ZFERATEHES GENERAL

E/CN.4/2006/120
27 February 2006

CHINESE
Original: ENGLISH

NG E RS
FHoNT T Eail
Il B IXFE I H 10 Fi1 11

gy, fhe . TR
2 BRI B R AR

REMETHMEERR

ETENBEATFEEFERSINMERNFLE - FEFER. EE
FRIMRYIRI G BB AFH RS RERES - BHEF. BEHAME
2. TAESAEABHNHFESATEEFINREAERE
BeERe. HREMEARNBEFNRSHAMHD - FXER,
UBRAANZBAER B &SKENS O EERNF E DR E
RRE - FTHHHRE.

B =

AT A 407 B AN B2 5 00 R 1) T AR 55 AR HH B 3R A8, IX TN A 2004 4 6
JI UK LA 3 () 5 3 A O 1 A O 155 0 B8 ¥4 5% ] g 2 6% 1t 11 45 40 B 4 AR IR O o

95— RGP A TLUE 55 3 VAR S . B T R T IR B IAE 55 R I
FHRESL, DL I 55 A O AR JE A BUG DL I RARSR BR . dReJm — ot 4h e A
W

GE. 06-11275 (C) 050406 120406



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 2

B X
B’ R
=TT 1-5
IR e e 6 - 16
A, ARG BB T oo e, 6 -7
B. SREAEMEPBREZ THI XS i 8-9
C. FEHEAEEPr ABGEZ TS HIVEH 10 - 11
D T 1 R U 12 - 14
E.  [EBr N8 SOGENMABGER BAME 15 - 16
v AT R AR B R AT 17 - 40
A REEIBEEE R RZF A e, 19 - 21
B. AL SRR AR B ) B 2 22 - 24
C. {EAFAEREEM RGN TR A o 25 - 26
D. {ERENURH B (1 G fe S B UARR.. 27 - 29
E. ZEHEEEEM . MLk E S B BOR 30 - 33
F.o ZEAEFEFBIBF o, 34 - 40
BRI ARAR AL A N GE AT R ARSI ARE R T L 41 - 56
AL R WTRRPE U SN 46 - 48
B. IR TV i e, 49 - 52
C. BB o e,
D. I o
E. B FEMGIE . IR e
F. S AN IE B NEARIR IR e
VORBEEIE AR BT 57 - 65
Ao 3G BRARHE oo, 57 - 59
B.  HER A R IE AR FEFR o 60 - 65

=

=

© © 00 00 N o o o1 o b~

N RN NN DN R B R R R R R R
P O O O ©O © © ~N O U1 Ww N r O



E/CN.4/2006/120

page 3
2 3C-
B R
T AN NZEAHATIA B e K HER SO AR ... 66 - 82
A A BT e 71
B. DAL AN RPEME Y%, BfE5miE
MR A ST T S5 e 72 - 82
IS BE IR R I e e 83 - 104
Annexes
ANNEX L. NOLES i e e ens

Annex |l.Letter dated 31 January 2006, addressed to the Office of the
High Commissioner for Human Rights, by the Permanent
Representative of the United States of America to the
United Nations and Other International Organizations

TN GBNEBV A e e e e e e e

22
23

23

30

44



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 4

e =
~J =

1. AR A 8 A ) B il AU T A 2 2% R R A U P ik ST e SR SR A
P TR R G A e 2 L AN N3 B B A ) A a8 A T ) R AR 5L R B A
FH ) AR ) P D, AR N N A ATk 38 ) e vy K VA R B o0 i R PR AR (5= A T 0k 3
P 5z vy 7K P ) At BRE FR) AR B i R A ) T 80 J31) I 75 63 E AT 1) — SRR 5 BIF 5T 1 45 2R

2. [ 2002 4 1 H PASK, 3X T 44 AT 55 K 4H 3 — AR S0 VR B O 1 A1 5% 1 I JBE ¥ 56
[ 9 7 5 B (1 o 30 87 3 PR 0 . 2004 4 6 H 5 At AT B e 4B — AN 2 21 4k SR AT IX I
155, BRI AR SR B Ja 3 3L 19 8- AT 55 D HOVE B o 5 AT 95 7K 48 35 R o 5 5
T 7S HL R A O 1 AR B 2 Y BB A 8 BT 55 SR VL . FRAR AN I . AN
o, RS AR AR, GBI AT O T I i) R R S R T AN 2 B A L B
R, A AT BE % B8 G AT 0 28 L S AR L.

3. EWFRPTRBIERE R, A ATAS W iE SR 26 H LS T A 4. 2004 4 6
J 25 H, A8 EBUN, )5 ORET U0 S R, 10 1% BUF o AT
o) SCHE TR BES, DA N JU A NS 4R 55 — F %8 kL. 1 2005 4F 10 J] 28 H AT
A, 2 E BN M) A AT 55 AR ) =4 N 0k O I — R U i) B, 8 AT
YT [ EEVS T E B A B T o IR TUEAE M, ¢ U AN RS S 4
MR AR SR VT B B 7 . fE 2005 4F 10 H 31 HRBUR M &R P, T4 &H
BN IX I, AR U7 ) 0 R B DL R R G =N SR VR AR U7 ) R R A2
I35 50 96 [ BURF - 3X IR VT R0 T 2005 4E 12 1 6 H3EAT . (H2, AT A5 15 ) A
AL 35 5 45 300 B MR R X — 2, DR IKK 5 R ) R AR ) S B0 U AT 45 1R R
R AR Ak, 17 L 2 905 35 08 DG 40 70 DG 35 08 B S 1) o 4 B 5 IRIR DA % W A TE VP
X —HAr. BT BUN B A R s 5 X SR [, 45 4% T 2005 4F
11 5 18 H ¥ BUH Xk Vi )

4. FTLL, AHR A AR 1) 2 BURF AT 55 A 41 35 326 11 D% 55 J06 JBE V5 41 B IR O i) A
RPTEN SR, (5 &ME S BAr s ek E . P IEF RS T ) 0¢85 15 B8 5 5K
BN B B B ROUR XAEIX = AN E R BN B Y AT RS, LA Sy e 2 G B
JEE VA5 gl ) B S A %) A DR AT 55 AR 4R RO [ Tn) PR R . RS AR R o SRR B
AR BERE, RFAFBUN A 239 5 R« AR 110 38 [ 8 7 SO o i 3801 ¢



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 5

DS E RN SR N T R 2 el 1 = B TN A T < R e S (S W
U7 0] 52 R PR R A, AR R A N2 Rk R 5 O B IS TR R e ) B A A G 1) T B N BLE
(K — X125 Wik . KA, T 2006 4F 1 H 16 H J 5% F BUF S48 T AR A 2R .
% B BUR AE 2006 48 1 H 31 H 8145 1, i sRkof 0% 5 BT AR 4R 4 e 2 m (LB
F 4 % [ O 2006 4 1 M) 31 HIE R, XHRE HRfE T — B0,

5. 55 EBUN A 2005 4 10 A 21 HAR MR KR, K4 A 520 4 A 01 gl 47
FE RIS RS o %40 B T T 2002 4F 1 H @7k H #2005 4 9 A 26 H, L 264
N GBI RV 3 75, I b 68 AR B A 4 4f B 50T 3 L AR B IR L BR 9%
A 1R 92 R R A B R A e N R A [ K BURF H 4 . 4% 2005 4F 10 ] 21 H,
MR tive 17 AP MHE AR ZH —ANEFZASHH I, Hrp, HIBK
DkAE = A E B R AR E, X = AUl C 7 A B30 . % 2005 4 12 A,
TN AT ERER RS, °

o VRS

A ABLE Je R it

6. & 2001 4F 9 J 11 HEMBAEREMEZRT2)G, ey 78
1373(2001) 5 ¥, HRATH B R R AWMLk R Sur 5 il A L b 45 i
Briab . AR IR IR M E AT A . FHIR BT R S % B (A E %

7. AEBEE R PRB, 2a BEE s DL ROK S AR TN A 0 BT o M T SO [ I
WP A< T S AR o 41 ok 28 M 2 ST SR S AT A 45 e 6 e 5 L o ) o v 3 2 [
b AR . e RIS B2 P X507 . 2 Bk 4. AR
St B S R NBUZR 4 BT K I A S U, 23 B4 T I T AT R S 1 R R )
R B B A T N A 4% 29 B £ AT 4550 T P9 6 R 4T o B i 32 Ui, % 08 LR A
BAEEA A H. °



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 6

B. EAME A Ak AR [ Prik s T X5

8. SR S L OB IS T w400 B A AR DUAH OQ ) — 28 AR 2y, b i
LR (A RBUM M BUA B E bR A~ 20 (A RBUFMBUABCA A2)) ). (ZEIE
A RN LA A 2 . AN N A B AR R A S B AR T A A1) ((ZEIREE I A 200 )R G
B — D) X B W bR ALY ( CEBRFh R A L) ). 7 1977 45 10 I 5 H,
FKHEZEE (i, e SRR EBAL) ( (LR SCRA A Z21) ), HizE R
HEHEIX I A 2y o X LE R AT L8 5 be i 17 2 A5 [l vk iR R o 478 1 1 AR R o B 2
HA s VR AL

9. SR IE 5 I B JEE ¥ At B R DA O 1) — 28 [ s G 2 303k 4 4 (1 4
A, XEFATEAT: (—RPIFENH T+ ZHRTREFEAFEZHA L AZ) (CH
WL =220 YA MU+ H R PRSI RT-TFRZHNEAZ) ((H
W RLER DY~ 290 ), IX I A (K TF 2 2% ol D9 AR B0 17 33 150 [ Bk B ) B 98 5% [
A CHW ALY 55— B sOE 1A Es = i i iceE B gr 29 [, H3X e
B2 e g, Fnlad G MmSCER) % 75 &, B AN TIEH, KA
1 2% KW A A S0 A58 B vl R . °

C. AR ABGEZ T X551 v [H]

10. (o RABCRAMBUABA E B A L) 5 5, R 24F 21 K H
F AR UL AE LA RS2 I BRI — DI N2 A R LB ACA AR, AN I
Rt . TEE . SR BOUA B AR . AR S B L W AR O A
G0y SFAE AT X .7

11 RV 4R K “HE[— 4R 20 40 A A L BRI N B3, B o
(A8y) PATIE DL ARG 55 2 by B f g o, — 40 2 [ 06 2008 B O IR IIE 3% 1%
2% 2 [ s B A RO AE T N2 (200 e BCH],  BIAEAT 5¢ N 53 IR AR T
AR EBE R o % TRE, T R A DG A A B A L S R
SR pE R s b 0 gk, BN SRR R SR, 1,
€ REBUM AT BUG BUR [ b~ £9) & H T — B AR AR B 4 22 AMT A 8 3 B 72
PP AT O ot Rk, DRI AR VA A 5 TR EEL O I o R A B R 6 T R



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 7

IR NIRRT, I AN 8 R S A B B ARG 22 6 S& B I8 AR 925 4410 B 4 1) X
G0 PFTLL, S5 [ OGRS 0 AEVE ) B R S A [ b ABGEZ T 1 55 .

D.  BRAIA v gk

12, 0 REBURATBUA BRI Br 2~ 290 BAR HAth B Bs ABCSC A5 A 4if — 28 AR 4%
Ao SRVF R SRR 29 R A R O R PR O R Sa e (29D B doBOM . AR E L E
5 B 2 S A KBRS B0, AT BASEAT Sl (o BRABURATBUA BUR [ Br 22 20)
S5 DU 2% 55 (1) KO0t o0 96 15 At T SRR e AT S i O e R - S 2 E SR A
AT RSO A s v R SR A 2 LU A B TR T 2 O PR i AN S T K
AR IR At [ B SC 55 AR ol 45 it A 79 AT B AL o

13, voyd e AR A I A ¢ A Q) BE, RIERE AR U p R R, X
Cn 2 BEoE SEAT 38 U 15 it AT A6 AR O Jm 3 Bl 21 5K AR A7 IR D0 R O TR
B Y HA IR R A o RN AR AT, A 20T B IO S b B
TR AL gk A il 6 20 DL U A AR T T O B S TR R R R R A
2 [ — H bR 0T 38 SR A2 PR S A T BA B , ANBESEAT k. A8 2001
F9H 11 gtz n, KEBRHAEE (AZ4) BNES 3MME, Bx (o
AR ATBGA UM Br 2 2 AT o] 3 At A B 5% 24 110 1 35 36k 11 1 308 5

14, FFAR B AT BRI AR RE I LA S 9, BT £ g 21 1 5K A7 1 28 36 5 S0 # el
R R, R . (O ROBCRURT BUA AR [ B~ 200 25 DU 450 2 0 AN
INCA S I BUA A T RE » XSS A A BUCER N 55) s SRR SRS A 2. A
T8 B B R R A 38 BRAL §11 R B 4%) s ARNEEAS A AE TR A I A A AR (5 N 4%), A
LB R R A B (NS BARRLE =1 B i AABUR A 8 X USR] A
I R P DR B 25 KK CAZ0) 2R JU4c, DUOROME 52 1) 23 1E W B BUM (1 56+ DY 4%
I AL SR DU 2% JI 5 B ANAG AR I ARUA 2 8], (RN 55 2 A5 29 5 — LR
W(2001) &, “RE P DR B 45 AR AN 32 1 1R 2 WL RE N AN 15 5 9k R BUR 1) £ 47 1
fati. 7 Uk, SBIUEME &M EEAE, WS RY . JoARIEE AN 5 K PR
[ 28 TE S HDROR &8, 0 20049 3 78 40 B TR, B 0 R RO A W B 2 gk,



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 8

E. B A\ T8 32 SR N B ) B AR 1

15, [H Fr A 3 SCVE R i AR 05 AN S AH ECHE T 0, T R A R AR
A AR 452 A 2 76 55 31 %5 (2004) — FEPE VP S R B 1

ALY E R T IE T B AT SRR e R e g . R R

BLA (ALY BRI, BRSO3k R A AR R R U R R A B T

FERE L) BURI, ARIX 5 5 THT 072 A A A A A RRFRT S T AN 2 A B HE R 1 o

16. 8 <1 FH B s A A% 28 00 AR ME R R b, B BRI (A

FOBUCRIRTBUA BRI A 20) & T3 o, EERikbiRn, AT R RHF L

BRI E T RO R AS A, 2 T AT R RF Ay, A 50 A vk 20 b 3& 1 e i)

T2 B AE B b 8 P R VAR A E 7 o RIS T A Ml o A R I A i B

BB SR VAR R L, EBRERBEA A T W AT B LB £

P ANAE BB v S T A ke, (HE B A ROBURRTBUIA BURI 2 200 156 DU 4% 0

F9 6 ol o ik 45 3 I 1% L B A7 o T

T AR B R R RV R Ak S

17. ATEA W RS T AR A0 Y DR B RV T FR ST P ) 0 SV R 2R
FE oAy DA 5 [ X G 1 TS JBE 5 ) B O v ) A B A OE R PR AR . AR, XX
S ol 1 B 3 P ARV S R A TR IR R S R R 0 A A B, T X
AU I A2 I SE o BT 8 A0 0 e b5k 0 87 09 A 6 R 4 Hh T B IR (A I
BRI FVBUAR BRI A Z9) ), BBV ()AK), LA BIRRI . S FAS i A £ 1R 92 B
BEAT 1 23 1E W B BRI ( €A RABURIRTBUA BRI A L)Y, 51 PU4), 31X # TR £/
PR N G BT R AR A IEAL T, I R B I AE #E e SR ).

18. 0 I B R JEE VS ke 44 B B S AT A AR, 2001 4F 11 H 183 H (R THAE
SR e R A BRI EE R A ] E A A (R “E R @A )L
FE o MCHEIZ I, nT DAAE AN 2 HY i 45 ml AN R A7 o B ) 49 5L T DI PR 0T b 0 3 2 S N
B — 23 Do o0 e N HEAT R B . AR AN LA P IUAT 55 IR A R, VT IR 4 B 1k
AR s R RT P S K ) B B R TR I RN R . B, AR TN XSS R S AT
B O TN I B HRYL BE TR kST P ) e A 1) [ B vk RO — ) AT VP, Bk



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 9

o REESRE T (A RBCMBUARR AZ1) 26 14 4, DR T RAPLR M
SR HEAS S AT IR B O A A T A S A JsU ) .

A RIS TS EEVE (1 < 1 O

19. 3 [ BURF A R <5 50 B 6 R VS e 40 B 5 1 B R B R R AR IR U, kAT
oV 5 B — DL S ATART L Ath <2 % I —— 7 8 o 457 82 300 P9 0 B O R S N B, AR B4R
MR, WAREILEERIN ., H8 AL —F RN, ﬁ‘ﬁ%*ﬂ*tﬂ?iﬁ%ﬂ@%%
e ZAE AT A . HB I H A T AN AR SF N gk ek S el as R L AT .

B TARE A AR s A SR “ 5O R zz—ifaﬁz‘# {HABATTHE [F] X —
e PUAE A B o o2k o 5o B o A Hh A8 AT 0 I HLAR i SR XU A 1 — U7 (36 ) A%
BN, AIEikERr s I gl o B, LR ) B 1 H R AN AR SF N gk gk i
BB A e AT . 10 s b, Ok SN A i e i S B 2 I 2E R ) R
B AN IEARZE ] AR B N8 S S P ) s ph R ARG T b, 3K IR ) e
VERIZF B BB R s, ik (2 RBURI N BUA BUR A 29 ) 55 04 0 1 ARG,
IR <F B A ot A AR J B BUR) AR AL

20, SEEE OC 3 SRR S Bl ) B A R RO SR N B, BLBGIE B 4 B I A N
G0 < LR 2 F B S v S e BLRRCR A S B o T A AL S R )

0 B K A AR R e O VE PR B E P e TP B, R DG B IS EE VS 4 B AR T
R SN R 1 S i < A Ml R R 1 A D R e =< R NE = W E =l

21, WT “YEMFFF SN AEAR B IR . A EEEIN AR LR 7 S5 )
B g 0 B o ) AR, DRI I A S IX 53 5 T A 2 v 58 0 R TR TSR 1 e 1 77
AL FEAW S iU S 15 B 2 N IR B9 ) B8 2 . AR X 7 1 FénTaHjE’JE,
S ERFT o B SIS 4 AR B O R b A P T B G T R ks b o, 2

B.  mU i ok B HICAR ) e 460 B

22, (HARBE=n2) M, £ “ P LLEg 20 [ W pr ik Er— P2
Ao A P il S A R b 5 (B AR ORI B R, N AR AT RAT
FARBOT B IINT WA AF A B, HRP LR, (HANRMNAZA) M
SE 5 M R RUORE X % 5 (1 2 4 R R B B P 4 T % 5 [ R B (4R AR ) (5



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 10

AN BB IUA), BB AR A O R R A (R B 4). — HHE
o T 2B o G G R, A R A B 0 SRR 2Y L DR TR R A A0 R 07 7 ke Lk
AT IR R (AR A7 A0S RO 25, m 4t B BRI R P 4O, 2 i TR AN R
Al A7 A PR il S N B B R AN LA ATT P R S s A 4 R U AT i, DRI B 2 X
SN DUIE AR . s 22, — ELE PR ale pi R 0, At ZH0RE TN L A7 3
7 PR A i A BN LR R A

23, QARSI H 0 € 0140 B A AP R B, AT A CH A LY A Z)
(RS o 25 AT N e 38 14 6 el R 31 2 AT 55 7 38 [ 8 1 O 45 08 R 5 440 1 11
NP IR IR IE S, R 8400 B 1K H A 2 ZEA R AN TR N 53 1 O 145 [R] 3G 13 A2
fle, M RIUE B, A O Ak A I iR

24, AR TN AR 0 T B AR RV S 1 e A )3 AR A B e R L A [
FAE, EAMATH IR RAE S CH A RS =D~ 200 1w A 2 205 2 18] 1 [
B Qe b 58 o BT EL,  FEATSAE BEAT IR 3G 1R & BN 2 55 1 A [ B 1k i e b S8 vp s SEVRAE A
By (o RBCRRT B BUR 22 20 55 04 JE 1R O B 135 i 0 D0 1 S AT 410 B 110 25 31
2, ANBE AR D Bk 30 B 1R A3

C. LEAAF A % i SR 1K) 5 L I 3R 14 496 4 B 2

25.  SRBFEEES A A0 B A T VF 2 A (B ) HFBRA K AEA R E S 5K
RS (A M AR 1K . 2001 £ 10 H A8 35 W JE MV A 2 58 =T 4 TS 410 B 1K) /N 44 Bl 2R
B RIEEE 7, R — AT A . A0 RRE 1, 2 554k, ¥ 2 30k
$0) B 5 T AE 1 B AT 2 SGEIFANE SRS B0 b Rl 1. IRk, AfgdR 51 e st
R AN P i 48 AN HE IS 335 A U A0 0 A o S E 30T A 40 B A BN B kA e
A D 400 B 1R A 3R

26. IR, IXIFANIE AT AR 5 B 0 I A A B E AN B 2 R <F A b e 9B b
37 o R Wi 2 SO 40 5 i 1R B B SC 5% R RE 5K BT AT B 5K S A 2k il A 4] B L R s —
SN Gre (HGE, BERRRIZE A U ABOE R (A RAUMABUA BRI A 2)) 5
JUAE R DY 5 o IXA AR TR BE AR T A 11 1E =4 8% e AR () R Ak 37 1 A0 2 TE )
3R P Hh O 30 B A TR AR SR RO BORT A5 g 4 A0 B el AR, 19 I 2R B
It A0 TRV UE 3 (R BCRT - 45 2 A Ul B BY (R BCR - BARAE 5 BRI 8] P9 32 o 58 AORE TR



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 11

BUR o AR 2 <F B AL AR 2L . A B TRE NS R FEF, 0 X TR
GRS IVEREI ' ONIPSYR

D. £ wl ik HUR X i) B 1Y) & 9 PR 4 Hh R DI AR

27, AL T AR Sl 4 T AR S A 5 ] g m T e A Hh e ek ST VR B AR
B IR AR e 2 15, OB M B ¥ e 40 B A8 AR LA rhORE R SE TR0 R A A VR R R 5
DI AR RIS 5 i (e AR . 2004 4F 6 7, ficm B /E Rasul PRATAT % 2° o,
% [ 3k e A7 B BE G SC 1 A8 5% B M JEE 2 U R R 1 (Y b T oy R AR A B R A ik PR
5o HoE, R g S AR 2 I (RIDRVE SCBE IR BRSO a5 KA i 245 2
AT VYA 2 I A)), 5 BBV e 10 R MK S 1 S JFORHAE AT — 0 N 5 DR 97 HA I A H 36k
o
28. 1A Rasul ZEfFH R, BUFT 2004 £ 7 F 7 H AL T 8H N 5 5 64
BmRE — A=A LA R — DU & i ik tE . A2 Jm, ot
BELOG B 00 25 410 B 4 N B DR HR IR 1) 5C B DT B e« sk AN 0 B o A
FEMIRE Y “RISF T [0 B DS AR 5 U A~ L DR R RETRE ~F e e ik
e KRS o 20 HR BURF SR AL IR ERE, WSk N 5L 5 4 5 A BE LR BT H T A
TE ISR BRSO AT B0 45 1 A7 . 27 SR [EE T 2004 4F 5 F 11 H B2 T 47 BUA
| O, DVEAREE S B RE S 0 B A A BOIR DL . HIX BN AT & (o R
AURTBLA B 2 290 BILAR 3AMENR, G/ e, AR N e g
FAAE N, 1 e T Al L R s A e VR AR R BT WA RO Y B, IR AT R
5 BRLIK IR ) N 32 57 R BRBORE TR 5 ARTS CA IRBCR A BUG BUR 2 4) S L 45
A ESR, A KE, AT R AT s AR <F B RN, AT BEA VA BE 4
AL YR, BAGEIR BE BE 08 AN i 2E Hh R 5 40 28 3t 1 & 30 LR R AR AN 5 VLI iy & 7
OB s WMARFE (R RBCFAMBUA R 2210 25D 41 25Kk, Bl b
(@) SRS A AT B B R R WA SR R M R L
A 4R AT RVARUS T B R ILAR SR 3 ) 8 OC L EE A A T
O B £ it
()[R AF 5% AR $H 3 AL D F10 4 460 B < A 0T e 1 N B3 B 43 o 4 B AT B A
T 512 (VR P U DN 88 H 7™ F R 1), 3K S8 DA AT R 410 B AT RS

-Er} -Er}



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 12

TR T . 28 g A, 6f k0 PR A W R L B L R A PR A
DA RO LT O T 0 o0 R A il N B AR 4 I A 5 1R A4 RE RITIE 488 11 B
R BRI, BF TR I AR R
(c) L& AR H R H W & HATHAIRIESE TIX— 5 fk: HHPZHAR
R H I, AR AT B SRR, g AT B SR OGS
fib 2 M = SCIBE N B . T, BARIX — R T D L DU AR,
Y& A A AT AR B 400 B 52 20w A), T HLH R LA G B IS R VS B 4
B R P T A B
(d) &K, TFEMC I # S0 7w, S B O A A R AR 1 55
BURT S5 03 57 AT PR, T AN 02 06 T A8 R0 Ik > A 03 5 4 i) IRAT
I B A 2 STk
(e BIELEME AN S0 d AN AL B AR, A
R A RS LR, AR R — e S 3R R B, AR AR SE A
ﬁ%&%ﬁfﬂmﬁ%~%%mmmkﬁmﬁhﬁﬁ,E%AWW%
PHALE O 150 g
w.zmsi%«%ﬁ%% SFIEVED) IR TSR By AR RAT BUH A R
AT ORI IR R ZIERE, AT 22 50k B # 0 AL 52 B B o 2 (1)
5] B35 38 A1 by B % 55 0 B 40 B 1 Ah BN B 0 BOAR 3R N B N B R A
W7o 3 I MBS A, FR A B R IX 26 LRI A B R S N B B A
FEAE W IO AT A B J5 Bt IO AU o AN, B Be HLR A AU A AH G RE 7 2 5
VA A, A ) SE N BB R A R i S . %

E. SPBAEEER . T vk EE AR

30. (A RBARBEARA ALY HHUEE LFME, “AANATR{AT D
A S IR A5 % 1R S () R G AR A TR VR JESEAT AN IE S A TR o % (LT )
IEBLIRA ST I FEA Y Wk, N NAT B 52 0 3 vk e A g 14 O 2 1 o 1 3%
PR 0 o AN B2 7 AN SR I A A 1 IE 24 38 R e 1R 9 i R BRI e 1 5 T
TR BUERE A EERLT o 3 (S A WUE, B R B 1] O B AR S A



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 13

) B L ) A S B s B DT L, K I VR T I e A g B R o e
B E W R E R .

31. A FELZTR S 135 — MM VFie (1984) % 2 RBUR AT EL A BUR] 2 247)
VO ARRE Jy: HHDU 4P 2 1E B R M BEE A Tl vE e, tER T
TkpE. ¥ BHRSRER, FEEFRAEHHETROEFLE, ZREWN, “X
SN AIERNPRSL VR RS 7 s IR, CWASLHAE A RN T
BE 6538 AN FF 5 100 % W AR TE R B R P 7 o BRI MRk pEST
ST IR B N Y R T AR B S B0, T LY 2 7 B OE SR B DU 4 R 1 7R R
BE 4 PE R HEAT 7 o %0 BTLL, B H TG BN Y 78 A RESE S DU 4B e, IF
TS N SF B I A B A E

32, KIEEIPEEVE A N R MR LLE A RABUR FIBUA BRI A Z41) 28
TSR . AR EFH G, EERERASEETH T8 Tar, Z%E HE P
Jh R B G M AT R N Y R I A A AT, R R AT A B e . R R e
AMUEREATBOER TN BRSBTS T, i H AR OR AT B 0 28 5
SV FE s T VRN Z0AR RE RO P 0 B S . AN, R e AL
GEI A IE I RN AL T B =« A7 D08 5 IR PR il R0 ke s e AT A 21 1, AT fof
TR R R AN Z ANERLR

33. I, (FEFGA) Hw, PAFmIIEE LS EH NSRS EE
SR 23 B3 23 B D RS b AR BBl B ) TE BRI 1 o BER  AS, DRI R TR A
BT s R ARAT W) YRR AT IR N R 52 B0 0 VA A I SR sl AE v A O TR — e
PIfIEE . AR o 37 Bl B 3 52 SRS i A 10T B o B RUR) B B4R
RE (BBITMNERERZERSwLY G5B /E T okckh: e 2 80k 4t 1n) 8 11
W R ST, R R 20 Eh 5 T R S AT AT R I R AT

F. 33|00 0E 5 B AUH

34. RN IEH HPBCRAE (2 RBMABOABMAZ) H+D0%. (HA R
BN BT FLEM NG, U CRImsoeE B BB+ k(x4
BN S R ISR AR ) AR B L . %P IR AR S B RS 29 5 — i)k
PEVEIS N (0, 5% AT Ao 1] 58 #05 AS A 5 AT AR 15 2 5 9 3o 052 38 4 1 o 3 11 56 AN it



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 14

We (EFMLAY BN “HITRD AEFHI” (1 X5, H I H I A R R X 0
R

35. (HEFAA) WERNLEL LT 26 B BCR) AT IR 546, B A
Ry N OB I A Ok A oy JERH I RLR I 2R 00, B BTk, R
SHUE, AR ATy B AT A, SRR BT Ol T AR R A
HIARTIR . kA CEFaA) , v BATEE Sl A, AR AR A — S
Horp g fw T LM BLE PRl ST VRIA IR 0 ZAFRZ P B anfE ¢
PES RV, DL R ANE B T OGS I R v e M 55 o b Ah . BESE HEORL RO E 4 T REA
kA A e, T EL T S e A DR R, Sl A T R G i I B T X
B #E B A RAURIRNBUA BURI A Z0) S5 IU4 5 1 k2 143 34 IF 3 H I AUR],
PAJCES T DU 4 365 3K (L) UAI (T ) IR 52 1 2 AR« e AR B S AR b 7, X« Jg iR Pl
JELRBE 7 & REUE AT AH N )R R £E QLI e (AR B Bl HE S s R AR 4
1 A N R R (R SR 4 o 3 e B B AR R T O T A A sy . %0

36.  FEATUES BT IAUR( (A RBURIRBUARFI ALY BHIUEHE 3 #(L)
TR € 9 AT A R A 3 AR S0 ) )t —— A 358 % ik S A0 L At E 4% DL K B B2 R
Fz T In) Sk AN R IR E G R SE AR IE N AR — B 1 BB, BN (E F a4
BUE, WS TTAE R R R T 1 BE R AT R R B B SRARE AR ST B
oo BAN, 20054 8 AR (AT EHEZ RSMA) B —9)KE, A
VPR 25 Rt 35 3 52 M AR T B2 e B2 R R LA AR Tz, R i
AAEX 7 MAS 2002 4 3 A (FEFar4) fFT Rt . Ak, K 2005 F 12
FI (et B8 # A i@k ) , 6 — BVREBRILE ST Hl e B SRR S E T “ A
SE R IE W B, I 52 BE A A5 558 R W R B (R g 10 ikt 1 312 B A I
BRBCRI AR — B0, R, TTAF A R T FIRR 2 D3 AR v BE DG DI R, 78 40 1 4% ik
P IRBUR) I B 0 2 28 2 AT IR T o 52 31 78 o0 IR 9

37, AR A R RHRE B R O3 I X I O B TS R VS W 0 B B b SR U 4R T K
P 10 25 At 7R DR o G AR TS L R A B RN DS VR AT s o I 4 40 B A% A IR
IR ARG T, MRS E R T AR WA wldh B Ol 20 R,
WAz KR Sy, LA RN B a R “HEHh 7 AU i BB R AN o R IXFE I &
W UESE S A A N B N B AT AR R 45 1 R A A2 B



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 15

38, TEANJO MU JE (1 B 52 30 B RCR (A REBCR R BUA BRI A 241
VU 3 F(N)I), BEW R BN T a0 A N fR), 9 R BN 4
1) o 43 7 H AT OG T 7 OC B 0 R VS () B 3k 500 £ Ak R, e N I B A E
HLRZMAZR 10 N 4K 2 Bpdh B4 B OO A, H 05 R %2 24E ) 45
P M T AL AT Gk SE I B R Al AT A R T O S T R 52 2 B R BUR) H i
R

39. KTRIATFHHEMMM, (FHaL) AVFRED TR “Hxeae”
it DAL 347 s 2 B

40. I, FH L A I E R G A B AR A AN 4D BLE R, S8
E e 40 n] X X S P AT e Jm R . 2005 4 12 H I () B B Ak ) ME, A
PE A A7 (X 56 [ b ik Be A7 BOHE %2 28 22 D3 A BT A de JE Bk I 5 0y B, I
P S VO AR A R BT, (A ROBCR AT BUG BUR 22 200 55+ DU 4528 5 s E
PR i) — JH N7 3 E B M U A BOR 32 1) R A

= BT FLAR AR 2 AN NTE B804 B8 K 1 £ 38 B AL

41, AN SZ R A AR B AN GE BT B RS IR A 38 AL 3 I BOR), AR (A
RABAIMBOER A 2 L) B-EF AR NE. (EILRRAZ) XSEHAE T 57
S, IFVEANRLE T 4 29 B Bl 15 R AT D0 AN AR AR L AN N T8 B B AR 110 £ 18 B
Ak 1 i 2R AT B

42, (ZRIEBSR A 290 50 400 e, ARATRF RS DL, A8 8 R IR 2
il 4 B TR A R Bl BT ) T AR A 2 B BOIRAS, AN R 51 T AT I R A B
Hio 7 SR T8 WS PRI AR 2 o AN N BlAT B AR (10 A 388 B A 3 1R U 2 — TBAS 45 58 ik 11
BORL, - BT RL,  ATATT Ry 504 DA ANAF AR D SEAT s ik A o AL 55 2 b 2 AN AR Ik s
TRl 22 03 & — DU AR A A5 AR IR B e X PR, RS, BERRAR IR RUE AEAT AT RS O T EE R
A il 49 39 00 S0/ 4T e R e SR AR v, R e .

43, AR AR R R W AN R R ABGE T S i B M RAT B RS (R A
i, WHT 1949 F (HW LW AZ) 3R 500 =4, 2 EZ X DY I 2~ 2 1) 4f
29 peAh, AR R SR E R o 3 O™ R T B, B B AR R



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 16

BF o0 i BRE 3 RSE™ S R R AN AR A NEAT O, AR B VA Z PR, T H
LB ] vh ] b A i NS R A i 4 . O

A4, MR B AR R e (BRI A 29) 5B, i AN K (] s
W (56 = 4%), U AR 9 KR AT O IR SRR A 4 2 LATR I 3055, BRIESEAT A
5O SR A i, LR AR AE YR A S R R A R O o R 2R AT A R A A

45. 1 BIR, SCHEAT 5578 0 Y R T AR R W R R RE A (RO SE o I R i) Ry
oo DR R B 56 L (AR IR A2y ) AT A ROBUR AT BB AUR) A 20 ) AR H R
B, REERE RN SCHAN B OREEIEE . A NTEANAT B K IR 455 38 JLE 11 20
A, EIURAE MR AL TR (SEE ZER) B AL B\ AIEER DY S8 R ST AR LR
Wl 20+ R SRR NS 1 A 3 B A T X — RSP o 4T R T, R AR O 5B AR
MRFANMMI Y], XYL R ERGER S Q2D g SO — S0 ik R R 51 A
Rl Py 373, I 6 4 L 0 £ B AR S 2 IR R k. P

AL B YRR U R AN i

46. M 2001 4, & E BUMAE I 2 H L Sp 40 4% 1 R0 0 i R, 0
Bl T LSz fr LG IX AR A UK . AN SEBR BT, AT R R TR A
JA5 1) Jeg () B B A . BRAT B R v B Y Jay S. Bybee T 2002 4E 8 H 1 H & AT 56 [F &
e . AT FVE K Y Alberto Gonzales #4555, 1% 8 & s 1k &K b 455 /N 6 P
€ SIS, JRRR, BT AT IE M 1, DRt a4 b A IR R A R A
JER DAY . 0 RRRIR S AR B, W SE EBURF X 2005 4E 10 H 21 H i i %
TEH IR TR, X %53 O 77k EE 2004 4F 12 H 30 H 0 — 4 % & sk AR

47. AR, b S B B0 — B N A sk Bk b v WA PR S B
J7 T Ao VSR I i RS T G LR 32 B 719). 2003 4 4 H 16 H, 28k T — 4 it itk
KH 24 B EARINER &GS SR RG] F U, 38 E BN 2 4k S LA
WA, HFEBR YU S E LB SN RE L, URFS (HAREAZL) R
W X A . 7 S X ARSI, O R S
MBS (HA ALY FENZ B fEIX 7, FEald aade i, 7655 &
RMBEE T, FE AR CEEH7 —, BaRA TR A NERAE AT
R AL 317 .



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 17

48.  Z it 2005 4% 10 [ 5 H 2847 1 518 SURE UL WD ) B, %2 20 00 WLIRLE IR
2 0 VR R HIRTAS S8 VR R F A o3 TR 92 T A AR ROVR LB IR 0, 3 ) I B IR
W) B LR AR AT AT e 2 AN AR 9 A b A R R
DA A T FRATT PR A R R ZE AT B N R Lk JRATT R A 58 b 1) M R R A 1) S AT AR AR
. 7 %2005 4F 12 H 15 H, Aifl iz (HEpg sk s) 29 RBeEE,
M8 1E S A% b B BT 8 0 B AR N G R S IR A Th S 5 S 30 i B R N DAY
PR AN NIERAT B AR (i s A 1, TP TS AN ORI, A 2 1 Bk
Z AN N A B N 1 A 308 I A T 0 U s A Y, S0 R R A B B R R W
RIE GE U JE AT A SR AR R J) K eI B Bk I R R AR R SRR AE AR B A
N TERAT B A% 1A A5 38 8 A0 317 AR A A I 38 P Y 2 A, (HARATT R B Al 30X —
S i S ARG S e =l R T | Bi

B. ik

49.  FETT A T IR ] Ay I RR R A AR L SR AN TE R R 2 e, B R T
2002 4 12 H 2 HAk#E 7 CL N #HR07 vk, X7 vE WARE T e ar Ak (BT Bk
W R ZIE) (FM34-52)) [0 [ .

. “OR I 57 LB (ANl ST HEH), RR S A AR I DY N I
o IR, S 30 K;

o AZIXMIH ) ek R mT R R 4 B I Sk A E AT

o FIZFOG L FN W ni ) L

o BEIIHREW M

o URIEE M CRIBR IR, SEAE);

o HUEAN;

o HEATKIA 20 /N H )

o R Mol gt BE A 0 RS ARL O BE (B REE ) B 0 s Sy . 7 2°

50. fF 2003 4F 1 A 15 H¥ k& Rk ik 2 Jm, °° ERi K T 2003 4 4 A
16 HHE#E T LA R oy >

o “B.g5 T AL /HTH 2 B EY I8 D



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 18

o SRS, n] AL AE K WA B A AR R A R R 2 R AR RISE O
2 RT3 ) 4 55 5

o UBRIIAEL: ARIAEE, 51 IE BEANGE (G R mrIA o (1
HR);

o VUUHHEENR: A AR B A M DI IS I (o B R ] U0 AR 7] 25k
K)o XTI IEAE T FF HEMR .

o XCHRMBEE RIS BN B S AR B BOCE [ R G, RN A AR A
BRI EARE. 7

51. LUivEE (ALY BEHE H s A E b DU A ER AR & (B4
A BUF TAEN G AT 5 IR I H, BDRCER TS . BREUE R X EAT
RMEAE R 2 EHEFE AT LREN TR AR, BRAE (aQ) R E S
5 R BN B0 R BB . A Tl B e T i AT ) ARy A8 R LA AT B
A (R A 18 B A 51, RIS 32 55 3 AT T 52 ™ F v BB A o AR Ml B A OE AR
R AT hy 0 M AT R NS AR A BAE BT . AT, B B AR, JC R AE Y
5 WA Lo i T LA K P RS B SO B RO RO S T R AR Sl G B R )™ G HE
T35 Il AT B AR A 8 L AR . Y ORBEAT RN 410 B 8 A ot itk
R S AE TR N B IE IS B0 R o %% B N BB AR SR T W SRR
ARG, AR 2 3 0™ 7 .

52. I B 2 A OB RE TS 30 B AN A EAT AR, R IR T DA HE A5 R
A, Ho g 22Tk, U ORI RN B R A R IR 2 L S H RIS
PR, S LLKCAK IR o) S 0 B0 25, mT A A O J ™ TR A . 0 At s, [ I
XL TR U AT BE R I R o KRN 2R B W TN Ty, VR 2 M) B A T S RS T
ey, XL ERFIF T Rk, i Hod A8 58 M BUG s IF 5 HAT 423 E M 00~k
B O BEA T BB B, Craighead fFE 3% 0 B FE R BE B VL, Abdi, “[3%
] =3 A5 T Ay A VA 50 B IS BV SR ) AR i e iy, e AT A S B AR AL, f
AL R A2 R o %



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 19

C. &M

53.  RE R LUAHZR, LEITGR I, BRI 0 B 2% P 2 T 4l AR R 2 4 11
DRI 52 10, AL ok I 86 40 B 4 P AL Tl T oK < XA U &R B Rt n b g o 2 k4t
XL A G A VRO OGO B KRR R W], — S B A e B A 1
(M 0 B A IR Bl v AR L . 7R SRR L % AR iR % SC b RIR
BRI O BRI RUIR L SEAT G W AR MM A AN G B SRR, LA Ak 9 B
R B TR A, 9 BRI O ELE T T ROR A R R % S AL, K
BRI O AR B A B o A N E Y, Sz s . O AR, R 30
R o 128 M A 0 SR VP IR e R YT PR, E — S8 e 40 B 3 A 20 T AR e (10 i) R 2 S0 0 i 2
b s WA, DL, A AT S B AR R B KOs 18 AN H . O R AR S & R
oo, 5 A8 i I s g A 300 B B AR SIS AL il A8 O (2 IRBUR AT BUR
WYY G 1A E I A B R 2 NTE f i %M”Eﬂa/&lﬁﬁ‘]%?z%iﬂ%iﬁ@
BORI AR A, o LG W] BER il e € RBCRIABUA B A 20) B4 A N
i@o 71

D. & fFHED

54.  BUAEAWATIRG i, £E =P O R LS A O LS i s
SRR T2 AR D R NN AT B R R, DL A 4 i SR P I A e e
B AR o B =R DR £ DG T RERL R S 1T P A5 B T 2A K TE?}HF@)FI?W&
D, S AT R MR 00 SR I HE 8y VA TG BE A SR . T TR S b e
BB B DL BB 37 R R R S AL T AR 1K) Jy 2 A SE A% 52X 2L R K
U, AN O IX B AT A AR (SR RR B b 5 DU IR 92 o AE T2 I8 NI 25 S W S A ¥ 47 50

SRR S AR, Y T RIS R R XS Y ORISR D
S A BN BOAT S AR o, e d B B AR, B SR IN AT, SRR R, pn s b
HHUR H 8. XL ik Bor, #odt) 8 2 23T, HLWURIRST, a2 4
B0 e 7 S A P S AT 1 25 A R O 5 AT 5B 200 E?‘%%%W*%‘%}ﬁ%i‘ﬁﬂﬁﬁkﬂﬁiﬁﬂ
UESE T IX SRS, 7O RN O, SRR A B IR, DR g 2 T
PR A, L A T R R B AT



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 20

E. BAZ. %51, AWK

55.  ANWTAT IR U, ORI RE S ) Lo gl 4t B 5 B 51O g e AT 3L IR AT R] g
32 IR ) 5K . i, Al Qadasi 5B AE 2004 4 4 H#E AWM. AR LK,
At (1 AR Ut R — L6 ] s AR BURF AL AR A AR T 2R 07 . Ja A A, Al 5 B T
WP ORI T, B GEksn Ev. 4 A, A NmAT AR AT T — IRVE
BEAR KL M IF LI . AR AL LR Z R A A BE T, I B 2 B O AL B
TSR, At A 7 W R B0 R 4T 000 HAR R . T IR B RR G, R R
DU, SEECRIUR) R 9107 ik b loxt CAR ISR A~ 29) 25 =40 A (0 R
FIRBUA BRI A 20) 4 mdr. ™

F. @tz N EHENMARE

56.  IEWIAH TS B O 2 4R W10, et B A KSR R s AEARE Y. MO
S M R 2 AN NGB BT B RS AR 38 R SR PR R &, AT BOER T AN [R] B £ 5
REAT, "0 HBZ A HRT, AR B AT A B 2 I AR S A I R R 10 AT £
S EVR I A, XN S T B AR AR AE . R, B AR AT N DR A R AT A T
Wedh 2 WAL, %0 A ARV, BT AR LSO A I ) SR8 AR AT O T R A
Gho BT RIS GO, 6T OIS PRV R A I T 1) RE A A ) % B R BRI 2
RS M A, KRS AR (BEILR A L) 28 12 M3 13 452 1 [ 55 T8 3
EA. DR, b (R R I X S I O A HY RO — IR O ol S5 [ 1) B 1 B A
W RIZF B BT A R BT, A W 2 R RUE R FRRR T . %2

DU o3 Bl S A A A s B R 2

A, 18 AT I B b 74

57.  (aRBUMABUARA A Z1) 51 )\ &M 1981 4F (I Br A& T 2% A5 11
SRR — DR A E LB E T ) » BUE RIS B 5 8 AR . ABCER 55
RIS 225 — WMEVFR X B 18 A4k T MR “ S B RR IE S IRBI A,
WAC N, ATHOR = B2 A8 5 Rl BRI 11 A 5 e b 7 B30I B BE N 3R W] O A



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 21

AR 7 52 0 2F i N AN A 4 ) 2R R ﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬂﬂ XL R o A 23
&P F T RO AN, AR R

58. (o~ RBAMBOARA 2 L) 5+ NEE 3FME, “Rax A DR AL
A A, DO SVE R PTUE B RO IR A3 4. By . BAESUERE . Bl
NI B A BCR R E T T BRI o %0 SR IR MR, RS U, YN AR
TR 3R AP SRR . AT Ak 1% 4% BT WA e I BE S AT BRI, BIAE AT
AN 52 2] (A 20) DR IR AR BOR SEAT A SRR, o LA 97 [ 52 4 0 |y 24T BE
BRI 7 %0 gbAh, MR A ROBURIRIBUA BUR] A L9 5 DU 4, 5% ZsU s A B B BUR) 7
AR DL B HRANT 32 2 fFFE

59. fJa, (HW R =GP AL) e, 42070/ es 5 sl he ob 5 d
HHARCRIT Bl R R USRS B, XS N R L Rt A8 R A S Y
(A B XA REAR 2 S B B B, DR I R AT B A .

B. 42 J0 A B $5 AR

60. [ S — S8 Fy Jy SO R A R 1 SR AT R T LR I, B IR 5
AR % BE 2 HOUR B3 SR R A N AT ARG, H 6 B 2 A LR A A VR R X 2 k. #8
— kR e B T T AU B I R B R R, TS A, R
Qb B AR BTN T =R I B (el L R B, X R B AR O AR
REMEEEE” % (lap dance)). A IR, XL T VAR B S 2 BT HCR
1M HAERELLAE TE b, AN R VE R H0 B 5 e vE ok, DRI 3K 28 Nt e v 4 4 o

61. AEBLAESZATI SR A A ik P o, R TR R E S
Prih (I (AT 2228 ) )o TXAE RSONS A ) B A 1) 5% 2l A A0 8 eh BRI ) G i B 76

62. A OR(R AL ) FEIR ) N V] REE B A Y AL B B HRGE , G2 B O . 2005
5 H 28 H, SEHEAFE A A eh )8R AR O35 ek 56 [ BUM . BURF 2005 4 8
J1 18 HIE Z @i 778 LK SeFe FR 2 5 BEAT (o & 05 00, JC 4R 7 X 4 B
Wit TAE N 53 T BAT RSt A UE ) . BURFR R, 4 7 W O R S R TR DR
R (A ) EA MR, T NI ER (R Eg) A,

63. —ULLPIE AR, MATHOE G, R L. KR RE B



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 22

64. RIECEEVE — 44 B R MR BRI F gk T AT EE Dk
o N JE RN JU AT UG shim g, IR AR 4E 76 Ko AR, B AR
by AR, AL ok T N D B2 i A 4 B 2 1 RE R G, Rt e T (ISR A i
BT PR FERRvE Ry o %2

65. IJa, S NIKBIRVIN L, AMIEU, 5 FE R Bl IT 5 ih BUA 2ok #2
MR 2 T SCAHIER 3R BSR40 B 8 i) S A 22 KRS T RS O 0 22 3
X

v AT RTIE B 1 d5 v K HE PR B O i R 1R B

66. fiHEALIE B NI, JFRDLAE DUR 5 2 ar s SOAH G I B B S A e (i
FANBUE S ) BB ()RK: (AR5 e SRR E B A Z0) ( (44t
BRI ALY Yo+ 5 IR — DI ARl BB I B 2 200 5 1 4% R )k 28 (4) Tt
PR CLZERCR A Z1) 9 24 4% BARSCHEBERATHEHE (A SIRAM A L)), thik
AW OLERRI ALY , P HEEZHRHIALMSER, FIiZE “5H X5
AAF R EATAT & AT 4 49 H I B B 247807 o % B 2t LA 200 2
Jr s DA% [ B2 e 32 X S8 g e s AT R IR 1) v 2K HE T A B RE A NI d
ENTEE DA

67. HRAARE GLMAT S R AR AT % MR BRI TR S AL, %
L[] R AR S B A A 1 A R b 5 O AT 45, 7 ) I 00 T AR A (1 i R )
o %% FT LA, R IR S G IR AT: 55 90 BRI e A B G B S R Y IR A BB A2 42 AU 1Y
FEHK

68. Kk I [E SR A Y B A BN LS5 LA, AR DR fid &k N 63t 7R 4H 35 0 2
A B A I 4 RO T . 9

69. fi HEAL LA B LN L A DR, DUR R A R KORTE A2 e ) S 1
P G P 5 Al B A R (R AU o 00 [ G NS S 3 e 5 R R Tk A A R A Ak e
PENG AR AR i A T A R A A R A A 1 S %%, O

70. g REAC i) EURS 5 T 552 B T OC T OGBS TR RS A7 AR A HER — SR A R R
i R e AR 2 3 1) U — T2 A5 U AR 0 1 TR T A (R S . 107 IR R A
() 2R A A B S IR o R A T AR R AR s () AR R ) R A Ik



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 23

5

TR EESE; (=) DAERBERE, ZRDMIEE N LA D ()8
$0) B 32 2SR IR T, AR gt i 8 T 2y R sl e iR e A (L) B/ER
N G B B b AR v, AT AN T RE 1) g 400 B A P O v ORI DA R AR . AR
P AT 3K LS 4R R AR AR ™ 1, H 2 RE BT R AT PR, ol ot Ok U B g A )
Ao AR R b B A Lol N B I A8 DA, G S s i R AT SR A TE 8 S0 AT .

A KE MR fi R

710 R, WL B E B R 2 IR 32 2R A A LR AR AT AR A A, 3L
VE 22 IR R A A BEE F 1 7 T 52 00 o 2O% A DG Rp I8 R 4% PR A 95« of bk 4 B 3R O
RUFHNIE s AR B 1L B O AT B R <F AL AR RE A R NG AE B Z a2 DA
PEME T, PR IE Tl 2 b AXRVFEAT IO A RS S ek &R
T W 30 Ak S RO 3 R A SCAC AR R RSP B A S K AW
WA AT Ioe W B, pldt) B E ANENE B SR aris i id s DLECA SR vk B T
BT TEBE S o 1O TG AP A — Sl I B AR ) RS AR, I 2003 4E R R
T 350 A Ffi FFHAF, RN R MR AR, IFEUE KR N 5K 4
Bro MO0 Kl (R A R S SR AT RE X VE 2 E K R, AT K A 2 AR
Y5 Wl A B % 3L R R T A R g g 1

B. D/EMREELAA G ER X5, Wi
iR I R B AT K ) 3 48 X 5%

72, BRI G S AL RS e, DA T N ARG R TR
S R 1T 4 A AR AT BB AR . 1O R, AE LIRS 2 AR L N R A
FEAE I8 2 F 2 542 90 4 BERUR LA A B AT o 198 &1 3K S8 ORI AT [ B A AL
SCAS XS BAARAE N S IAT A AE TR . i, A ROBURIRIBUA BURI A 29) e
Commnn SPAT AR N YA R 0 S0 Pl T T DA S 2 ORS00 gk Ah, AR
SR A E R AR, WK 1982 4F 12 H 18 H 5 37/194 5 g iiid i
M R TBR 45 N Bh s R B AR A0 DR B 0k 400 25 R4 B I A 2 R R0 LAt ik AL A
N BRAT B RS 1A A 38 A 51 T AR AT 45 0 S 7 A D ) ol A L. O



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 24

73. «ﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%»ﬁ%?%ﬁﬂi%&%ﬂkﬁ 33 4 J5 U
ARG N AU R B2, WS TERESTEmE: (@) 5800 EML,
“ﬁﬁ%mmﬁﬁ%%\ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁmm%%u&%u%”;w)ﬂ%ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ
BE 10 1 X 4 410 B 2 BEAT © T RS LB D AR BE e A AR S e BT 5 (0) AF
4 60 B T LU 2 AT A B L B O @ RE AR e (AR B EAL T . (B
JEDY S, 3K S S A5 T A A 4 S O A AE P AR ] By DA S e

74, MREZELE (RFEET) (1975 F)hiEad 7 2R 8 S bk, 5 EE
M P B L TR S hRdE . T (RE ) MR, BRSS9 AT AT L
G AN EE EAMOER R, AR SR A ST FE P R, R R AT
{0 500 VRS A S L P AT A o 5 0 R A A P TR R R S T A 5 L A A5
X H o2 [ Rk Bt o 0 A R B TR R A B 2 KR A
WA T LA ST MY b S AR T (T A L BT . R S A T R R
o MM S B [ R T i A R B T R, R R A BE AL IR — A 4L
B AR L A B ST R R, X TS A R e

75. R BIARE BRI RS — I R 2 DA R R EE Oy i A e M —
Ph, SIS DA L R R G s R (B B BT A ) R (2R
FURLE ) T e 4 S AR, T L SR BE R BT R B . R R 1Y
R WA: (@) A H KB ER w0 A M, AT R R
BHLN; MO (b) Z 5, IR A Y ek RN B T (c) AR S L IS Il
FH 245 49 I3 300 R AE PN TR R 8 T T SR BR) Ak e R R A 3% RS S i Al
o VB Rz, ERW], M TR R A BT 0 B B A A K R 1
TR AIE . SRR AEAT R0 T A0 B I AL, o R T DR R A
5 4 U S 10 3L 55

76. Lt EBRE RSB, BT IR S5 R SR HBL T A A A I A
VR — 4y, X RGN AR S R A A A T A A, BT A T
RABATRIRG G, Hog RN FASAEBEAE” o M H m B eV 2, B
1B 535 B TR S B DO T e AR SRR W R, BTLL, BB
D2 RE], TR RS AR DA B A . BT, B0 B % AT e R £ Sk B VA,
B MU SRR, T AR AR 2 1 AR A B M A B 3 R A 78 40 RV 2 B VA T T 1 —



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 25

PME R At i =, gdh B A AR A Lk N B2 I A BAS AR &R, X B2
DR A Mk N B3 1) 248 B 3§72 {3 5 T 0 D DU A — S0 i BR A B AN i R OQ B

77, SR EPEAU T B BT 8 A ) A R (BT T SR D
HWNEAE L A AN 2. REENE, LRMRENAGEM T “ Ll n
JFRART P DAL WA R 0 X — Xy, SEEAI, R L
KALHZLKSIN T hd g L & WK “AT A& A, (High, X
LN RIS I AR Z AL, OB ATIF AN+ Hedi B B IE BCR b bAh,
FEGN N, BERCNA R B CHEAT R A Bk T I AT R0
HOR o,

78. RN, FRAELE SRR AL A H RIS “# Tk e, BA. 5T
S A R A A R X — H bR AT — 8, T2 L S g v B RS g
RGBT ANHGE W . B, (I I gt ) ) R A g I A R A e M N 63 3 4 R v O
B MR AR b N SRR BEAT X 7y o XSS Ve AT P 8. DAEfR i
M N B R TR RS BE AN B RO NS et 55, Ik, b A SRR I BAR R 55 JF
AT 2 WA Bl AR AR R RE 7 LT Ay R AT )
e 7 R 5 o )B4 B 4 1) B Ol R W ORI — R 8 B, IR AN e 1
LR, AR AL T B B e AL, P

79. R H KRB EEVE 9 RS, B AR AT IUAD AR ORAE L N B IEAE S S
0 B0 BEAT SRIA M AT AT . TP R4 AN U REAT SROE M £, S gl SRR A
BT o L rp A Il S RO At B o AT s R B R T U 5L Pk, AR
TECF IR 8 — 5 A T UFIR o 20 55— o I 5 300 T £ R 98 DA Ay 2 HE AT
Pl B KB A8 RS e ik ks o 3 AR At e e 3 B AR R R, 1 SR DORT e A ] 2
RO

80. (ARHUET) N (L HAE ) ME, QR B A RENE KR A fr 1 A R
B A A N1 2 5o JLHEAT SR M B AT Bh . YT X S AN AR
LRI LA Jgo o, RIS N H BB BR S 2o LLAh, SEH BR A P o ir 2 LA 4
ST T (REEF) o 2% 546, 2004 45, 78 LU 2 4 i i B
B NBAT Ll R, AP U, AT R R R AN EX b
B G AT SO AT 7 o 120 bAh, S [ Y R e DAAS A BCHE 45 BR R A



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 26

AN AF R AN BEAT SR M . %0 BUAR 5 — S8 [ kB R BUOR [F) S2 8, (RN A
3 A G [ 2 A7 I 1 2 HE B 1A G [ B AR v

81. SERBUMF UL, [ B (K BUR € 5 28 B B 21 5 B4 JBE 45 4 40 B & 10 2
i, TG B A AR AT R i . P R, EEMECRET A AR
TR S s MG B 2 I BOR, AR S AT BEAER AL
by Cn EBpriR) BB Nk e L YE 2 LA LR ) AL .

82.  MAEHERUM KRG, WEITIOMT R R R E R, B CLI R, JE
A yn g7 IBURIA ZEOC T 22, B0 — AN R A D 10 At B AT A S0 A N — R
AR RYT . Y B2, ERGFE IR — A R B R b B
BEAT IR — A A5 o 0 B — O R BRI AR JU, B ot AR AR AR R Mk N B E
T8RS 3

75 LIS FNEW
A &

83. EMRABCEERTHXERETHMEBMRTHIHT. EEFLUE, A
FEEMRZREZAEZSRTSMREPARBRAFRERN. RERKFEFFRHHRMN
ERERAEECEHREAR. EHESREBARFX (2 RKFFBEERFH E
PRAZ)) HEMABEMEMERARFAELNEMNZRBEMEKS BB F
YR EMELE .

84, XEMEBZHHMEBEFUKE (ARWAMBUARF A EAK, &
—AENAEERMBERN SR ERERY, AERNBHRAERZ BRI EZEKERNIG
RTHRE. XMFBEERRIE MERMEGXAEXEMRETHAREERNE
X—1ER, MWEER (2RIAMBEGERF LA BEAZFHEIENE.

85. EXEBMITHAMIIAIAXEBETHMNEENIEE . XIFAFAFRI,
XA (A RMAFBCENH QL) 5+ M55 Z 2 M ALK E EH = E AR H
MEDREMENFEER



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 27

86. EXEHBMRXNERKARLTIFEMRRE “BM”, LWERITFRBKEER2
IWHE I EX R B IEME LR E, ZMASTAXE. SENLFRERTINE
IERAMERAZAEEHAMRIRRELASARR.

87. EBREHLERE NG ZE, LHERAERMBIRAMBRT, HRER (2
RIFIFMBUAINHF AL) BLEZFM (BLEEBERHAA) E+-AFHNEEARFE
RERBGRBENEFF, TEEZHRIZERBS A, BAMFITARBR (2
29) BLIFREMERM. i, SHWEBSHE, FHIERNEHRMAHEENKCH
B, MEAANEFE, FHAMERRSEFEIE, UEX (2 RHFBEEIR
FAY) E+HFFE IRAEHNRNBEEZIANERBIENABANETZEEE
B AR F) B 1R IE

88. HEZEITREFUREMTREIMIAMITHRIE=ZIEFERARS, LUK H
BHWHMBEHTHRERE, LAMAER (BERAAL) £ 1XFREIET.

89. RH—LEARSIERHIEERATEEZEMAEZR —AI Qadasi TEE
REPH—MIF —HRARERNANER, MEBER (FIEEHAL) 5 3
FM (2RWVAFBUANF L) FL5F.

90. MEZEMMEFSHEMRAETEMNAENRAE, BEILEEMMERFT
AFEBEEZEN, IR (FRIEEMRY) £ 1250 13FHER

91l MAARBERFTA, EARRIFRT, KEETHEIREDOWITEEN
FEEMNHERRIE, IWRER (2RFFMBGARF24) F+/\ &K 1981
F(ET) BER. AESAXTHNE, EF—LEXTARARTIEENHH
MRy, SN, BEREMAEETRHEN, BNRHERMEZNREZEIE.

92. XEMETHDMBEFHARMBRNHEELE BAXEEEZHIRE
MYFWiER, MAECKXESFZRAEENRBHEBRTETN.

93. XTXREMETILEREEWARERBEERERIEIR, LUK E R
WHEESIMETRERSEHER ?EFEFﬁﬁiHﬁ“E’JDFIEE’JE?IJH HZEEEX
E.

94, MWEBEEZIMGFTEREWNESM, BEHNBERKA®RE. YAEER
HFRAMEWBEEAITRERE, WRMERNWEIL BBEEAATESSRE
REMZMNIERBEVARHEEXSERER.



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 28

B. # ¥

95. X Hk i E SR EE A B9 B8 I 2 1K 3E 38 ST 48 5K B BR 5 1T 3L B9 4R BE R0 XE B4 A
ERFHIT. B, ZEMNBEREBMANYHSKE (O RNFFBGERF 2 4)
FENFEIRMETTE, UMBMEXERETHNEERIFEE, AZ2FHE
M ERY. CNYEET—ITMEEEERRNEREEFED G E XHEEA

96. EEBAMNEANBHELEXARERPELTEIRE. £ XA XL g AR
BHNBERIEZEIEANEFNEIRIEZR, BT S 8 % 5 BUE (A7 44 RS =k
RB. AAESREEABHFBILTT . ET R0 LR ERRF = E
BHRNRAORILHHEE. BAEmME, ERFSMERBOFREHANFEINA A ST
RNE IE .

97. XEBMANYEBRIEER. XE. SIEXENRETHNEE, FEABEREH
BRAGAEEHANARBIETREESTHEAMESR.

98. EEHMNYHEASINHNEENENMAZTHFBREARAIRF ANEX
BXAEIANGEEMEAIR, MBIEK, MEPEIFOLENHUELAFARNFET. W
BEE, THMARARLRIF, IBEWNBEEIERKJEREREBRIF.

99. EEBFNYHERA—NMMINEMAMERENIEZD . FAEBREE AR
HFBS AT MIEMRHEFTHRIBAE, FREMBHEIAELEE. TSMELH. 23U
BHEMITAMA—— EFREXNESEESMBATISATEAN ——MEHBE L
5o

1%.ilﬁﬁféﬁﬁ%ﬁ«%mwm“%»ﬁmm,ﬂmﬁ%mﬁﬁﬂ\

EREEAMHSERLT NI EERHBLE. RSWEE, SERHEMNR
bﬁ\m%EM¥&

101. XEBMANESEWEBRELEARRERSEIN, UEEZIINEINIRE
MNEXFETATFHAWENFBENERANGRE, GEEERHEINEHNF,
FERZINEEZER LB,

102. XEBAAMNSEN (EEEFBEFAREREN) , UEES (KEEE
FriEfEREN) H—2.



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 29

103. XEHANHMHRXIERELEE A XTI G (E L &I ¥ BT 7 ek
BERMEMHABEEHRITRERE. XEEBANIBFRIMIERBELAR
UFSEMREZRRENAR, EEIMRRHANGEREFHLITEN.

104. FTERBEFZABERNYEBRES . FZREI Ui XRERBETIRE, BF
REMFFAT R B HIKIA



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 30

Annex *

Notes

1 These interviews were carried out with the consent of the Governments concerned

(France, Spain and the United Kingdom). Similar requests have been addressed by the five
mandate holders to Afghanistan, Morocco and Pakistan in order to meet with former detainees
currently residing in the three respective countries. No response has been received so far.

> Response of the United States of America, dated 21 October 2005 to the inquiry of the

Special Rapporteurs dated 8 August 2005 pertaining to detainees at Guantanamo Bay, p. 52.
For more updated information, see the fact sheets of the US Department of Defense (available
at http://www.defenselink.mil/news/Aug2005/d20050831sheet.pdf>), according to which, as

of 31 August 2005, there were four “cases where detainees are charged and the case is under
way”, with another eight subject to the president’s jurisdiction under his November 2001
military order. According to further fact sheets posted by the Department of Defense on its
website, in December 2005 five further detainees had “charges ... referred to a military
commission”, bringing the total of detainees referred to a military commission to nine as of the
end of December 2005.

3

Declaration annexed to Security Council resolution 1456 (2003). Relevant General
Assembly resolutions on this issue are 57/219, 58/187 and 59/191. The most recent resolution
adopted by the Security Council is 1624 (2005), in which the Security Council reiterated the
importance of upholding the rule of law and international human rights law while countering
terrorism.

*  Statement delivered by the Secretary-General at the Special Meeting of the

Counter-Terrorism Committee with Regional Organizations, New Y ork, 6 March 2003,
http://www.un.org/apps/sg/ sgstats.asp?nid=275.

®>  Speech delivered by the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights at the

Biennial Conference of the International Commission of Jurists (Berlin, 27 August 2004),
http://www.unhchr.ch/huricane/huricane.nsf/NewsRoom?OpenFrameSet.

¢ See Commission on Human Rights resolutions 2003/68, 2004/87 and 2005/80.

" The United States has entered reservations, declarations and understandings with

regard to a number of provisions of these treaties. Most relevant are the reservations to article
7 of ICCPR and article 16 of the Convention against Torture, as noted in paragraph 45.

® “The United States Position on the Relation of Customary International Law to

the 1977 Protocols Additional to the 1949 Geneva Conventions”, Remarks of

Michael J. Matheson, Deputy Legal Adviser, United States Department of State, in The

Sixth Annual American Red Cross-Washington College of Law Conference on International
Humanitarian Law: “A Workshop on Customary International Law and the 1977 Protocols
Additional to the 1949 Geneva Conventions’, The American University Journal of International
Law and Policy, vol. 2, No. 2 (Fall 1987), pp. 419-431.

® Human Rights Committee, general comment No. 31 (2004), CCPR/C/21/Rev.1/Add.13,
para. 10.

*  Annexes | and Il are being circulated in the language of submission only.
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" International Court of Justice, Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in

the Occupied Palestinian Territories, Advisory Opinion, I.C.J. Reports 2004 (9 July 2004).

" Ibid., para. 111. The ICJ reached the same conclusion with regard to the
applicability of the Convention on the Rights of the Child (para. 113). Asfar asthe
Convention against Torture is concerned, articles 2 (1) and 16 (1) refer to each State party’s
obligation to prevent acts of torture “in any territory under its jurisdiction”. Accordingly, the
territorial applicability of the Convention to United States activities at Guantanamo Bay is even
less disputable than the territorial applicability of ICCPR, which refers (art. 2 (1)) to “all
individuals within its territory and subject to its jurisdiction”.

2" Human Rights Committee, general comment No. 29 (2001),
CCPR/C/21/Rev.1/Add.11, para. 3.

B Ibid.
Y Ibid., paras. 15-16.

> International Court of Justice, Legality of the Threat or Use of Nuclear Weapons,

Advisory Opinion, |.C.J. Reports 1996, p. 226, at p. 240 (8 July 1996), para. 25.

' International Court of Justice, Legal Consequences of the Construction of a Wall in

the Occupied Palestinian Territories, Advisory Opinion, I.C.J. Reports 2004 (9 July 2004),
para. 106.

" The Commission on Human Rights resolutions governing the Working Group mandate

it “to investigate cases of detention imposed arbitrarily or otherwise inconsistently with the
relevant international standards” (1991/42, 1997/50 and 2003/31). Initsreport to the
Commission on Human Rights at its fifty-ninth session, the Working Group gave a Legal
Opinion regarding deprivation of liberty of persons detained at Guantanamo Bay
(E/CN.4/2003/8, paras. 61 to 64). On 8 May 2003, the Working Group issued its Opinion No.
5/2003 concerning the situation of four men held at Guantanamo Bay, finding that it constituted
arbitrary detention. The Working Group also reflected developmentsin United States
litigation relating to Guantanamo Bay in its report to the Commission in 2005 (E/CN.4/2005/6,
para. 64).
" This Military Order has been complemented by several subsequent Military
Commissions Orders, i.a. Military Commission Order No. 1 of 21 March 2002, which was
superseded on 31 August 2005 by the Revised Military Commission Order No. 1, Military
Commission Order No. 2 of 21 June 2003 (subsequently revoked), Military Commission Order
No. 3 of 5 February 2004 (superseded by Military Commission Order No. 3 of 21 September
2005), Military Commission Order No. 4 of 30 January 2004 (subsequently revoked), Military
Commission Order No. 5 of 15 March 2004, and Military Commission Order No. 6 of
26 March 2004: reference to the “Military Order” in the text should be read as referring to the
series of Military Commissions Orders.

9 Response of the United States of America dated 21 October 2005, to Inquiry of the

UNCHR Special Rapporteurs dated 8 August 2005, Pertaining to Detainees at Guantanamo Bay,
p. 3.
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2 See Official Statement of the International Committee of the Red Cross (ICRC)
dated 21 July 2005 regarding “ The relevance of IHL in the context of terrorism” (available at
<http://www.icrc.org/web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/html/terrorism-ihl-210705?0penDocument>):
“International humanitarian law (the law of armed conflict) recognizes two categories of armed
conflict: international and non-international. International armed conflict involves the use
of armed force by one State against another. Non-international armed conflict involves
hostilities between government armed forces and organized armed groups or between such
groups within a state. When and where the ‘global war on terror’ manifests itself in either of
these forms of armed conflict, international humanitarian law applies, as do aspects of
international human rights and domestic law. For example, the armed hostilities that started
in Afghanistan in October 2001 or in Iraq in March 2003 are armed conflicts. When armed
violence is used outside the context of an armed conflict in the legal sense or when a person
suspected of terrorist activities is not detained in connection with any armed conflict,
humanitarian law does not apply. Instead, domestic laws, as well as international criminal law
and human rights govern. [...] The designation ‘global war on terror’ does not extend the
applicability of humanitarian law to all events included in this notion, but only to those which
involve armed conflict.”

2L Third Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Prisoners of War, art. 118, and

Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the Treatment of Civilian Persons, art. 133 (1).

22 Third Geneva Convention, art. 119 (5), and Fourth Geneva Convention, art. 133.

2 Third Geneva Convention, art. 17 (3), and Fourth Geneva Convention, art. 31.

# For the circumstances of the arrest and transfer to Guantanamo Bay of the six men see

the decision of the Human Rights Chamber for Boshia and Herzegovina of 11 October 2002 in
case No. CH/02/8679 et al., Boudellaa & Others v. Bosnia and Herzegovina and Federation of
Bosnia and Herzegovina, available at www.hrc.ba. See also the report of Mr. Amir Pilov of
10 August 2004 on his visit to Guantanamo Bay from 26 to 29 July 2004 as official
representative of Boshia and Herzegovina in accordance with the respective order of the Human
Rights Chamber.

% See, Rasul v. Bush, 542 U.S. 446, 124 S.Ct. 2686 (2004).

% See US District Court for the district of Columbia, decision of 31 January 2005 In re

Guantanamo Detainees Cases, 355 F. Supp. 2d 443, at 468-478.

2’ Response of the United States of America dated 21 October 2005, to Inquiry of the

UNCHR Special Rapporteurs dated 8 August 2005, Pertaining to Detainees at Guantanamo Bay,
p. 47.

%  The CSRT and ARB rules do not provide detainees with the right to receive legal

assistance, but provide instead for a “personal representative” with no legal training required
and no duty of confidentiality whatsoever. See also US District Court for the district of
Columbia, decision of 31 January 2005 In re Guantanamo Detainees Cases, 355 F. Supp. 2d
443, at 468-478, where the District Court says (at 472) that “there is no confidential
relationship between the detainee and the Personal Representative, and the Personal
Representative is obligated to disclose to the tribunal any relevant inculpatory information he
obtains from the detainee. Id. Consequently, there isinherent risk and little corresponding
benefit should the detainee decide to use the services of the Personal Representative”.

% See supra note 2.

% According to the information available, it appears that already in 2003 the United

States Department of Defense determined that the 15 Uighurs did not present a threat to the
security of the United States. In 2004, the Department of Defense determined that the 15
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Uighurs do not have any intelligence value for the United States and should be rel eased.
According to the information provided by US lawyers acting on behalf of the Uighur detainees,
in March 2005 the CSRT decided that six of the Uighurs were not “enemy combatants”. The
Response of the United States to the Special Rapporteurs states that “arrangements are
underway” for the release of 15 detainees determined not to be “enemy combatants” by the
CSRT by March 2005 (Response of the United States of America dated 21 October 2005, to
Inquiry of the UNCHR Special Rapporteurs dated 8 August 2005, Pertaining to Detainees at
Guantanamo Bay, p. 47), which could be an indication that in fact all 15 Uighurs have been
found by the CSRT not to be “enemy combatants’. However, the United States neither intend
to return the 15 prisoners to the People’s Republic of China, where it is feared that they would
be at risk of being killed, tortured or ill-treated, nor allow them to settlein the US. The
existence of prisoners whose release poses problems because they reasonably fear repatriation
is acknowledged in the Response of the United States (p. 50). In the habeas corpus case
brought by two of the Uighurs before the United States District Court for the District of
Columbia (Qassim v. Bush), the United States Government first failed to inform the court and
the detainees’ attorneys that the habeas corpus petitioners had been found not to be “enemy
combatants”. It then argued that it is continuing their detention on the basis of “the
Executive’' s necessary power to wind up war time detentions in an orderly fashion” (Qassim v.
Bush, Opinion Memorandum of 22 December 2005, 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 34618, para. 4).
The District Court concluded that “[t]he detention of these petitioners has by now become
indefinite. Thisindefinite imprisonment at Guantanamo Bay is unlawful.” (lbid., para. 8.)
Despite this finding, the District Court concluded that it had no relief to offer, i.e. it could not
order their release (ibid., para. 16).

31 Detainee Treatment Act of 2005, included in the Department of Defense

Appropriations Act 2006, Section 1005.
¥ |bid., Section 1005 (2) (A), (B), and (C).

¥ Seealso article9 (4):  “Anyone who is deprived of his liberty by arrest or detention
shall be entitled to take proceedings before a court, in order that that court may decide without
delay on the lawfulness of his detention and order his release if the detention is not lawful.”

¥ Principle No. 5 of the Basic Principles on the independence of the Judiciary, endorsed
by General Assembly resolutions 40/32 of 29 November 1985 and 40/146 of 13 December
1985.

¥ Human Rights Committee, general comment No. 13 (1984), para. 4, and Kurbanov v.

Tajikistan, Communication No. 1096/2002, Views of the Human Rights Committee
of 6 November 2003, para. 7.6.

% General comment No. 13, supra note 35, para. 4.

¥ Principles No. 10, Basic Principles on the Independence of the Judiciary (see supra note 34).

¥ See supra note 8.

¥ General comment No. 29, supra note 12, paras. 10-11: “States parties may in no

circumstance invoke article 4 of the Covenant as justification for acting in violation of
humanitarian law or peremptory norms of international law, for instance by taking hostages, by
imposing collective punishments, through arbitrary deprivations of liberty or by deviating from
fundamental principles of fair trial, including the presumption of innocence.”

0" United Nations Basic Principles on the Role of Lawyers, adopted by the Eighth United Nations
Congress on the Prevention of Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, Havana, Cuba, 27 August to 7
September 1990.
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“ Principles No. 1 and 5 as well as 16 and 21 of the Basic Principles on the Role of

Lawyers (see note supra 40).

2 SeeRule 100 of the List of Customary Rules of International Humanitarian Law,

published as an annex to the ICRC Study on customary international law: “No one may be convicted or
sentenced, except pursuant to afair trial affording all essentia judicial

guarantees.”  (http://www.icrc.org/Web/eng/siteeng0.nsf/htmlall/review-857-p175/$File/

irrc_857 Henckaerts.pdf).

4 General comment No. 13, supra note 13, para. 10.
“  See supra note 2.

*  See, e.g., CCPR/CO/77/EST (Estonia), para. 8; CCPR/CO/76/EGY (Egypt), para. 16;
CCPR/CO/75/YEM (Y emen), para. 18; CCPR/CO/75/NZL (New Zeaand), para. 11; CCPR/75/MDA
(Moldova), para. 8; CCPR/CO/74/SWE (Sweden), para. 12; CCPR/CO/73/UK (United Kingdom), para.
6; CAT/C/XXIX/Misc.4 (Egypt), para. 4, CAT/C/CR/28/6 (Sweden), para. 6 (b).

% Articles 6 (b) and (c) of the 1945 Charter of the Nuremberg International Military
Tribunal; Principle IV (b) and (c) of the Principles of International Law Recognized in the
Charter of the Niurnberg Tribunal and the Judgement of the Tribunal; articles 2 (b) and 5 (f) of
the 1993 Statute of the International Criminal Tribunal for the Former Y ugoslavia; articles 7 (1)
(f) and 8 (2) (a) (ii) of the 1998 Rome Statute for the International Criminal Court.

4 See Multilateral Treaties deposited with the Secretary-General, Status as

at 31 December 2004. Vol. 1, 183 and vol. 1, 286. Reservationsto ICCPR at
http://www.ohchr.org/english/countries/ratification/4_1.htm *“(3) That the United States
considersitself bound by article 7 to the extent that ‘ cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or
punishment’ means the cruel and unusual treatment or punishment prohibited by the Fifth,
Eighth, and/or Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United States.”
Reservations to ICCPR at http://www.ohchr.org/english/countries/ratification/
9.htm#reservations (1) That the United States considers itself bound by the obligation under
article 16 to prevent “cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment”, only insofar as the
term “cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment” means the cruel, unusual and
inhumane treatment or punishment prohibited by the Fifth, Eighth, and/or Fourteenth
Amendments to the Constitution of the United States. See Multilateral Treaties deposited
with the Secretary-General, Status as at 31 December 2004. Vol. 1, 183 and vol. 1, 286.

“  Conclusions and Recommendations of the Committee against Torture:  United States
of America. 15/05/2000 A/55/44, paras. 175-180. “179. The Committee expresses its
concern about: (@) The failure of the State party to enact a federal crime of torture in terms
consistent with article 1 of the Convention; (b) The reservation lodged to article 16, in violation
of the Convention, the effect of which isto limit the application of the Convention; [...] 180.
The Committee recommends that the State party: (a) Although it has taken many measures to
ensure compliance with the provisions of the Convention, also enact a federal crime of torture
in terms consistent with article 1 of the Convention and withdraw its reservations,
interpretations and understandings relating to the Convention;” and Concluding Observations of
the Human Rights Committee: United States of America. 03/10/95. CCPR/C/79/Add.50;
A/50/40, paras. 266-304. “279. The Committee regrets the extent of the State party’s
reservations, declarations and understandings to the Covenant. It believes that, taken
together, they intended to ensure that the United States has accepted only what is already the
law of the United States. The Committee is also particularly concerned at reservations to
article 6, paragraph 5, and article 7 of the Covenant, which it believes to be incompatible with
the object and purpose of the Covenant. [...] 292. The Committee recommends that the State
party review its reservations, declarations and understandings with a view to withdrawing them,
in particular reservations to article 6, paragraph 5, and article 7 of the Covenant.”
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4 E.g. US President in a February 2002 memorandum reiterated the standard of “humane

treatment” (see Church report, p. 3); also: During a visit to Panama on 7 November 2005
President Bush said: “Our country is at war, and our government has the obligation to protect
the American people. [...] And we are aggressively doing that. [...] Anything we do to that
effort, to that end, in this effort, any activity we conduct, is within the law. We do not
torture.” Seeat: http://www.whitehouse.gov/news/rel eases/2005/11/20051107.html
(accessed on 8 December 2005), but for more ambiguous statements see also Amnesty
International, “United States of America. Guantdnamo and beyond: The continuing pursuit
of unchecked executive power,” Al Index: AMR 51/063/2005 (13 May 2005) and Human
Rights Watch, Getting Away with torture? Command Responsibility for the U.S. Abuse of
Detainees, vol. 17, No. 1 (G) (April 2005).

50

“For the foregoing reasons, we conclude that torture as defined in and proscribed by
Sections 2340-2340A, covers only extreme acts. Severe pain is generally of the kind difficult
for the victim to endure. Where the pain is physical, it must be of an intensity akin to that
which accompanies serious physical injury such as death or organ failure. Severe mental pain
requires suffering not just at the moment of infliction but it also requires lasting psychological
harm, such as seen in mental disorders like post-traumatic stress disorder. Additionally, such
severe mental pain can arise only from the predicate acts listed on Section 2340. Because the
actsinflicting torture are extreme, there is significant range of acts that though they might
constitute cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatment or punishment fail to rise to the level of
torture. [...] Finally, even if an interrogation method might violate Section 2340A, necessity
or self-defense could provide justifications that would eliminate any criminal liability.”

51

The interrogation techniques approved on 2 December 2002 (see paragraph 49 and
note 55), were rescinded by Secretary of Defense memorandum for the commander, United
States Southern command of 15 January 2003 on “ Counter-Resistance Techniques”. A
Working Group on Detainee Interrogations within the Department of Defense was established
by Secretary of Defense memorandum for the General Counsel of the Department of Defense of
15 January 2003 on “Detainee Interrogations”. Based on the final report of the Working
Group of 4 April 2003, interrogation techniques were approved by Secretary of Defense
memorandum for the commander, US Southern command of 16 April 2003 on
“Counter-Resistance Techniques in the War on Terrorism”.  According to the update to Annex
| of the second periodic report of the United States of Americato the Committee Against
Torture, (submitted on 21 October 2005), on 17 March 2005, the Department of Defense
determined that the Report of the Working Group on Detainee Interrogations is to be considered
as having no standing in policy, practice, or law to guide any activity of the Department of
Defense (http://www.state.gov/g/drl/rIs/55712.htm). See also CAT/C/48/Add.3/Rev.1, para.
78, dated 13 January 2006.

2 http://thomas.loc.gov/cqgi-bin/query/D?r109:1:./temp/~r1099i 99u4:bO.

53

“Several weeks ago, | received a letter from CPT lan Fishback, a member of the

82nd Airborne Division at Fort Bragg, and a veteran of combat in Afghanistan and Irag, and a
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good of our soldiers and our country. [...] The advantage of setting a standard for
interrogation based on the field manual is to cut down on the significant level of confusion that
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of 18 November 2005.
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from JTG GTMO-SJA to Record (9 October 2003).

®  Ibid.
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See also Chapter 1V of thisreport.
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Political Rights - CCPR Commentary, 2nd revised edition, N.P. Engel Publisher,
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®  See Human Rights Watch, Getting Away with Torture? Report, available at

www.hrw.org/reports/2005/us0405/) p. 75 and footnote 306 citing Paisley Dodds, “ Guantanamo
Tapes Show Teams Punching, Stripping Prisoners’, Associated Press, 1 February 2005.

® “Recently-revealed videotapes of so-called ‘Immediate Reaction Forces' (or ‘ Extreme

Reaction Force' (ERF)) reportedly show guards punching some detainees, a guard kneeing a
detainee in the head, tying one to a gurney for questioning and forcing a dozen to strip from the
waist down.” Human Rights Watch, Getting Away with Torture? Command Responsibility
for the US Abuse of Detainees, vol. 17, No. 1 (G) (April 2005), p. 75 citing Paisley Dodds,
“Guantanamo Tapes Show Teams Punching, Stripping Prisoners”, Associated Press,

1 February 2005, or:  “[I]f you said you didn’t want to go to interrogation you would be
forcibly taken out of the cell by the [Initial Reaction Force] team. Y ou would be
pepper-sprayed in the face which would knock you to the floor as you couldn’t breathe or see
and your eyes would be subject to burning pain. Five of them would come in with a shield and
smack you and knock you down and jump on you, hold you down and put the chains on you.
And then you would be taken outside where there would already be a person with clippers who
would forcibly shave your hair and beard. Interrogators gave the order for that to be done; the
only way in which this would be triggered would be if you were in some way resisting
interrogation, in some way showing that you didn’t want to be interrogated. Or if during
interrogation you were non-cooperative then it could happen as well.”  Center for
Constitutional Rights, Statement of Shafig Rasul, Asif Igbal and Rhuhel Ahmed, “ Detention in
Afghanistan and Guantadnamo Bay” (4 August 2004), para. 290, available at
http://www.ccr-ny.org/v2/reports/docs/Gitmo-compositestatementFINAL 23jul yO4.pdf; see also
the Al Dossari incident reported by several NGOs and in the book “Inside the Wire” by

Erik Saar, a former Guantdnamo Bay military intelligence interpreter.

" “He stayed there for 13 months in solitary confinement in an underground cell. He

was routinely beaten and received only rotten food and was prevented from using the toilet.
He was then temporarily transferred to Ta'iz prison, where he was also not provided food and
had to rely on his family to feed him. In June 2005 he was transferred back to Sana’ a prison,
where he is still held without being aware of any charges.” Allegation based on Declaration
of Attorney Tina M. Foster of 17 November 2005.

®  The same assessment was made by the Council of Europe’s Parliamentary Assembly,
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Annex |1

L etter dated 31 January 2006, addressed to the
Office of the High Commissioner for Human
Rights, by the Per manent Representative OF the
United States of America to the United Nations
and Other International Organizationsin Geneva

“We have received your letter dated January 16, 2006, enclosing an advance
unedited copy of the report of four Special Rapporteurs and the Working Group on
Arbitrary Detention on the situation of detainees in Guantanamo Bay (‘ Unedited
Report’). Your letter asked for any factual clarifications regarding the Unedited
Report by 31 January and noted that ‘ changes made will not be of a substantive nature’.

The United States Government regrets that it has not received sufficient
opportunity to provide a fuller response to the factual and legal assertions and
conclusions in the Unedited Report. Despite the substantial informational material
presented by the United States to the Special Rapporteursin 2005 regarding
Guantanamo and the offer to three of the Special Rapporteurs to visit the facility to
observe first hand the conditions of detention, thereis little evidence in the Unedited
Report that the Special Rapporteurs have considered the information provided by the
United States. We offered the Special Rapporteurs unprecedented access to
Guantanamo, similar to that which we provide to U.S. congressional delegations. Itis
particularly unfortunate that the Special Rapporteurs rejected the invitation and that
their Unedited Report does not reflect the direct, personal knowledge that this visit
would have provided. Rather, the Unedited Report is presented as a set of conclusions
- it selectively includes only those factual assertions needed to support those
conclusions and ignores other facts that would undermine those conclusions. Asa
result, we categorically object to most of the Unedited Report’s content and conclusions
as largely without merit and not based clearly in the facts.

An example of this problematic approach is how the Unedited Report deals with the
force-feeding of detainees. The U.S. Government has provided information that in the
case of detainees who have gone on hunger strikes, Guantanamo authorities have
authorized involuntary feeding arrangements, monitored by health care professionals, to
preserve the life and health of the detainees. Rather than reporting the factual
information provided by the United States on when and how involuntary feeding is
authorized and how it is carried out, the Unedited Report simply states categorically that
‘excessive force was used routinely’ for this purpose and that ‘ some of the methods used
for force-feeding definitely amount to torture’. Thisis untrue, and no such methods
are described in the Unedited Report. Moreover, it is bewildering to the United States
Government that its practice of preserving the life and health of detaineesis roundly
condemned by the Special Rapporteurs and is presented as a violation of their human
rights and of medical ethics.

We are equally troubled by the Unedited Report’s analysis of the legal regime
governing Guantanamo detention. Nowhere does the report set out clearly the legal
regime that applies according to U.S. law. The United States has made clear its
position that it is engaged in a



E/CN.4/2006/120
page 45

continuing armed conflict against Al Qaida, that the law of war applies to the conduct of
that war and related detention operations, and that the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights, by its express terms, applies only to ‘individuals within its territory
and subject to itsjurisdiction’. (ICCPR article 2 (1)). The Report’slegal analysis
rests on the flawed position that the ICCPR applies to Guantdnamo detainees because
the United States ‘is not currently engaged in an international armed conflict between
two Parties to the Third and Fourth Geneva Conventions'. This, of course, leads to a
manifestly absurd result; that is, during an ongoing armed conflict, unlawful combatants
receive more procedural rights than would lawful combatants under the Geneva
Conventions. Numerous other discussions in the Unedited Report are similarly flawed.

The United States is a country of laws with an open system of constitutional
government by checks and balances, and an independent judiciary and press. These
issues are fully and publicly debated and litigated in the United States. To preserve the
objectivity and authority of their own Report, the Special Rapporteurs should review
and present objective and comprehensive material on all sides of an issue before stating
their own conclusions. Instead, the Special Rapporteurs appear to have reached their
own conclusions and then presented an advocate’s brief in support of them. In the
process they have relied on international human rights instruments, declarations,
standards, or general comments of treaty bodies without serious analysis of whether the
instruments by their terms apply extraterritorially; whether the United States is a State
Party - or has filed reservations or understandings - to the instrument; whether the
instrument, declaration, standard or general comment is legally binding or not; or
whether the provisions cited have the meaning ascribed to them in the Unedited Report.
Thisis not the basis on which international human rights mechanisms should act.

The Special Rapporteurs have not provided a meaningful opportunity to the United
States to consult on the draft report or to rebut factual and legal assertions and
conclusions with which we fundamentally disagree. The United States reserves the
opportunity to reply in full to the final Report, but in the meantime requests that this
letter be attached to the Report as an interim reply.

Regards,”

(Signed):Kevin Edward Moley
Ambassador
Permanent Representative
of the United States of America



