and stressed the need for the Human Rights Council to work in full concert with the Secretary-General, the Security Council, and all 
other relevant bodies. Norway welcomed the report and took note of the conclusions, and viewed it as an important contribution to the panel 
of inquiry established by the Secretary-General. The Council should formally forward it to the panel. Norway did not support an ongoing and
parallel process in the Human Rights Council, and had abstained for this reason.  

MICHAEL MEIER (Switzerland), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, said that Switzerland had called for an independent 
inquiry after the incident occurred in May this year and thanked the Fact-Finding Mission for conducting the mission under complex 
conditions. Switzerland was concerned that no single paragraph in the resolution made reference to the panel process undertaken by the Unite
Nations Secretary-General. Switzerland had abstained from voting on this resolution. 

LAURA DUPUY LASSERRE (Uruguay), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, said Uruguay voted for the resolution as it 
supported the work of the Special Procedures. Uruguay valued the work of the International Fact-Finding Mission into the humanitarian 
flotilla incident as well as the political efforts of the Secretary-General and the panel that would hopefully lead to reconciliation. 

Action on Resolutions Under the Agenda Item on the Promotion and Protection of All Human Rights, Civil, Political, Economic, Social and 
Cultural Rights 

Action on Resolution on the Special Rapporteur on Contemporary Forms of Slavery 

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.9) regarding the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of slavery, adopted without a vote, the Council 
decides to renew, for a three year period, the mandate of the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of slavery, including its causes and 
consequences; decides that the Special Rapporteur shall examine and report on all contemporary forms of slavery and slavery-like practices, 
but in particular those defined in the Slavery Convention of 1926, and the Supplementary Convention on the Abolition of Slavery, the Slave 
Trade and Institutions and Practices Similar to Slavery of 1956, as well as all other issues covered previously by the Working Group on 
Contemporary Forms of Slavery; requests the Special Rapporteur, in carrying out his/her mandate to: give careful consideration to specific 
issues within the scope of the mandate and to include examples of effective practices as well as relevant recommendations; takes account of 
the gender and age dimensions of contemporary forms of slavery; and encourages the Special Rapporteur to compile and analyse examples of
national legislation relating to the prohibition of slavery and slavery-like practices in order to assist States in their national efforts to combat 
contemporary forms of slavery.  

PETER GOODERHAM (United Kingdom), speaking in introduction of draft resolution L.9, said slavery and slavery-like practices continued
to persist in all regions of the world, despite the global prohibition of slavery. The resolution referred to the internationally-accepted minimum
figure of over 12 million enslaved people, although the real figure may be much greater, and represented an appalling denial of human rights 
which all States should do more to combat and to prevent, wherever it occurred. The draft resolution sought to renew the mandate of the 
Special Rapporteur for a further three year period, so that she could continue in her much needed work. Her thematic studies had brought a 
range of vital issues to the Council's attention for the first time The present resolution put on record an expression of the co-sponsors'
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range of vital issues to the Council s attention for the first time. The present resolution put on record an expression of the co sponsors
appreciation to all of those States which had engaged with the Special Rapporteur during her country visits and in the wider work of the 
mandates. All States should engage with the Special Rapporteur in a similarly constructive manner.  

EILEEN CHAMBERLAIN DONAHOE (United States), speaking in a general comment, said the United States was pleased to co-sponsor th
resolution. This issue was important to the United States both at home and abroad. The United States commended the work of the Independen
Expert and reiterated its commitment to combating contemporary slavery and slavery-like practices. The United States asked the internationa
community to support the work of the Independent Expert and others who worked on eradicating such practices.  

Action on the Resolution on the Independence and Impartiality of Judiciary, Jurors and Assessors and the Independence of Lawyers 

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.16) regarding the independence and impartiality of the judiciary, jurors and assessors and the independence of 
lawyers, adopted without a vote, the Council notes with appreciation the latest report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judge
and lawyers, including on the continuing education and training on international human rights as a crucial factor for the independence of 
judges, lawyers and for the objectivity and impartiality of prosecutors and their ability to perform their functions accordingly and invites all 
Governments, and competent national entities such as bar associations, associations of magistrates and universities to consider seriously the 
conclusions and recommendations expressed therein; requests the Special Rapporteur to carry out, with adequate support from the Office of 
the High Commissioner for Human Rights, a global thematic study within existing resources, to assess the human rights education and 
continuing training of judges, prosecutors, public defenders and lawyers with recommendation for appropriate follow-up and to present it at 
the seventeenth session of the Human Rights Council; requests the Special Rapporteur to explore the need for, and where appropriate, 
elaborate on, additional individual and institutional parameters to ensure and strengthen the objectivity and impartiality of prosecutors and 
prosecutorial services and their ability to perform their functions accordingly in protecting human rights and in promoting fair administration 
in justice; and decides to continue consideration of this issue in accordance with its annual programme of work.  

LEVENTE SZEKELY (Hungary), introducing draft resolution L. 16, said Hungary had been the main sponsor of this resolution for many 
years in the Commission on Human Rights and, subsequently, in the Human Rights Council. In keeping with this tradition, Hungary had 
decided to introduce draft resolution A/HRC/15/L.16, building on previous achievements while also aiming at further strengthening the scope
and substance of the text. In the main focus of the draft resolution was a future study by the Special Rapporteur on human rights education as
well as the role of prosecutors and prosecutorial services in protecting human rights. In addition, it reflected upon previously elaborated 
parameters guaranteeing the independence of judges and lawyers and new language on technical assistance was put forward. There had been 
very interesting exchanges of views on the notion of interference with professional activities of judges, lawyers and prosecutors. In Hungary’
assessment, this topic may warrant further examination in the future.  

Action on Resolution on Right to Education 

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.19) regarding the right to education: follow-up to Human Rights Council resolution 8/4, adopted without a vote
the Council urges all relevant stakeholders to increase their efforts so that the goals of the Education for All initiative can be achieved by 
2015, inter alia through tackling persistent economic and social inequalities, including on the basis of such factors as income, gender, location
ethnicity, language and disability, and notes the role that good governance can play in this regard; urges States to comply with their 
obligations under international human rights, refugee and humanitarian law relating to refugees, asylum-seekers and displaced persons, and 
urges the international community to provide them with protection and assistance in an equitable manner and with due regard to their needs in
different parts of the world, in keeping with principles of international solidarity, burden-sharing and international cooperation, to share 
responsibilities; encourages the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, the treaty bodies, the special procedures of the Council 
and other relevant United Nations bodies and mechanisms, specialized agencies or programmes, within their respective mandates, to continue
their efforts to promote the realization of the right to education worldwide and to enhance their cooperation in this regard and, in this 
connection, encourages the Special Rapporteur on the right to education to facilitate, including through the engagement with relevant 
stakeholders, the provision of technical assistance in the area of the right to education; and decides to remain seized of the matter.  

FRANCISCO XAVIER ESTEVES (Portugal), introducing draft resolution L.19, said the resolution built upon and updated the two 
resolutions already adopted by the Council on the issue of the right to education. It tried to reflect the most recent developments and pressing 
concerns in this area, and paid particular attention to the issues raised by the Special Rapporteur on the right to education in his latest reports
presented to the Council and to the General Assembly. The resolution drew attention to the role that the full realization of the right to 
education played in helping to achieve all Millennium Development Goals, and stressed the importance of increasing efforts in that regard, at
all levels, so that the 2015 deadline could effectively be met. A special emphasis was put on measures to ensure the enjoyment of the right to 
education by migrants, refugees, asylum-seekers and internally displaced persons, including the elimination of discrimination against such 
persons in access to all types and levels of education, and the removal of barriers to the education of such persons, including language barrier

Action on Resolution on Forensic Genetics and Human Rights 

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.29) regarding forensic genetics and human rights, adopted without a vote, the Council encourages States to 
consider the use of forensic genetics to contribute to the identification of the remains of victims of serious violations of human rights and of
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consider the use of forensic genetics to contribute to the identification of the remains of victims of serious violations of human rights and of
international humanitarian law, and to address the issue of impunity; also encourages States to consider the use of forensic genetics to 
contribute to the restoration of identity to those persons who were separated from their families, including those taken away from their 
relatives when they were children, in situations of serious violations of human rights and, in the context of armed conflicts, of violations of 
international humanitarian law; stresses the importance of providing the results of the investigations of forensic genetics to national 
authorities, in particular, where appropriate, to competent judicial authorities; requests the High Commissioner for Human Rights to submit a
report, within existing resources, to be presented to the Council at its eighteenth session, on the obligation of States to investigate serious 
violations of human rights and international humanitarian law in accordance with their international legal commitments in terms of 
indentifying victims of such violations, including through the use of forensic genetics, with a view to further considering the possibility of 
drafting a manual that may serve as a guide for the most effective application of forensic genetics, including, where appropriate, the voluntary
creation and operation of genetic banks, with the proper safeguards; and decides to consider this matter at its eighteenth session under the 
same agenda item.  

SEBASTIAN ROSALES (Argentina), speaking in introduction of the draft resolution L.29, said Argentina made the statement on behalf of 4
co-sponsors. As Argentina’s national experience showed, the use of forensic genetics could be very useful in documenting violations of 
human rights, bringing evidence to national and international trials, and in helping victims in realizing their right to truth. Argentina had 
experience in this area and was a pioneer in the use of forensic genetics to deal with its past. The main objectives of this resolution were the 
recognition of the use of forensic genetics in the context of international humanitarian law and international human rights law and the 
promotion and development of international standards to guide the use of forensic genetics that would guarantee that national databases were
done according to standards acceptable to all, including the protection of personal information. This resolution would facilitate the relationshi
between a number of organizations, Argentina said. The resolution requested the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights to 
prepare a report on the obligation to use forensic genetics in identification of victims of the human rights violations and violations of the 
international humanitarian law, to be presented during the eighteenth session of the Human Rights Council.  

Action on Resolution Under Agenda Item on the Human Rights Situation in Palestine and Other Occupied Arab Territories  

Action on Resolution on Follow-up to the Report of the Committee of Independent Experts in International and Human Rights Law  

In a resolution (A/HRC/15/L.34) regarding follow-up to the report of the Committee of Independent Experts in international humanitarian an
human rights law pursuant to Human Rights Council resolution 13/9, adopted by a vote of 27 in favour, 1 against, and 19 abstentions, as orall
revised, the Council urges the Palestinian Independent Commission of Investigations to complete its investigations in order to cover the 
allegations contained in the report of the Independent International Fact Finding Mission in Occupied Gaza Strip; condemns the non-
cooperation by Israel, the occupying power, which hampered the UN Committee’s assessment of Israel’s response to the call by the General 
Assembly and the Human Rights Council to conduct investigations that are independent, credible and in conformity with international 
standards; urges Israel, the occupying power, in compliance with its duties to complete investigations in conformity with international 
standards of independence, thoroughness, effectiveness and promptness into the serious violations of international humanitarian law and 
international human rights law by the United Nations Fact Finding Mission on the Gaza Conflict; decides to renew and resume the mandate o
the UN Committee of Independent Experts in international humanitarian law and human rights law established pursuant to HRC resolution 
13/9, and requests this committee to present its report to the Council at its sixteenth session of March 2011, and requests also the United 
Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights to continue providing its members with all administrative, technical and logistical assistance 
required to enable them to fulfil their mandate promptly and efficiently; and decides to remain seized of this matter.  

The result of the vote was as follows:  

In favour (27):Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Brazil, China, Cuba, Djibouti, Ecuador, Gabon, Ghana, Jordan, Kyrgyzstan, Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius, Nigeria, Pakistan, Qatar, Russian Federation, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Thailand,
Uganda, and Uruguay. 

Against (1):United States.  

Abstentions (19):Belgium, Burkina Faso, Cameroon, Chile, France, Guatemala, Hungary, Japan, Mexico, Norway, Poland, Republic of Kore
Republic of Moldova, Slovakia, Spain, Switzerland, Ukraine, United Kingdom, and Zambia. 

AFTAB AHMAD KHOKHER (Pakistan), introducing draft resolution L. 34 on behalf of the Organization of the Islamic Conference and the 
Arab Group, said in its thirteenth session the Council had decided to establish a Committee of Experts to monitor and assess any proceedings
undertaken by the Government of Israel and the Palestinian side. However, the report of that Committee had concluded that the non-
cooperation of Israel had hampered the Committee’s assessment of the Israeli response to conduct independent and credible investigations. T
ensure that Israel complete investigations in conformity with international standards into the violations, the Organization of the Islamic 
Conference and the Arab Group had tabled a follow-up resolution. This resolution among other things reaffirmed the obligation of all parties 
to respect international humanitarian law and international human rights law under all circumstances and reiterated the importance of the 
safety and well-being of all civilians

Page 5 of 6DisplayNews

30/09/2010http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=10393&LangID=E



safety and well-being of all civilians.  

IBRAHIM KHRAISHI, (Palestine), speaking as a concerned country, said Palestine was trying and making every effort to implement all its 
commitments enshrined in United Nations resolutions. Palestine committed itself, in front of this august Council, to continue its investigation
so as to be able to clarify the situation in an unambiguous manner to all parties. The text of the draft resolution under consideration showed 
that the report of the Secretary-General had been received, and there should be a follow-up by the High Commissioner for Human Rights. Up
to now, the Human Rights Council had not been able to prepare for the convening of the High Contracting Parties of the Fourth Geneva 
Convention. Up until this moment, Palestine had not been informed of the details of the various models for the compensation of those who ha
been injured during the attack on Gaza. The peace process still confronted huge problems, despite the fact that all had asked and called upon 
the occupying power to halt the building of settlements - but Israel continued to refuse to comply with this international call as a prelude for 
serious negotiations that would lead, within a year, to what was the desired goal, peace. Palestine declared that it was willing to engage in 
partnership, but the Occupying Power continued to refuse this partnership. The Prime Minister of Israel had been quoted as saying that the 
peace process would take decades, and would be on the basis of ethnic, religious and geographical separation. That was a declaration of a new
apartheid regime in the Middle East. The draft resolution was not an impediment to peace – Palestinians were the ones who were most 
concerned with assisting Israel to observe and respect the law, as that was the future, and it was not the language of strength or might that wa
the future.  

EILEEN CHAMBERLAIN DONAHOE (United States), speaking in an explanation of the vote before the vote, said that the United States ha
been clear in its earlier communications that it would not accept an international oversight of domestic issues. It had also expressed its 
conviction that the violations of international humanitarian law that had occurred could be handled by domestic investigations by Israel. As 
the fact-finding mission’s report indicated, beyond responding to specific violations, the Israeli military had already changed protocols in 
order to increase the protection of civilians. Israel was engaging in the ongoing investigations to establish accountability and to punish those 
who broke the law. The United States called on all parties to fulfil their obligations in promoting the respect for international humanitarian law
and human rights. The United States believed that the Committee of Independent Experts was not necessary and called for a vote on this draft
resolution. 

ALEX VAN MEEUWEN (Belgium), speaking in a general comment on behalf of the European Union, said the European Union deeply 
regretted the loss of life during the Gaza conflict. The European Union had called on all parties to launch appropriate and credible 
investigations into the violations of international law that had occurred. The European Union continued to work with both Israel and the 
Palestinian authority and acknowledged that further steps should be taken to fight impunity. The draft resolution would have benefited from 
better incorporating the findings of the Committee. The European Union would have preferred a more focused and trim-lined approach and it
regretted the absence of sincere negotiations. For these reasons, the members of the European Union would abstain from the vote.  

KATE JONES (United Kingdom), speaking in a general comment, recalled that the European Union had thanked the Committee of Experts 
for their report and thorough work, and had regretted that the text before the Council did not include the responsibilities of Hamas to 
investigate the allegations against them, thus making it flawed and unbalanced. In addition, the United Kingdom questioned the need for 
proliferation of mechanisms on this issue. For these reasons, the United Kingdom would abstain on the vote.  

MICHAEL MEIER (Switzerland), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, recalled that it was crucial to have appropriate follow
up to the Goldstone report and to continue with the fight against impunity. Switzerland regretted that the draft resolution L.33, on which the 
Council had just voted, had not called on all parties to prosecute those responsible for violations of international humanitarian law and human
rights violations and that was why Switzerland had abstained. 

LAURA DUPUY LASSERRE (Uruguay), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, said Uruguay trusted that Israel would 
thoroughly investigate and take note of claims of violations of international humanitarian law in order to restore full enjoyment of human 
rights in the area as well as peaceful co-existence between both States and peoples.  

DARLINGTON MWAPE (Zambia), speaking in an explanation of the vote after the vote, said that the Government of Zambia had decided to
abstain as resolutions needed to be in line with the peace process. The role of the international community was to promote peace and security
in all nations and, as such, the Council had to adopt resolutions that were more balanced and that focused on reconciliation. 

__________ 

For use of the information media; not an official record
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