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1. P l ease flnd ;'11tachcd, f<.Jr your infon�ation, c report of the Secretary General on the 
question of the death penalty prepared pursu· nt to Human Counci l Decision 2/102 and 
Conunission on Human Rights Resolution 20W 159. 

2 . The report follows the format or the previous nnual reports of the Secretary-General to 
the Human Rights Council on the question f the death penalty. The present repo.rt 
contains information covering the period fr m July 20 l 0 to June 2011, and draws 
attention to a number of phenomena. includir g the continujng trend towards abolition, 
the ongoing difficulties in gaining access t reliable infonnation on executions. and 
various international efforts towards !11e unive sal abolition of the death penalty. 

3. While the issue of the death penally remain. highly divisive in UN political fora, the 
present report does not. contain anything pecifically sensitive or controversial. It 
recounts factual events in a format that has be n accepted by the Council over a number 
o f years. The conclusions echo the analysis in the Secretary-General's report (/V65/280) 
to the General Assembly in 20 I 0. as wdl as e analysis contained in last year's report 
(A:HRCI 15/l9) to tl1e HRC. 

. 

-!. ·r·he report is submitted to the Executive Of:fi e of the Secretary-General for information 
on!y . 

..;,_· : Ivan Simonovic. Assistant Secretary-General for Iuman Rights 
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Summar ' 
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number of phenomena, including the continuing trend toward abolition, the ongoing difficulties in gaining aecess 
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I. Introduction 

Since 2006, pursuant to Cmnmiss.ioo on Human ights resolution 2005/59, the Secretary­
General submitted to tbe Commission on H uman Rights nual reports on the question of the death 
penalty. The Human Rights Council, in its decision 2. 102, requested the Secretary-General w 
c:nm:inue \Nith the fulfi lment of his activities, in accordan e with all previous decisions adopted by 
!lle Commission on Human Rights, and to update relevan report, and studies. The present repon is 
MJbmiued in this context as an update of pre-vious rep on:· on the question of the death penalty. and 
mo�liy c overs developments on the que:>t ion iJf the d�ath p naity lrorn July 2010 w June 20 I 1.' 

� This report has been prepared on l.he basis of infor ation received from .member States;2 and 
on the basis of information collected from available so rces, including information from United 
Nat i ons Agencies. international and regional bodies, and n n-govemmental organizations. 

H . Changes in Law and Practice 

}. Changes in law may include ne\\ legislation aboli hing or reinstating the death penalty , <•r 
resrrkl ing or ex.panding its scope, as well as ratificahons f international and regional human rights 
<reali es that provide for the abolition of the death penalt ·. Changes in practice mostly cover non­
lq;i slative measures reflecting a new approach regarding he u.se of the death penalty, including the 
decis ion to observe a moratorium, or to maintain a de fact moratorium, 

A. Countries which have abolished the deatb penalty for all crimes 

4 Around 140 of the l92 UN Member States are belie ·ed to have abolished the death penalty or 
introduced a moratorium either legaHy, z1r in practice. Ho ·ever, only 73 States ratified the Optional 
Protocol to !CCPR. 

5 , Gabon abolished the death penalty for all crimes in F · bruary 2010.1 According to the ne\\ law. 
the death penalty is substituted by life imprisonment w th the possibility of pardon or amnesty, 
conditional freedom or alternative means, only after having served at least thirty year:-. of 
imprisonment. In April 20 !0, the Parliament of Djib mi also adopted an amendment to the 
tonstitmion abolishing the death penalty. 

t This report also includes information with regard t developments that occurred during 
the period January-June 20 l 0 and which were not in Juded in the previous report 
( A lflRC/ 15!19) 
2 Algeria, Argentina, Belarus. Bosnia and Herzegovi1 a, Canada, Cuba, Egypt, Georgia, 
Guatemala, Jamaica, Lao DPR, Moldova, Slovak R public. Spain. Switzerland, Tunisia. 
Turkey, Uzbekistan. 
; Law.3!20 10, which abolishes the dearh penalt.y i.n abon was approved by the Parliamem 
in January 20 l 0 and prnmulg.ated on 15 February 20 0 (Information received in February 
2011 }. 
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6 . ln the United States of America (USA). in March 0 !I, the State of Ill inois adopted a law 
abolishing the death penalty. becoming the six1eenth Stat in the USA to abolish the death penalty. 
Ill h is statement concurrent with t.he signing of the bill, t e Governor of the State of Illinois stated 
that c<! have found no credible evidence that the death pe. lty has a deteiTent effect on the crime of 
murder" and ''the enormous sums expended by the state in maintaining a death penalty system would 
he better spem <m preventing crime and ussisting vicrimf ' fim1ilies in overcoming lheir pain and 
grief" • 

In 2tl l 0, the Ministry of Justice of Lebanon sub mitt d w the National Assembly a draft bill to 
abolish the death penalty, but it did nol find majority ap rovaL' Bills abolishing the death penally 
ba; e been pending in t he parliaments o( Ma ti. Mongolia and South Korea since 20 l 0." In Januar) 
20 I t., the Government of Guatemala presented a b ill to t e Congress to reform the Criminal Code, 
the Criminal Procedure Code and the Ami Narcotic Law n m ing to aboli�h the deatl1 penalty.7 

B. Countries which have abolished the death Jl'nalty for ordinary crimes 

lL No new country abolished the death penalty for ordi .'crimes during the reponing period. 

C. Countries wbicb have restricted the scope of tbe death penalty or are limiting 
its usc 

9_ Even in countries where the appiication {lf the dea penalty remains, som e noticeable steps 
wwanls restricting its use were recorded during the eporting period. !.n particular, judicial. 
legislative and administrati ve development� were record d in several countries with regard to the 
mandatory imposition Qf the death penalty and the proced a! aspects of its impl ementat ion. 

I 0 . The mandatory imposition of the denth penalty ith no consideration of the defendant's 
personal circumstances o r the circumstances of the partie lar offence was declared unconstitutional 
in Bangladesh. In its judgment, the High Court Division f the Supreme Court of Bangladesh stated 
thm ··any provision of law which provides a mandatory d ath penalty cannot be in accordance wi1h 
the Constitution as it curtails the court's discretion to judicare on all issues brought before it, 
including imposition of an alternative sanction upon the ccused found guilty of any offe m:e under 
any ktw'·_% The Court of Appeal of Kenya ruled in July 010 that the mandatory imposition ofthe 
death penally for murder violated the protections against arbitrariness and inhumane treatment and 
was '·inconsistent with the spirit and letter of the t:onstituti · n"." 

4 B ill 3539 signed by the Governor in 9 March and' ill be effective from I July 20 ll. State 
of Illinois Press Release 09 March 20 l I. 
; tVHRC/!612-41. Draft Report ofthe H uman Right Council on its Sixteenth Session, 
Paragraph 586. 
r. Death Sentences and Executions 20 JO , A nme-sty In ernational, A I Index.: Act 50/00 l i20 11, 
March 201 1, page 7. 
' Note Verbale of Guatemala dated 4 May :w 1 ! , 
' Bangladesh Legdl Aid and Services Tn!Sl \is. Gove ·nmem ofthe People 's Republic c:l Ba11gladesh, Writ 
Petit ion No. 8283 ()[2005; Judgment issued in20 1 0. 
'' Mutiso Vs, Republic of Kenya, Criminal Appeal N .17 of2008. parut,rraph 28, 33-34. 36-
3 8. Court of Appeal at Mnmbasa, July 30, 20!0. 
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I I .  fn October 20 1 0, the Parl iament of Guyana adopted biH abol ishing the mandatory .imposition 
of the death penalty agains1 individuals convicted of rnu er. The death penalty, however, remains 
appi i.cable for certain categories of murder. During the U iversal Periodic Revie'>\' conducted by the 
Human Rights Council in May 20 1 0, Guyana committed o cominue to consider and consult on the 
abol ition of the death penalty and to report to the Human ·ghts Council in two years. 10 

1 2.  China continued to apply the death penalty in a 1 ge number of cases. 1 1  However, in J u ly 
? 0 10. new regulations were jointly issued by the Supre e People's Couit, the Supreme Peop l e · s  
Procuratorate and the Minis tries of Publ ic Security .  S ta e Secur ity and Justice. These regu lat ions 
strengthen the prohib i tion o f  the use of  illegal eviclcr ce in criminal cases, including coerced 
nmfession and other ev idence obtained through torture nd other ill-treatment, and enhance legal 
procedures regard ing the collection, examination, verifi l ion and determination of the legai.iry of 
evidence in cases wh ich may lead to the i mposit ion of the death pena l ty. In February 20 1 1 ,  the 
Nationa l People's Congress in China also passt·d a law r moving the death penalty for th i rteen non 
du!enl econom ic crimes . 1 �  

1 3 . I n  Apri l 20 l I ,  the Parliament of Gambia abolisl ed the death penalty for drug offences. 
observing that it had overlooked the constitutional prohib tion against the death penalty for offences 
mH resulting in death when adopting legislation in 20 I 0 introducing the death pena lty for drug 
o ffences. n 

n. Countries which have ratified intcrnation I and regional instruments 
providing for the abolition of the death peual 

1 4 . On 6 December 20 1 0. Kyrgyzstan acceded 10 the Se ond Optional Protocol to the Internat ional 
Covenant on Civil  and Polit ical Rights (lCCPR). aiming at the abol .ition of the death penalty, thus 
becomi ng the seventy-third State party to the protocoL 

15 . A drnfi l•w pmvidiog fo' th' rnrif><atioo of rh• SJ 00 Opti'"'' Protocol to lCCJ>R h<" h"" 
under consideration in the Mongol ian Parliament since zofo. 

! 6 .  On l February 20 1 1 ,  the Cmmci l  of Min isters 
announced t hat ii would ratify various inremat ional hum 
Opt ional Protocol to ICCPR. 

f the tmnsamn government in Tun is ia 
n rights instruments, including the Second 

J 7. There were no new ratifiealions of or accessions io 1 e A merican Convent ion on H uman Rights 
to A bol ish the Death Pena lty and tc, Protocol No. 6 to t e European Convent ion of Human Rights 
during the reporting period . 

10 /\iH R Cil 5/ 1 4/Add. l ,  paragraph 52. s ee a lso para< aphs 32-36 on the universal period ic 
review and the death penally. 
H A I  Index : Act 50!00 1 /20 1 L March 20 1 1 ; sec also para . 2 3 . 
' ' Chinese Government's Official Web PortaL China Exempts 13 Crimes from Death 
�enalty, http J/english.gov. cn/201 1 �02/25/contcnt_ l 1 0870.htm, Feb .. 25, 20  I I  . 
... Tbe death penalty for drug offences was introduc d through the adoption of the Dntg 
Control Amendment Act 20 ! 0. 
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£. Countries which have introduced a morat:or urn on executions 

I S . No new country introduced a morawrium on executi ns during tl1e reporting period . 

F. Cou ntries ·which have reintrod uced the use f the death penalty, 
extended its scope, or resumed executions 

1 9 . ln 20 1 0, the scope of the demh penalty was expande in Gambia. Three bills 1 �  were adopted by 
the Nat ional Assembly to make human traffick ing, rape, v olent robbe1y and possess ion of more than 
2 50g of  heroin or cocaine a n  offence punishable by the de th penalty. 1' 

20. A new Anti-Narcotics law was passed in Decembe 20 10 and came into force on 4 J anuary 
20 l l  in Iran.  Article 1 8  of the new law provides for I. e death penalty for drug traffickers and 
traders. 16  

2 l .  In February 20 I l ,  China introduced the death penalt · for forc¢d organ removnl from juven i les 
re:>u ltmg in death. 1 7  

I L Enforcement of the death penalty 

22 . As has been noted [n previous reports of the Secreta y-Genera ! ,  up-w-dme and accurate global 
figures on the application of the death penalty are diffic lt to obta in. This difficu lty arises from a 
lack of transparency on t he part of many States in r lation to numbers and characteristics of 
i n d ivid uals executed. In some States, this information is  onsidered a State secret or to be an issue 
nC nat ionaf criminal just ice system which should not be in erfered wilh. Publishing figures on the use 
of the death penally is prohibited by law i n  n n e  Stare. 

2 3 .  I n  20 1 0. the global number of executions ( excJ ding China) estimated by human rights 
organizations is 5 2 7 .  with the proviso that the actual fi ure may be sign i ficantly higher. 1 6  It was 
hmht•r reported that at least 2024 new death sentences ·'ere known to have been imposed in 6 7 
countries in 20 1 0 . !9 Whi le  there is no accttrate in fonna ion on the total number of executions in 
Ch ina . Amnesty ln temational reported that in 20 10, h ina continued to use the death penalty 

11 The Drug Contro l Amendment Act 20 l 0 , the Traf eking in Persons A mendment Act 
20 lO and the Criminal Code Amendment Act 2 0 1 0 .  
' 5  ln  April 20 I l ,  however, the Parl iamenl of G a mbia abolished the death penalty for drug 
offences. See paragraph 1 3  above. 
16 Report of the Secretary General on the Human Ri hts Situat ion in I ran, A/H RC/ 1 617 5 .  
paragraph 1 2  
' 7 Chinese Government's Official Web Portat China Exempts 1 3  Crimes from Death 
Pena lty, http://engl i sh.gov.cn/20 I ! -02i25/contenc_l 1 0 8 70.htm, Feb. 25 ,  20 I I. 
' 8Deatb Sentences and Executions 20 1 0. Amnesty In .ematicmal, A I lndex:· Act 
50!00 I /20 I I ,  page 5; See a lso Facts ond Fi>?,un:s ab w ;he Dvalh Penalty 20 1 0. Bands off 
Cain, lv!ay 20 1 f{drajf report) 
' " Supra note 1 7 ,  page 5 
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ext ensive ly  and  executed thousand.s of people for a wide ange of crimes that included non-violence 
offences.::!(! 

24 . Amnesty International reported that in most coun cs where support for the death penally is 
sti l l  strong, capital punislunent continues to be reportedly imposed after unfair trials and often based 
o n confessions extracted through torture. In most countries. the death penalty is used 
disproportionately against the poor, members of m inori rac ial, ethn i c  and religious communities 
and \Jther minorities. ln some countries death sentences handed down for non-violent crimes that 
do not rneet the threshold of '·most serious crimes" - such as economic crimes, sorcery, apostasy and 
drug re lated · ofiences21 or sexual re l a t ions between consen ·ing adults .27  

2 5 .  Report.;:; also i ndicate that various methods of exe ution, including beheading, electrocution. 
hanging, lethal injection. shooting or stoning were u ed during the reponing period . .!.\ Public 
executions were reportedly carried out in some States.24 whi le in othe.r States, death row inmates 
'' ere not in fonned of their forthcoming execution, nor the r fami l ies or I3\>\')1Cr.25 

26. In some cases. lethal chemica l s  or equJpments were epmtedly traded from abol itionist States to 
retcmionist States and used for the implementation of e death penalty. In January 20 Il ,  thirteen 
civil  society organiz.arions signed a submission appeal ing o the European Commission to control the 
e'>portatk>n, from Europe, ofthe drugs that are used in ex cutions in the USA. The submission seeks 
to add sodium t h iopental to Almex JlJ of EU Council Reg lation 1 2 3 6!2005 which makes it illega t to 
"trade iQ certain goods which could be used for capital p tn ishment , torture, or other cruel ,  inhuman 
or degrading treatment or punishment".2" I n  April 2 0 1 1 fNlfleen member States of the European 
U n wn (EU }, indud ing Spain, urged the European Un ion o impose an export ban on a drug used for 
ktha J i njections in several US states.17 

27 . The applicat ion of the death penalty for drug offe ces remains  one of the major challenges. 
H arm Reduction International  reported that in 20 l 0 t ere were 3 2  countries o r  territories that 
prescribed the death penalty f�x drug-re lated otiences;  a d hundreds of people were known to have 
been executed for drug-related offences. Accord ing to v rious sources, more than 1 50 people were 
cxectlted for a drug offence. in Iran in 20 l 0. In China, a least 59 people were executed in the week 
around 26 June 20 1 0  to mark the l ntemationat Day , gainst Drug Abuse and !Hicit Trafticking, 
added to an unknown number of people who have b en put to death for drug-related offences 
throughout the year . Saud i Arabia is known to have beh aded one person for smuggl ing hashish. J n  
20 1 0 , death sentences for drug-related offences were al o passed in Egypt. K uwait. Laos People ' s 
D.:rnocratic  Republic, Malaysia, Pak istan, S ingapore, T iwa.n, United Arab Emirates and V ietnam . 

:� ld ,  
1 1  Sec following paragraphs 2 8  and 29 lor further in ormation on the app l ication of the 
dearh penally f()r drug related offences. 
: � De.ath Sentences and Executions 20 1 0 .  Amnesty l HernationaL AI I ndex: Act 50!00 1 /20  i 1 .  
March 20 I J ,  page 5-6; See also www.deathpenalt  \Vorldwide.org 

.:.' See www.deail1pena ltyworldwide . org 
2" Supra Note 2 1 ,  pages 6, 30 ;  See also supra note 1 6 . paragraph 1 7  and The Death Penalty 
World Wide 20 I I  (Draft Report), Hands Off Cain. 1ay 1 6, 20 ! I, page 8·9, 24 
.•.s Supra Note 2 1 ,  pages 6, 24 
J6http://www .penalreform .org/files!J oint .. NGO Su mission on . EU ... Torture. Reg sod ium 
!hiopental':-'o5 B 1 %5D.doc 
17 Note Verbale of  Spain,  daicd 28 Apri l  2 0  l l , 
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Repo1tedly, at least 58 drug offenders are on death row i l.ndonesia and 3 3 9  (including 68 women ) 
in Tha iland. 

2 8 . Several countries, includ ina l ran. Nigeria. Pakisrun, Saudi Arabia, United Arab Em irates and 
Yemen imposed death sentences-against j�veni le offende during the reporting period .u. According 
to a UNICEF report publ ished in 20 1 1 , 1 4  juveniles were executed in the last five years in Yemen: 
! ! juveniles are nnw on death row; and 84 are at risk of th death penalty .29 

IV. International Developments 

29. ' ! be· international community continued Its emms ward the abol ition of the death penalty 
during the reporting period. At tJ1e United Nations, the ' eneral Assembly and the Human Rights 
Counci l addressed the question of the death penalty. Hu an rights treaty bodies also continued to 
address this issue while exam ining Staie Party reports d individual conununications. United 
Nations agencies, offices. programs and funds a lso conti ued to address the question of the death 
penalty in their programs and activities. inter-govemm tal rc·gional bod ies and non-government 
organizations also initiated several programs towards abo I hing the death penalty worldwide. 

A Genera l Assembly 

:HL On 2 1 Dec.ember 20 1 0 .  the UN General Assembly dopted a th ird resolution (65/206) on the 
moratorium on the use of the death penah:y. which r ffirms previous UN General Assembly 
resolmions. 62/ J 4 9  and 63 ! 1 6S and calls  upon ail Slates o respect the international standards that 
provide safeguards guaranteeing protection of the righ of those facing the death penalty. The 
re:-.otutkm a lso requests States to: provide the Secretary General with information in this regard; 
make ava i lable relevant information with regard to th ir use of tJ1e death penalty, which can 
c.ontributc to informed and transparent national debates; rogressive!y restrict the use of the death 
penalty and reduce the number of offences for which it m y be imposed, and establish a moratorium 
on executions with a view to abolishing the death pena ty. The resolut.ion also calls upon States 
which bave abolished we death penalty not to reintrodu e it. and encourages them to share their 
t"xperience in this regard . fina!ly. it requests Lhe Sec etary-General to report to · the General 
Assembly at its sixty-seventJJ session in 20 1 2  on the im lementation of WI: calls contained in the 
resolution. >o 

3 i The General A ssembly also addressed the quest i n o f the death penalty in lran and in  
Dece mber 20 10 passed resolution 65/226 which expres.ed deep concem at "the continuing h i gh 
i nc idence of :md dramatic increase in death sentences c:a ied out in the absence of internationally 
recogni;;,.ed $ll feguards"; and called upon Iran "W abolish in law and in practice, pub l ic execution> 

111 S'upra noTe 2 1 ,  Amnesty international Report , pag ! 3 ;  supra now 2 3 ,  Hands Off Cain 
Report. pages 7, 1 7 ;  See also following paragraphs J -32 for a discussion on tl1e Committee 
on the Rights of w.e Chi ld and the desth penalty. 
:'• http://www, crin.org/emai 1/crin mail_ detail _popl)p. sp ?crinma i l iD� 346 7 
N ln a note verbale addressed to the Sccretary-Gencr 1 dated I I  March 20 I I  ,53 States Member� of !l1e 
United Nations expressed, inter alia. their .. persistent >hjection to any attempt to impose a moratorium 
<�n the use of the death penally or its abolition in com avention to existing stipulations under in temational 
law". (A/65/779) 
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aad otber executions carried out in the absence · respect for internationally recognized 
safeguards'' .:n 

B. Universal Periodic Review 

32 . The United Nations Human Rights Council contil ued to address the question of the death 
penalty in tbe context of the Universal Periodic Review. During its eighth session of the Universal 
Periodic Review held in May 20 l 0, the Human Rights oundl addressed the question of the death 
penalty in Belarus, Granada, Guinea, Guyana and La People' s Democratic Republic , .  Guyana 
committed to consult and report to the Human Rights C uncil in two years time on the abol ition of 
!he death penalty '2 lt further in formed the Council that i had U!bled an amendment ro the Cri mmal 
Law (O!Tences) Act providing for varied sentences for d ffet·ent categories of murder. including l ife 
imprisonment and lesser sentences of imprisonment, as ell as access to parole.:n Belarus int(1nned 
the Counci l  that following Europe's trend to abolish the eath penalty, it would continue its efforts 
to mould public opinion in favour of abolition and active ' cooperate with international and regional 
mganizations_ However. Belarus did not accept the Co ell's recommendation to abolish the death 
penatty . '·1 
3 3 .  Regarding the abol ition of tbe death penalty or the adoption of a moratorium. the Minister of 
J ustice of Guinea, wh ile expressing views of h is country at the Human Rights Council, highlighted 
that rollowing high [eve! consultations, Guinea had dec ded that i.t was premature to include this 
question in the national debate, especially during the de icate transiliona.l phase. ln th is regard, the 
Minister of Ju...,rice further stated that "the solution woul be 10 have a de facto moratorium''. )l Lao 
PDR noted that ·'the death penalty was maintained o ly to deter the most serious crimes. in 
particular drug trafficking". and that at present it wa. nO! ready to consider ratifYing the 2nd 
Optional Protocol to fCCPR.3& Similarly, the recommen at ion to ratify the 2"" Optional Protocnl to 
!CCPR did not n1eet tlw support of the Govemment o f I esotho . However, it high l ighted that there 
has been no capital punishment carril'ti out since 1 99 .31 Grenada rejected recommendations i n 
relation lO the abolition of the death penally and establis ing a formal moratorium on executions. ln 
this respect, it further noted that whi le it remai.n.s in the l ws, the death penalty has not been applied 
for decades on its rerritory.;g 

34.  During the nintll session of the Universal Periodic I eview held in November 20 l 0, the Human 
R ights Counci l  addressed the question of the death pen lty in Jamaica, Lebanon, Liberia. Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Mongolia, Maldives, Malawi and tl e United States of America. Regarding 
recommendations to repeal its Death Penalty Law, Li eria stated that it was aware of existing 
�:om:ern� and ensuing recommendations which emauat d from its obligations under the Second 
Optional Protocol to the ICCPR, to which it acceded i 2005.  lt inf{mned the Council that high 
criminal rates had required the reintroduction of the deat penalty and that Lhe abrogation of the la'.v 
al !ov. i ng !or the death pcnal"cy wou ld need unJre t irnc and understand i ng by the Liberian people wi1h 

H General Assembly Resolution 65/226 of2 1 Decer bcr 20 1 0  
): A/HRC/1 5 / L. I 0, Report of the Human R ights Co neil on its fi fteemh session , paragraph 569 
;• ibid. parag.raph 569.  
H,ibid, paragraph 64 1. 
''• A/HRC/1 5/L I 0, Repon of the Human Rights Cou cil on i ts  fifteenth session, paragraph 300. 
'6 ibid, paragraph 300. 
17 ibid , paragraph 3 8 7 .  
''ibid, paragraph 504 .  
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whom consultations had been initiated .>" The recommen tions to consider issuing a moratorium on 
the execution of death penalty sentences were examined y the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya and enjoyed 
its suppon.�0 

3 5 .  Mongolia accepted the reeommendatjons with reg d to its accession to the Sccond Optional 
Protocol to the ICCPR. It further reponed on its plans declassify information on death penalty 
sentences imposed In the past and to abolish classi!icatio in the future following the approval of a 
Bi i 1 ,  as well as on Olher measures towards the abolition fthe death penalty.4 1 Mauritan ia rejected 
the recommendation to abolish the death penalty. but r .ffirmed its de facto abolitionist position, 
noting that in 1 7  ;ears, no death sentence had been carrie out on its territory.41 The United States of 
Arnc:rica ind icated that the reeornrn<:ndatlon to end G.tp i l' l punishment d i d  not enjoy its suppon and 
1ha1 it supported both recommendations with respect to execut ions regarding minors and persons 
with certain ime!lectua.l disab i lities, but not regard ing all , ersons with any mental i l l ness.43 

} 6 ,  During the eleventh session of the Universal Pe ·odic Review held in May 20 ! I . Latvia 
reported on the prepar.ation by the Government of the dt ll legislative amendments on the abolition 
nf the death penalty in time of \\"iir and on the s ign ture of Protocol NoJ 3 to the European 
Cnnvention for the Protection of Human Rights and Fund mental Freedoms concerning the abolition 
or death penalty in a!l circumstances and preparation for i s ratification. Latvia al.so reported that this 
initiative had not gained support in the parliament. m that discuss ions on th is i ssue would 
continue4" 

C. SrH:cial Procedures of the Human Rights ouncil-

3 7 . SpeciaJ procedures of t he Human Rights Councll al u continued to address the questio.n of lhe 
death penalty within their respective mandmes. ln F bruary 20 1 1 ,  the Special Rappotteur on 
extrajudicia l, summary or arb itrary executions. joint with the Special Rapporteur on the 
independence of j udges and lawyers, warned in a pub!  c statement of a dramatic surge in death 
sentences in Iran w·hich were carried out in the ahsenc of internationally recognized safeguards. 
despite n umerous calls by the United Nations to immedia ely hall executions. The experts noted that 
under internationa l law, the death penalty is regarded as n extreme form of punishment wh ich ,  if it 
is used at a11. should only be imposed for the most serio crimes, after a fair trial has been granted 
to the accused . They called on the Iran ian Government t i.mmediatdy declare a moratorium on the 
t:L:ath pc:na!ty in view of the gravity uf the situation d che regular disregard or due process 
�uaramee;,}5 The Special Rapporteur on the right of veryone to the enjoyment of the highest 

'" Paragraphs 35 t. 3 5 2, AfHRC!l 6/L.4 l Draft report of the Human Rights Council on its sixteenth 
�ession . 
•n Paragraph 93 .3 3 ,  NHRC!l 6/ l 5 , Report of the Wo king Group em the Un iversal Periodic Review­
Libyan Arab Jamahiliya. 
4 1  Paragraph 420,  supra not<' 44 . 
'1 Paragraph 7 1  I ,  ibid . 
. ,; Pnrag.raph 8. Report or the Working. Group o n the Univ rs� l  f'eriodic Rev iew-Unit.cd States of 
:\meri..:a, Addendum, A/HRC.I l !ii l l /Add, I. 
H Paragraph, 1 28, A/HRC/\VG.6f l i !LVA/ l . 
' < ()HC H R  Press Release, UN experts call for a mor torium on death penalty in the I slamic 
Republic of I ran, 02 Ftbrmuy 20 J ! .Geneva. 
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aaainable standard of physical and mental health also affi ed that the death penalty for drug-related 
offences violates international human rights !aw!6 
3 8 .  ln h is progress report, the Special Rapporteur on II c situm ion of human rights in Myanmar. 
wh ile commending the Govemment for the effective oratoriurn on the use of death penalty, 
regretted that lower courts continue to hand down deatJ1 entences .47 The independent: expert on the 
situation of human rights in Sudan recommended that !h Government of National Unity of Sudan 
refrain from applying the death penalty against minors a d that Sudan institute a moratorium on the 
imposition of the death penalty, as called tlx by the Gene I Assembly in its resolution 62/ 1 49,"' 

0. H u man Rights Treaty Bodies 

) <( The United Nations human rights treaty bodies a ls  continued to address the questiM of the 
death penalty in concluding observations adopted follov ing the exam ination of Stale party report.\. 
and when considering individual communicarions, The H man Rights Comminee made reference to 
the death penalty with respect to the examinat ion of ix States parties during the period under 
review: Belgium, Cameroon, Estonia, Jordan, Mongol ia d Poland. The Human Rights Committee 
welcomed Es1on ia's  ratification of the Second Optiona l  I rolocol to ICCPR. aimed at abolishing the 
death penalty, which entered into force in 2004 ,'9 lt lso encouraged Cameroon,�0 Jordan5 1and 
P•1hmd51 to ratify the Second Optional Protocol. lt w komed the adoption of a constitutional 
pwvisipn enshrining rhe principle of the abolition of lhe eafh penalty in Be lgium5; and encouraged 
Cameroon to abolish the death penalty, or at least to ton aliz.e the de facto moratorium on the death 
rena!ty. �4 lt continued to welcome the de facto moratori m on the death penalty in p lace in Jordan 
s ince Apri l 2007;3� and expressed its concern that the dea h penafty has yet to be abolished de jure in 
1\<longolta although it welcomed the moratorium on the ex cmion of dea.th ;;entences,56 
40 .  In two recent individual cases,5� the Human Rights ommittee reiterated that the, impos\!ion of 
a death sentence after a trial that did not meet the fair tri I requirements amounted to a violat ion of 
article 6 of ICCPR. ln another case involving the refusal y the authorities of Kyrgyzstan m provide 
in formation on the number of individuals sentenced t death in the country,58 the Committee 
reiterated that the specific infom1at ion sought by the auth r. i.e. the number of  individuals sentent·ed 
to death, was considered to be of pub l ic imerest �� The H man Rights Committee considered that the 

"'' R eport su bmitted of Special Rapporteur on the ri ht of everyone to the enjoyment of t he highest 
attainable standard of physical and mental health, A/ 5 /2 5 5, paragraph '17,  
.n Progress repOit of the Special Rapporteur on the s uat ion of human rights in Myanmar 
,VH RC!l 3 /48. paragraph 40 .  
·�  Report of the indepcndem ex pen on the s i tuation f human rights in the Sudan A/HRC/1 4 '4 !, 
paragraph, 82. 
''1 CCPR/C!EST/C0i3 . paragraph 3 . '" CCP R!C/CMR./C0/4, paragraph ! 4 .  
; t  CCPR/C/JOR!C0/4 , paragraph 20. 
�'' CCPR!C!POL!C0/6 , paragraph l 1 .  
s; CC PR!C!B ELiCQ/5,  paragraph 4 .  
'" CCPR!C!CMR/C0/4, paragraph 1 4 .  
5 5 CCPR!C/JOR/C0i4, paragraph 3. 
5" CCPR/CIMNG/C0/5 .  paragraph 6 ,  
57Cornmunication No. 1 304/2004 , Kf�tm,shenku 11. R ts.1iw1 Federation, V iews adopted on 
29 March 20 l l ; and Commun ication No, 1 503/2006 Akhatlov ''· Kyrf<..T}'Zstan. Views adopted 
on 25 /\'larch 20 I I . 
ss Commun ication No. 1 470/2006. Tvhakw101' v. K;· gyzsW11, Views adopted on 28 March 20 i I 
' '' In accordance with resolutions Nos, 2003/67 and 004/60 of the Comm ission on Human Rights 
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genera l public has a legitimate interest in having aoces to i n format ion on the use of the death 
penairy and that the State party {Kyrgyzstan) had failed to justify the restrictions imposed on the 
exercise of the author's right to access in format ion on t application to the death penalty held by 
public bodies , The Committee found, thereftm:, a vlo at ion of article 1 9, paragraph 2, of the 
Covenant 

4 1 ,  The Committee on the Rights of the Child also mad reference to the death penalty with regard 
tn four States parties during the period under review:, elarus: G llatemala; Lao PDR and Sudan 
(under both the CRC and the Optional Protocol 10 the C R , on the involvement of children in armed 
cnn11kt). The Cnmmittee recommended that Belarust.O a1 d Guatemala(, '  rai i fy the Second Optional  
Protoco l  to lCCPR. In  its concluding obst:rv<:n ions o n  t l .: repon of S udan, 1he  Comm i ttee on the 
Rights of the Chi ld ex pressed serious concerns lhat, des ite the adoption of the Chi ld Act (20 ! 0), 
which prohibits the passing of the death sentence on chi! ren, under article 36 of the Sudan Interim 
Cnnstirution. the death penalty might be imposed on ersons below the age of 1 8  in cases of 
retribution or hudud•:.-: The Committee was a lso concem d at recent reports that the death penalty 
cont inues to be carried out on children . The C'ommirtee minded Sudan that the application of the 
death pe.nalty to children is a gnwe violat ion of articles 6 nd 37 (a) of the Convention on the Rights 
of the Child ,and urged Sudan lo ensure that rhe deat pena lly is not carried out on chi ldren , 
includ ing !n cases nf retribution or hudwi. and to repla e any death sentences already passed on 
persons under 1 8  with an appropriate a l tc rnati v.:: sanction . 

4 2. The Comm ittee on the Rights of the Ch i ld  a lso expr sscd concern that the death penalty is not 
explicitly prohib ited for chlldren in the L.-ao People 's  cmocratic Repub l ic ."3 Wh ile noting with  
sat i sfaction that the death penalty is prohib ited by law i 1 the Child Rights Act, the Comm h1ce is 
serious ly concemcd a t  reports re lmed to an estinwted ti iy prisoners reported ly on death row for 
cri mes committed when they were below the age of  I fL It reiterated the strong concem expressed by 
the /\ frican Comm ittee on the Rights and Wel fare of t' e Child concerning the mandatory death 
penalty for ollbnces in Sharia Penal Codes (including Ha d punishments ) which. given the absence 
of d efinition of the ch i ld as a person under the age of 1 8  and that in cc1tain states children are 
defined by puberty. could be imposed on children under aria j uri sd ict ion."4 The Committee on 1he 
Rights of the Child recommended that Nigeria take the opportunity of its ongoing constitut ional 
review to expressly prohibit the application of the death enalty to persons under 1 8  years of age. lt 
a lso urged N igeria to review the tiles of a 11 prisoners an eath row ti.�r crimes committed before the 
age uf 1 8 : and to prohib it the death pena lty for al! p rsons under rhe age of 1 8  in domestk 
l;glslationY 

on the quest ion of  the death penalty. and in accordan e with' the Document of the Copenhagen 
Meeting of the Conference on the  Human Dunen s io of  the Con ference o n  Security and Co-operation 
in  Europe (29 J une 1 990). 
''" CRC/C!BL R!C0/3 -4, paragraph 7 4 ,  
• .!  CRC/CiGTM/C0/3 4 paragr.tph 1 03 ,  
''1 Art icle 36 (2 ) ofrhe Interim national Constitut i on f the Republ ic of Sudan 2005 states ; "l'he death 
penalty shall not be imposed on a person under the a e of eighteen or a person who has attained the age or 
seventy except in cases of retribution or hudud . . .  
"1 CRC!C/LAO!C0!2, paragraph 7 1 .  
H CRCtCtNGAIC0/3 -4. paragraph 3 2 .. 
"' llnJ. paragraph 3 3 ,  
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4 3 .  The Committee against Torture also continued t o w kome the abol.ition of  the death penalty . or 
the moratorium on executions observed in some countrie. as well as to recommend the ratification of 
the Second Optional Pmwcol to !CC PR. fn add itio , cons idering that information on death 
sentences, including data, is not made public by sonic tates parties, the Committee requested th is  
information to be systematically provided. ln its c nduding observations on Ethiopia, the 
Committee recommended that the State parry consi der ratifying the Second Optional Protocol w 
lCCPR, extending i ts de facto moratorium on !he exec tion of the death penalty and commuting 
sentences for prisoners on death row, The Committee al requested Ethiopia to indicate the current 
number of persons on death row, disaggregated by ex. age, ethnicity and offence."� ln the 
consideration of Mongolia' s initial repmt, the Comm ine encouraged Mongolia to continue efforts 
towards abol ition and called on the state to dt�classify inf, nnation on the death penalty 67 

E. United Nations Offices, Agencies, f:'und and Programs 

4 4 .  The United Nat ions H igh Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) continued to address the 
quest.i<>n of the death penalty ':lnder her mandate to pr mote and protect the enjoyment and fuH 
real i ?at.ion, by all peop le, of all human rights . The High .. ommissioner for 1-luman Rights also scm 
of!icial communications to the relevant authorities and ssued pub lic press releases addressing the 
question of the death penal ty. ln February 20 1 ! . the High Commissioner publicly expressed a.lann al 
t he dramatic increase in  executions since the beginning o ·20 I I  in Iran and called upon to institute a 
moratorium on executions wirh a v iew to abo l is t1ing th deat.h penalty.f•S In May 20 1 1 , the High 
Commissioner issued a press release express ing deep ncern regarding the deteriorating human 
rights siwation in Bahrain, including the sentencing to de th of four pro-democracy protestors alter a 
closed-door mi l itary lriai 69 

·l:"i .  ln  20 10, the U n ited Nations Office on Drugs an Crimes ( UNODC) submitted a report70 
ent itled "Drug control, crime prevention and criminal just ce: a human rights perspective" to the UN 
Cmmnissit)n o n  Narcotic Drugs and the UN Commissi n Crime Prevention and Criminal J ustice. 
The report reaffirmed that the I nternational Cov·�nant on Civil  and Pol iticat Rights speci fied that in 
countries which had not abolished the death penalty, the entence of death may be imposed only for 
the "most serious crimes". Tne conccpt of ''most :;erious rimes" is limited to those where it can be 
shown that there was an intention to k i ll  \Vhich resulted in the loss of l i fe. The weight of  opin ion 
ind icates 1.hat drug offences (such as possess ion and rr fiicking) and those of a purely economic 
nature do not meet th is threshold. Moreover, States r at have abolished the death penalty are 
pt(Jhib ited from exlraditing any person to another cou try where he or she might face capital 
pun 1:chment 

4 6 .  The UNO DC fun her reponed that despite such pro ibitions, a considerable nwuber of the 4 7  
retentionist States that continue ro use capital punishrr nt have carried out executions for drug 
offences in recent years. Jn some of 1hese countries drug offenders constirute a significant 

&o CA T/C/ETHiCO. I ,  paragraph 24 
'" CA T/C/MNG/CO!l /CRP. I ,  paragraph 6( f) 
"' Ol!CHR Press Re lease, lrt�n: UN Human l?ights c thf concerned abow recem .1pare '!l 
executions. Febnmrv 20 l I ,  Geneva. 

· 

''" UN Human Righ.ts Chief voices deep concerns ab 1ul Bahrain crackd<Jwn, UN News Centre Press 
Release. 5 May 20 I I  (hrtp:i/www.un.org!apps/newsr tory. asp?New·siD""3 8279&Cr=Bahrain&Cr I ) 
1'' E!CN . 7/20 1 0/CRP. 6-E!CN. 1 5/20 1 0tCR P. l , 20 1 0  
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proportion of total execut ions .  The repm1 emphn�ized tha as an entity of the United Nations system. 
UNODC advocates the abol!tion of  the  death penalty · nd called upon Member States to follow 
mtcmational standards concerning prohib ition of the dca h penalty for offences of a drug-related or 
purely economic nature. 

47 . The Spec ial Representative of the UN Secreta General on Violence against Children 
extended her support for a campaign launched by the C ild R ights lnfonnat.ion Network (CRfN) in  
October 20 1 0  w end all inhuman semcncing of chi! ren. including the deatb penalty. In her 
statement, the Special Representative stated that in som states, children may receive sentences of 
e xtreme vio lenc�: including flogging. ston ing. umpura im1s. l ife sentences and executions and 
co ndemned tl1c many grave inJustices aga m �i du ldren pe etrared under some penal codes. 7 1 

F. International Com mission against the 1> ath Penalty 

4 g._ Other international deve lopments during the reporti g period includes the establishment of the 
International Commission against the Death Penalty in 0 tober 20 10.  with the aim of strengthening 
the fight against the death penalty in aU regions of the w rid. The establishment oft.hc Commission 
was an Jnter·governmental initiative ld by Spain a d supponed by Algeria, Argentina, the 
Dom inican Republic, France., Italy, Kazakhstan, Mexic , Mongolia, Philippines, Portugal. South 
A frica, Spain, Swit?.erland, Togo and Turkey. 111e lnte nationa l Commission is composed of ! 2  
members of high aulhority and intemaiional prestige, will complete independence in their decision­
making and broad geographical representarion . 

G. Region al Bodies 

49. Regional  bodies also continued to support the wor! ·s  effort towards the abolition of the dea.rh 
penalty. ln J une 20 1 0 ,  the A frican Commission on Hu an and People's Rights issued an interim 
injunction preventing the state governors of Nigeria fi om resw11 ing executions in the country, 
pend ing consideration of a petition filed by more than 80 death row inmates. 

50 .  In  November 20 10. the Working Group on rhe D ath Penalty in A frica, establisht�d by the 
A frican Comm ission on Hum an and Peoples · Rights (AC PR), reponed that it had exam ined a drat1 
Resolution on the Abol ition of the Death Penalty. lt consi ered that it was important that the African 
Comm issit')n envisage the adoption of such a resolution move wwards the abol i t ion of the dea!h 
Pena lty. Furthennore . the Working Group a lso prepared document on the 'Question of tbe Death 
Pena lty in Africa' which reflt\cted the current situation ir Africa, and was presented to the ACHPR 
in  Mr1y 20 ! l .  The Document envisaged the drafting of a Protocol to the African Charter on Human 
nnd Peoples '  Rights o n  the Abolition of the Death Penal!_ in Africa.'2 The Working Group also sent 
letters of appeal to the re levant authorities on the simatio of the death penalty in Nigeria. Sudan and 

't bttp:/lwww. crin.org/violence/sean:h!closeup .asp?i 
72 Progress Report of the African Comm ission nn H 
Group on the Death Penalty in Africa, November 20 

rom�2 B 3 2  
a n  a n d  Peoples' Rights Working 
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G ambia. "  I n  a statement issued b y  the Chair of rhe W k ing Group, States parties to the African 
Cha1ter were reminded that capital punishment is c uel and therefore morally unjustifiable, 
unneces sary, in·eversible. illogicaL and represenL� a m s! grave violation of fundamental human 
rights, in particu lar the right 10 l i fe under Article 4 of the fri can Charter.7J 

5 J . The European Parliament adopted a resolution on the death penalty on !he occasion of the 
Wm·!d Day against the Death Penally i n  October 201 0 .  !n  irs resolution. the European Parliament 
reiterated its long-standing opposit ion to the death penal in all cases an.d under all circ1unstances 
and emphas ised once again that abol ition of the death enalty contributes to the enhancement of 
human d ign i ry and the progressive development o f huma r ights. It urged the European Union (EU ) 
!0 u ,,.;  a l l wols of  d ip loma9 and cooperation ass mance a a i luble w tt to work 1owards !he un i versal 
abo l i t.ion of the death penah:y.75 

:5 2 . In July 20 ! 0, !he European Union convened an ann al forum of European institutions and non 
gnvcmment organisations in  Brussels, wh ich  d iscussed ti ur issues, including EU instrurnems in the 
Fight aga i nst the Death Penalty. The EU-NGO Annual  orum affirmed that the global abol ition of 
the death penalty ranks among the main objectives of r U human rights pol icy.76 On 1 0  October 
20 1 0 . the European Union issued a statement to mark he World and European Day against the 
Death Penalty, reiterating that the death penalty is a cruel and in1mrnan punishment which represents 
;m unacceptab le denial of h uman d ignity and integrity, T 1e statement a lso recalled that the EU uses 
al l avai lable means - including d ip lomat i c channels a d raising publ ic awareness - in working 
towards the goal of abo lishing the death penalty through ut the world, and that it encourages public 
debate. strengthening public oppos ition and putting pres ·ure on retentions countries to abolish the 
death penalty. or at least introduce a moratorium as a first step '' 

s: L  The Parl iamentary Assembly of the Organizat ion or Security and Co-Operation in Europe 
(0SCEl  adopted a resolution on the death penalty in Ju ly 20 1 0. The Resolution called upon 
pan tc ipating OSCE States applying the death penalty to declare an immediate moratorium on 
executions. In particular. it called upon Belan1s and !he t ni te.d States of America to take immediate 
s tt'ps towards abol it ion of the death penally. lt also call d upon Latvia to amend its Crim.inal Code 
i n order w abolish the death penalty for murder wi111 agg avating circumstances if comm itted during 
wan i rne.n 

54 . The !mer-A merican human rights mechanisms aJs continued to address the question of the 
deHlh penally during the reporting per iod. ln  October . 0 1 0, the Inter-American Commission on 
Human Rights ( IACHR)  urged the United States to uspend the jud icial execution of J effrey 

'3  Combined Act ivity Report of Commissioner of th. A frican Comm ission on H uman and 
People's  Rights and the Cha irperson of the Working Group on the Death Penalty in Africa. 
49th Ordinary Session of the A frican. Conuniss ion o Human and People's Rights. 2 8Apri l -
1 2  May 20 l l ,  Banjul, Gambia.  
'< Ibid, paragraph. J 4. 
7� European Resolution on the World Day A gainst t e Death Penalty, P7 _ TA (20 1 0)035 1 of  
7 October 20 1 0 . 
'f Recommendations of the Forum on "E U  Human l ights Instruments and the Lisbon Treaty: 
State of P lay and Way Forward", 12- l :l July 20 l 0, russcls. 

77 EU cominues effons to ach ieve universa l abol i tio of death penalty. Ell Press Release 
IP!I O/ JJ06 of OS/l 0/20 1 0 . 
;s http://www.osce.org/home!7 ! 7 1 1 .  
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rirnothy Landrigan. a beneficiary of precautionary mea res granted by tb.e lACHR in 2004 7" I n  
2 0 l 0. with regard to a petition regarding an extradition of a petitioner from Peru to China, 811 the 
I ACHR considered that the allegations regarding inadeq ate evalu.ati.on by the Peruvian authorities 
of the guarantees provided by the People' s Republic of China that it ·would not impose the death 
penalty on the petitioner and the possibility that he w uld be subjected to torture and cruel and 
inhumane treatment could characterize a fai lure tn compl with the obligations arising from Articles 
4 and 5 of the American Convent ion on Human Righ . In May 20 1 0, IACHR also ordered the 
Peruvian State to refrain from extraditing tbe beneficiary and in November extended the provisionai 
measures until March 3 1 ,  20 1 1.� 1  During the reporting pe iod, IACH R also declared several petitions 
tdated to the question of the death penalty admissible. Tn Mardi 20 I I , 14 petitions were tiled at 
l AHRC in which it was al leged thilt the United States o America v iolated the rights of the alleged 
' •c: tr m v•ho w e r e  senft:!Ked to death in SL\ stales of he U ni ted S tates (North Carol ina, South 
Caro l ina, Georgia. M issouri. Texas and Utah) and the after executed. All alleged victims were 
beneficiaries of earlier precaut ionary measures requested y the Commission .s1 

;:, :-. .  While examining the human rights situation in Cub· in 20 J (), the Inter- American Commission 
nrgd Cuba !0 adopt the leg islative and other measures n cessary i()r ensuring that the death penalty 
is ntl! imposed in violation of the principles of due pr cess and a fair trial before a competent , 
independent, and impartial court previously established b · law. "3 

H. Other initiatives 

5 6. During the reporting period, non-government otga isations strengthened their efforts for tbe 
abolit ion of the death penalty. In Sept.ember 20 1 0. a re� on a] conference on the death penalty was 
jointly organised in Alexandria ( Eg;ypl) by Penal Reforn lmcmational (PRT), the Swedish Institute­
A lexandria and the Arab Centre for tJ1e independence of e J udiciary and Legal Profession, with the 
pruiidpation of civil soc iety organizations. a nd region 1 and international bodies, il1cluding the 
Europe�n Union. Arab League, f\CHPR and OHCH Subsequently, as an outcome of the 
conference, a toolkit entitled "the death penalty in t e Middle East and North Africa: tools, 
techn iques. tactics and strategies for abolition"$4 was ublished in Decem ber 20 1 0 . The toolkit 
indudes practical suggestions to develop appropriate a vocacy strategies, identifY methodologies 
and provide guidance to influence change m a nationaL re • ional and internat.ional level. 

,,, Despite the JAHRC's request of an immediate su pension of the execution, Jeffrey Ti mnthy 
Landrigan was executed on October 26. The fACH deplored the execution and concluded 
that his basic rights to due process had been v iolated The Commission condemned the repe-dted 
(ailure on the part of the United States to comply wi its decisions, especially in cases relmed w 
the deatJ1 penalty. The Commission further urged t.b United States to implement all precautionary 
measures and decisions issued by the !ACHR and d manded that it fu lly and properly respects its 
international human rights obligations. especially th se derived from the American Declaration . 
so Report No. 1 5 1/! 0, Petition 366-09 Wong Ho Wi g Vs. Peru November I ,  20 1 0. 
X l  The texts of the orders (in Spanish)  are available the following .l inks : 
�,ttp :/ lwww .corteidh.or .cr/docsl med i das!wong_ se .. o .pd r 
B. Report No. 60/ l l March 24, 20 1 UAHRC 
•J Annual Report of the Inter-American Commis�io of J luman Rights 20 I 0, 
OEA/Ser.2!Vflll, Doc.5, Rev. l ,  7 March 2 0 1 1 ,, The death penalty in the Middle Easr and North A riw: fools, tt?chniques. tactics and 
strategiesfor abolition by Mervat Rishmawi and Ta eb al-Saqqaf. December 20 1 0  
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5 7 .  I n  February 2 0 1 1 ,  several human rights NGOs est blish<.>d an informal alliance to intensify a 
campaign against the death penalty in Thailand. At a si e event during the UPR session of the UN 
Human Rights Council in May 20 l l , the World Coaliti n against the Death Penalty and the Center 
for International Human Rights at Northwestern Universi y School of Law (Chicago, USA) launched 
a new international database of the laws and practices of tates tlmr retain the death penalty.�� 

V. CONCLUSION 

58 Recent developments on the quest ion of the death .::nalty outlined in this report suggest that 
til:: d'hm to alwlish the death penalty continues. \Vith t e adoption of the third reso lut ion (65(206) 
on n moratorium on the death pcna.lty, the UN General ssembly reiterated its call for a world-wide 
moratorium on the use of the death penalty. aiming o abolish it. The General Assembly has 
..-:mphasized that the death penalty undermines human di  rnity. This sentiment fmds echoes in every 
region of the wnrld . To mark the twentieth anni versary f the entry into force of the 2nd Optional 
Protoco l in Ju ly 20 ! I , States should multiply their eff. rts to secure increased ratification of this 
international human rights instrument. 

59 .  Abolishing the death penalty is a long process for 1any countries, which often only comes to 
closure after a period of difficult and e ven acrimoniou national debate. States should make the 
relevant information Oti the death penalty available to th people to make such debates meaningfuL 
U ntil the death penalty is abolished, Member States w o still intend to impose the death penalty 
shoul d either i ntroduce a moratorium on the death penal!. or only apply the death penalty in the case 
of the most serious crimes. The protection (,f the rights f those facing the deatl1 penalty should be 
ensured, pursuant to the relevant international standards . 

60. The continued efforts of the Human Rights Counc !, including through its universal peri<Jdic 
review and special procedures; and those of human right treaty bodies are crucial in monitoring the 
recent trends towards the abol ition of the death penalty at d to provide appropriate guidance to States 
in thi s matter. UN agencies, inter-governmental regiona bodies and non-government organisations 
should continue to support States in abolishing the death enafty through their advocacy, moni�<>ring. 
and technical cooperation activities. 

6 L  The O!Tice of the United Nations High Commis ·ioner for Human Rights (OHCH R) had 
ini.tially interpreted decision 2!1 02 as extending previ< s reports of the Commission of Human 
R ights and provid ing for an annual reporting cycle. l . til recently, this interpretation had been 
Jccm�;d to have rccdved the tacit approval of member S tes. However. an object ion was placed on 
the record in 20 l 0, a.ibeit in the context of another repo which equally used decision 2/ l 02 as the 
basis !or its annual report ing. OHCHR ha>. thus furtbe.r eviewed the said decision, and concluded 
that tlle Human Righis Counci l  sought to fill a technica gap by ensuring that reports which were 
deemed to be submitted to the sixty-second session of hL" Human R ights Comm ission would be 
extended by one year and trans[erred lo the subsequent substant ive sess ion of the Human Rights 
Council. With this transition period over, and the o�jecti n now on record with regard to the iniiial 
irnerpretation of a!lnual reporting cycles. if the Human ights Council wishes such reporting to be 
cont inued, a new Human Righrs Council resolution or de 'sion on the matter shou ld be tabled . 

115 Visit www .deathpenaltyworldwidc . org 
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