Mr. Chairman,

Since I am taking the floor for the first time, allow me to congratulate you and members of the Bureau on your election, and on the excellent manner in which you are conducting the work of this Committee. I wish to assure you of my delegation's support in ensuring a successful conclusion to our deliberations.

Mr. Chairman, 

Let me preface my remarks by stating a truism that is routinely neglected in the discourse about human rights namely, that human rights cannot be guaranteed in an environment of abject poverty. While the international community has grappled with the question of the eradication of poverty, most notably since the Copenhagen World Summit on Social Development, we believe that unless the right to development is promoted, protected and guaranteed, that goal may never be realized.

Many developing countries, especially in Africa, that went through protracted struggles for political independence have since discovered that political freedom and independence do not count for much, unless they are accompanied by access to national resources which ensures that the people are guaranteed their right to development. We view human rights as indivisible, which means that social, economic and cultural rights, including the right to development, are inseparable from civil and political rights. We therefore regret the current, deliberate tendency on the part of some Member States and groups to subordinate one set of rights to the other.

Mr. Chairman,

Double standards, selective application of human rights standards and norms and hypocrisy can only serve to destroy the spirit of cooperation that is of critical importance in the pursuit of the noble objective of the promotion and protection of human rights. These practices raise questions and perceptions about the political motivations behind the human rights agenda, leading to loss of track of what the international community originally sought to achieve. On many occasions we have witnessed the application of selectivity, at the Commission on Human Rights and here in the Third Committee, as some Member States and groups, seeking to settle political scores, engage in scandalous naming and shaming of those countries they have a disagreement with, purportedly to advance the cause of human rights. Such practices give the UN the unfortunate image of being an extension of the foreign policies of specific Member States or groups. It must be emphasized here that no single country is without blemish, and therefore that picking and choosing countries for condemnation does not help the cause of human rights. Indeed those who do the picking and choosing often do not need to look beyond themselves and their closest allies for violations of human rights.

It should also be noted that the promotion and protection of human rights entails cooperation between and among sovereign countries. The condescending, holier than thou approach that some developed countries almost always exhibit towards targeted developing countries has always proved to be counterproductive.

Mr. Chairman,

While the international community is rightly paying particular attention to combating the threats to human rights posed by international terrorism, Member States should not use the campaign as justification for denying individuals and/or groups their fundamental rights. In the past few years, a number of situations of hitherto unimaginable human rights abuses perpetrated in the name of countering terrorism have been brought to light. Indeed, every effort must be made to get to the bottom of the scourge of international terrorism. However, in doing so, states must ensure that they comply fully with their obligations under international human rights instruments.

Mr. Chairman,

The attainment of Zimbabwe’s political independence in 1980 was but only the beginning of the long march towards economic independence and social justice. Therefore, Zimbabwe’s land reform programme, which has now been completed, saw land being repossessed from a minority that owned and controlled the lion’s share of the fertile land and transferred to the majority. This was done within our national laws.
To those of us who are familiar with the tactics of our erstwhile colonisers, the allegations contained in the statements by the European Union and the United States are not a surprise us. Their concerns are with the privileged rights of this tiny minority in our land, rights illegally attained in the first place. It is about the fact that their kith and kin have been deprived of their entrenched privileges, including having to equitably share the land with people they have all along considered inferior and second class.

For these self-appointed global protectors of human rights, the African majority in Zimbabwe are deemed to be so inferior and incapable of governing themselves that the United States Congress had to pass a law which they cynically called the “Zimbabwe Democracy and Economic Recovery Act” which seeks to punish the government and people of Zimbabwe for correcting the historical inequity in land ownership. Perhaps their ultimate desire is that the black majority in Zimbabwe should be as marginalised as the black American and other minorities are in these United States.
Mr. Chairman,

This Committee must be concerned about what has become a characteristic display of criminal hypocrisy of a United States government which is globally renowned for its degrading treatment of prisoners at Abu Ghraib and at other prison camps operated by them in Iraq, and at Guantanamo Bay, where prisoner abuse was and is systematic, and obviously sanctioned from high echelons of government. The same government that has blatantly disregarded the Geneva conventions and other human rights instruments has the audacity to pontificate about the observance of human rights in this Committee. We have also seen its complete disregard for freedom of expression through its heavy-handed approach to anti-regime demonstrators. Such unimpressive credentials cannot do any good for the cause of human rights. The United States does not have any moral standing to speak about the observance of human rights, let alone masquerade as torch bearers on the issue and finger other countries. 

Mr. Chairman,

The European Union is dead silent when one of their kind commits horrendous human rights violations around the world and claims that they have the right to decide which prisoners are covered by the Geneva Conventions and which are not. Moreover, as a group, the EU is not so distinguished in its treatment of those thousands who seek refuge within its borders. The current treatment of illegal migrants in several EU countries, well nourished by abundant urns of xenophobia and raw racism, is well short of what should be expected of those who see themselves as exemplars in the observance of human rights. If we were to go by their practice, surely such cases would warrant the tabling of resolutions on them. Such selectivity should not be encouraged in this Committee.
Mr. Chairman,

The British Prime Minister admitted publicly in the House of Commons that his government was working with the opposition and civil society organisations in Zimbabwe illegally to remove the legitimately elected government from power. Indeed the UK, the Netherlands and the US have embarked on activities aimed at destabilizing our country, including sponsoring anti-Zimbabwe Government propaganda through clandestine radio stations. 
The EU has obviously bought into the British agenda which aims at internationalising a bilateral dispute with its former colony concerning a historical and colonial responsibility which the British government reneged on. The resolution that the EU has indicated it will be tabling in this Committee on the human rights situation in Zimbabwe has nothing to do with human rights, but is a smokescreen to push a political agenda aimed at effecting regime change in the country. 
Zimbabwe’s record in the area of human rights speaks for itself. We have maintained a vibrant multi-party system in since 1980. We have a vibrant independent judiciary whose record is there for everybody to see. We have held regular elections which have been deemed free and fair by the international community. Questions about the conduct of our elections only arose when we embarked on our land reform programme.  As we prepare for our next national elections in March 2005, we have become one of the first countries in the region to align our electoral procedures with the SADC guidelines on the conduct of elections. Above all the Zimbabwe Government will only get its mandate from the people at regular free and fair elections.

We do not claim to have a perfect system, but we wonder who among us does. Zimbabwe is a signatory to all major international human rights instruments, some of which have not been signed by some among our accusers.  
Mr. Chairman,

The draft resolution that the EU intends to table before this Committee must be seen for what it is, a blatant abuse of human rights issues for political ends, and must be rejected in its entirety. 
I thank you. 
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