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Composition of the HRC

Madam Vice-President Monique T.G. Van Daalen opened the meeting on the promotion of
a democratic and equitable international order on the 23rd of September by 15:00

Madam Karen Konig Abuzayd Special Rapporteur of the Commission of Inquiry on the
Syrian Arab Republic (COIS): Madam Abuzayd began by informing that violence did not
end after a decade of conflict. President Assad entered his fourth term in office and violations
of IHL were still ongoing. The Syrian economy deteriorated, riverbeds dried out and
mechanisms to hinder COVID-19 expansion are inexistent meaning that Syria would not be
ready to accept its diaspora. The cease-fire agreement of 2020 between Russia and Turkey
had been unraveled. Hospitals are targeted by aerial bombings and ground attack causing
numerous casualties.

Next to the humanitarian violations caused by Assad’s government, other parties engage in
violations of IHL:

● The terrorist group Hayat Tahrir al-Sham (HTS) imposed restrictions on freedom of
speech in in its occupied areas.

● The Syrian National Army (SNA) continued to deny freedom to civilians and engaged
in torture and violence against Kurds in its areas.

● The Kurdish-led Syrian Democratic Forces (SDF) continued to keep 10’000 former
Islamic State (IS) fighters in their prisons. Among them are 750 boys. Since IS’s
defeat, thousands of women and children were still forced to stay in IDP camps
(Internal Displacement Persons). The security in its territories worsened as violence
and discontent mounted.

The issues at stake today:

● 40’000 children from different nationalities were held in camps of Northeast Syria.
Even though some of the children could return home, most of the remaining are
deprived of their liberty and basic rights. According to the Special Rapporteur, these
children must be protected at all costs.

● Mass arrests of demonstrators and appaling conditions in detention zones were
common in the areas of all conflicting parties.

● Root causes of the conflict remained unaddressed and unresolved
● All conflictual parties engaged in violations or abuse of Syrian citizens.

The Special Rapporteur’s recommendations for UN-member states were the following:

● Create a mechanism with an international mandate to coordinate and consolidate
claims regarding the missing people.

● Remove all obstacles to humanitarian aid

https://media.un.org/en/asset/k1h/k1h214woxu
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● Put the interests of the Syrians first: Help release the arbitrarily detained, locating the
missing people and reunite the families.

Country affected by the crisis

Syria regretted that countries were using the Council to spread fabricated, impartial and
unfounded rumors on the country. Syria criticized the Council for not reporting on Israeli,
Turkish and American attacks in Syria. They claimed, that these countries supported
terrorists, attempted to steal Syrian natural resources and deprived Syria from its right of
development. Syria noted the US-American airstrike of 2017 that killed more than 50
civilians. Turkey was blamed for weaponizing water reserves of the Euphrates and using it to
blackmail the Syrian population in its occupied territories. According to Syria, this would be a
crime against humanity and collective punishment. Turkey sabotaged and subverted Idlib
which became a haven for terrorist groups. The country also mentioned the Turkish invasion
of Afrin causing numerous deaths, destruction of schools and displacement of thousands.
Syria then asked why the COIS reports did not address all those IHL violations. Syria did not
expect a response from the COIS since the country believed that the commission was heavily
sponsored by these states.

Syria informed that the unilateral coercive measures caused great suffering to the Syrian
population and hindered the country’s recovery efforts. Syria refused to give legitimacy to
these measures but rather categorized them as collateral damages and humanitarian crimes.

The COIS continued to be criticized for various reasons:

● The COIS did not recognize the administrative efforts of Syria and the government’s
duty to libertate its territories from terrorists and occupying states.

● The COIS’s report was not objective.
● The COIS was not mandated to assess the presidential elections of Syria as they were

the internal affairs of the country.
● The COIS categorized the oil refineries and the traffic of stolen oil in territories

occupied by terrorists or Turkey as center of economic and human activity which
would be unprofessional, illegal and unethical.

● The COIS mentioned chemicals attacks in its report which would be outside of its
mandate.

Statements by States and International Organizations

Finland on behalf of Nordic-Baltic countries was deeply concerned by the humanitarian
violations in Syria such as the arbitrary detentions, enforced disappearances or gender-based
violence. Syria had to become again safe and stable in order to welcome the 6.8 Syrian
refugees worldwide. The Nordic-Baltic countries stated the water and food penury in Alouk
and the problem of hygiene causing the COVID-19 situation to worsen locally. They stated
that they would continue to support the UN Security Council (UNSC) resolution 2254 and the
International Impartial and Independent Mechanism (IIIM). Finally, they asked what needed
to be done in order to guarantee humanitarian access in the region.

European Union (EU) condemned violations perpetrated by all parties, especially by the
government of Assad. The EU called for the immediate end of airstrikes and demanded all



engaged parties to abide to humanitarian law. It reiterated the implementation of the UNSC’s
resolution which would be to refer the situation to the International Criminal Court (ICC). The
EU stated its concerns about the vulnerable people such as women, children or person with
disabilities and concluded that Syria would not be ready to welcome its diaspora.

Germany allied with the statement of the EU. The country expressed concern about the
denial of human rights and continued violence against Syrian people. Germany called all
parties to respect their humanitarian obligation. It also supported the OPCW Investigation and
Identification Team and the IIIM that would persecute and held accountable the human rights
violators. Finally, Germany asked how the international community could contribute on
finding the missing people in Syria.

Qatar condemned the airstrikes, the siege and the casualties caused by Assad’s army on
Daraa. It also condemned the attacks on the civilian facilities such as schools or hospitals, the
forced disappearances and violence in Syrian prisons. Qatar called for an end of hostilities and
a national cease-fire. Finally, Qatar stated the importance of accountability in this conflict and
finding a political solution that meets the demands of the Syrians based on UNSC’s resolution
2254.

Liechtenstein called the different armed groups to put an end to the various humanitarian
violations and to hold the violators accountable through the IIIM or the ICJ. The country
regretted that Assad’s regime was not ready to cooperate.

Greece condemned the IHL violations committed by all parties and expressed its concerns
about the airstrikes in North-West Syria. Turkey was also blamed for its involvement in the
conflict. Finally, Greece would like to know the human rights’ impact of Turkey’s recruitment
of Syrians as soldiers in conflicts in Syria, Libya and Nagorno-Karabach.

United Arab Emirates (UAE) stated its deep concerns for the continuous violence
committed by terrorists and states because it threatened the unity and integrity of Syria. The
UAE would continue to work in confronting all types of extremist violence. The UAE also
mentioned its supply of COVID-19 Vaccines and its economic support to Syria. For the UAE,
the solution to the crisis must be political.

Israel stated its deep concerns about the IHL violations and war crimes committed by the
Syrian government. It noted with grief how Assad’s regime targeted healthcare facilities and
killed its medical personnel. Israel recommended the COIS to focus on Iran’s military
presence in Syria.

France stated the continued humanitarian violations committed by the Syrian government
such as torture, gender-based violence or shelling civilians. France called the regime to
guarantee full humanitarian access to the country and to protect its population.

Switzerland condemned the siege tactics, the targeting of civilians and civilian facilities as
well as the arbitrary arrests and torture. It called all parties to immediately put an end to the
IHL violations and especially respect the human rights of prisoners. Switzerland asked the
COIS how the humanitarian situation could deteriorate even though the hostilities were
decreasing.



Australia condemned the regime’s airstrikes on civilians, its use of “improvised weapons”
and its continuing ethnic cleansing. It called on all armed parties to facilitate humanitarian
assistance in Syria. Australia then asked how Assad’s regime could support an UN-sponsored
peace process.

Ecuador shared its concerns on the various IHL violations such as forced disappearances or
civilian killings. It noted the 60% of the population who suffered from food insecurity and the
27’000 children lived in camps in deplorable conditions. Finally, it called the conflicting
parties to negotiate and find a political-diplomatic solution.

Luxembourg thanked the COIS for the report and called all parties to fully cooperate with the
Commission and guarantee humanitarian access into the region. Luxembourg condemned the
systematic IHL violations and called the SC to refer the situation to the ICJ. Finally,
Luxembourg mentioned the independent mechanism for enforced disappearances. It wanted to
know how this mechanism could cooperate with the International Commission for Missing
Persons, the Independent Investigation Mechanism for Syria and the International Committee
of the Red Cross (ICRC).

Kuwait grieved that no party in the conflict supported the United Nations SecretaryGeneral
(UNSG) call for a worldwide cease-fire. It called the parties in conflict to put an end to the
conflict, abide to international instruments and facilitate the humanitarian access to the
internally displaced. Kuwait was concerned about the IHL violations causing among others
the deterioration of the health system and aggravation of the COVID-19 situation in Syria.
The country recommended the UN member state to continue giving humanitarian assistance
to help the Syrian people. Finally, Kuwait stated its support for the ICRC’s call to release the
arbitrarily detained and reveal the fate of the missing people.

Armenia reminded that mercenarism was a crime against humanity. It informed that
Azerbaijan and Turkey were recruiting fighters for the conflict in Nagorno-Karabakh.
Therefore, Armenia demanded the COIS to investigate the facts on mercenary recruitment in
the territory of Syria and its impacts on human rights.

Egypt stated its concerns about Syrian civilians and the humanitarian violations committed by
the armed forces, especially the terrorists. Egypt called up the international community to
blame Syria’s neighboring countries that were expanding into Syria, supporting terrorists and
recruiting mercenaries for other conflicts. According to Egypt, the solution had to be political
and respect the UNSC’s Resolution 2254.

Iraq stated that external interference undermined the process of finding a solution. Iraq made
clear that the future solution must guarantee the voluntary return of Syrian refugees into a safe
and stable country with job opportunities. The country mentioned that it ranked fourth in
hosting Syrian refugees. Finally, Iraq demanded the international community to contribute
with humanitarian assistance and guarantee the unity of the Syrian territory.

Albania noted that the violations of IHL are inacceptable. Albania called the conflicting
parties to assure the protection of children, hold the violators accountable, liberate the
arbitrarily detained and allow humanitarian assistance with no restrictions. Finally, Albania



called all parties to engage into a political solution and stated its support to the UNSC’s
resolution 2254.

Venezuela informed that three annual resolutions deal with the situation in Syria, which was a
clear sign of the politicization of the Council. To date, there were twenty resolutions on the
Syrian situation which were according to Venezuela “baseless accusations against the
country”. The Council was violating the principles and purposes of the UN because it was not
respecting “the sovereignty, self-determination and territorial integrity of Syria”. Venezuela
stated its hopes for a political process that supported peacebuilding in Syria.

Netherlands aligned with the EU statement and condemned the decade-long IHL violations.
The Netherlands noted how countries were taking steps to seek justice for humanitarian
violations in Syria. Finally, the country asked how families can be integrated in the search for
missing people.

Bahrain was concerned about Syria’s humanitarian and epidemic situation. It called the
conflicting parties to respect the most basic principles of IHL and end the attacks on civilian
facilities. Finally, Bahrain stated its support for the UNSC’s Resolution 2254 and hoped for a
political solution.

Cuba stated its hopes for a peaceful solution and stressed the importance to hinder foreign
intervention into the conflict. Cuba condemned all forms of terrorism in Syria and elsehere.
Finally, Cuba stated its support for the Syrian people but rejected all political solutions that
would not integrate the agreement of Syria’s government.

Malta aligned with the statement of the EU, condemned various IHL violations and called
conflicting parties to abide to IHL principles. Malta agreed with the COIS that the arbitrarily
detained must be set free and that all forms of violence on civilians must end. Malta
concluded by inviting the conflicting parties to guarantee access to humanitarian actors and
engage in a nation-wide cease-fire.

North Korea stated its continued support to the government of Syria in the fight against
terrorism. It criticized the biased approach against Syria under the pretext of human rights.
North Korea proposed to the Council to respect the integrity, sovereignty and unity of the
country, to name the counterterrorist efforts of Syria and to condemn all illegal activities on
the ground. North Korea condemned the politicization and double standards of the Council
and reiterated the counterproductivity of foreign interference in Syrian affairs.

USA stated that it continued to stand with the Syrian people’s demand and are concerned
about the killed and detained civilians. The USA noted the need of an immediate political
solution. Finally, they wanted further inspections on the fate of the Syrian refugee returnees.

Russia criticized the COIS efforts for being opportunistic, impartial and pursuing the interests
of states who wanted to overthrow the “legitimate Government of Syria”. Russia mentioned
that the COIS was not mandated to report about chemical weapons. In addition, the report was
considered one-sided and biased for not covering the foreign occupation in Syria and the
application of unilateral sanctions. Therefore, Russia believed that the COIS’s conclusions
were harming the peace process and dividing the international community.



Belarus criticized a “group of western countries” for imposing their agenda. According to
Belarus, the existence of the COI was counterproductive as it was not recognized by Assad’s
regime. Belarus noted the absence of unilateral coercive measures against Syrian people in the
report. Therefore, Belarus asked the COIS about the impact of these sanctions on human
rights in Syria. The country wanted also to know if the COIS was in contact with the PMO
(Partnered military operation). Since Belarus believed in a politicization within the HRC, it
did not support the COIS efforts to establish a mechanism on Syria. Finally, Belarus called the
Council to end the “politicized approach”.

Ireland aligned with the statement of the EU. Ireland stated the various IHL violations and
called the parties in conflict to engage in a nationwide ceasefire. The country asked how the
international community can protect the health and humanitarian workers in Syria.

Turkey stated its continued support to the Syrian people and noted the IHL violations within
Syria. Turkey rejected the allegations of Greece, Armenia and the Syrian government and
stated that the Assad regime was the “main perpetrator” of IHL violations. Turkey criticized
the report for not condemning attacks perpetrated by regional rebel groups such as SDF, PKK
or YPG. Finally, Turkey stressed the importance of finding a political solution.

Brazil grieved the different forms of violence on the Syrian people. It noted its support for the
UNSC’s resolution 2585 stipulating a plan to aid 3,4 million Syrians in Northwest Syria.
Finally, it stated its support to a nationwide ceasefire and the importance of a political
agreement.

Belgium aligned with the declaration of the EU and stated its concerns about the
humanitarian, economical and health situation in Syria. It condemned the IHL violations,
especially the siege tactics, attacks on civilian infrastructure and systematic torture. Belgium
asked about the most urgent measures to identify the condition of the missing persons and
prisoners.

China stated that the foreign intervention only made the situation worse for the Syrian people.
It proposed to pursue a political solution and transfer the issue to UN diplomats. China
blamed the UK and the USA for causing civilian casualties and hindering the recovery of the
country. It called these to respect the integrity and sovereignty of Syria and lift all unilateral
coercive measures. Finally, China stated the Council inefficiency as it spent years informing
about the humanitarian situation without presenting any positive changes.

Cyprus aligned with the EU statement and stated its support to the UNSC Resolution 2585.
Cyprus condemned the IHL violations such as gender-based violence, recruitment of child
soldiers or destruction of cultural heritage and called all parties to end the conflict.

Italy stated the various IHL violations such as systematically targeting civilians, arbitrary
detention, gender-based violence, torture or forced disappearances. It urged the parties to end
the violations and to reveal the fate of the missing persons and detainees. Italy stated the
importance of accountability and fighting impunity to restore justice, stability and peace.

Georgia shared its concerns about the IHL violations of the Syrian government and stated
that Syria was not safe for refugees to voluntarily return. Georgia agreed with the COIS on the
importance of releasing detained political prisoners. Georgia called on Assad’s regime to



cease attacks on the population and provide unrestricted humanitarian access. Finally, the
country declared the 2021 Syrian presidential elections illegitimate because the entire Syrian
population could not participate in it.

Jordan stated four factors that could contribute to peace in Syria:

● Intensify international efforts to reach a political solution that responds to the
civilians’ needs, guarantees the territorial integrity of Syria, eliminates terrorism,
restores stability and provides conditions for voluntary return of refugees.

● Adopt new approaches as the previous ones have failed.
● Take practical steps to improve the life of various Syrians.
● Jordan mentioned how it helped hosting 300’000 Syrians. Therefore, the international

community was invited to support host countries as Jordan.

Chili stated its concerns on the devasting impact of the IHL violations on the vulnerable
people and the COVID-19 situation in Syria. Chili mentioned that a strong commitment to
bring peace was needed during this crisis. Finally, Chili stated that the conflict needed a
non-military and political solution.

The United Kingdom (UK) condemned all abuses and violations of IHL stating that Assad’s
regime was the primary source of these violations. UK stated its concerns about the siege and
airstrikes on Dara’a or the general water and food penury in the country. The UK called for a
de-escalation of the conflict and for unrestricted humanitarian aid. The UK asked the COIS on
which topics it wanted to focus next.

Romania aligned with the EU and called the parties in conflict to end the violence between
each other, abide to the IHL and implement the UNSC Resolution 2254 and 2012 Geneva
communiqué. Romania stated the importance of accountability in order to achieve sustainable
peace.

Nicaragua criticized the creation of the COIS as it was rejected by Assad’s regime. The
Council was also criticized as it did not improve but exacerbated the humanitarian situation of
Syria. Nicaragua stated its support to Assad’s regime that restored peace and fought terrorists.
Finally, Nicaragua recommended the UN member states to respect the self-determination,
sovereignty, independence and territorial integrity of Syria and stop supporting destabilizing
plans.

Japan condemned IHL violations and called the conflicting groups to engage into a
nationwide ceasefire and ensure the protection of human rights. The country reiterated its
support to work closely with international partners to bring peace to the situation.

Iran classified the situation in Syria as an unjust war that included terrorists who are
problematic for finding peace. The unilateral measures of the USA are condemned for having
exacerbated the humanitarian situation and furthered the suffering of the Syrians. Assad’s
regime was called out to protect the people from terrorist attacks. Iran then stated that the
international community had to condemn the IHL violators such as the occupiers in Syria.
Iran stressed the importance to hold the Israeli regime accountable for its repeated violence
against Syrians.



Sri Lanka stated the counterproductivity to adopt country-specific resolutions as they limited
the cooperation on the issue. It mentioned the contribution of external actors that exacerbated
the conflict. The HRC was recommended to engage in impartial and objective dialogue with
the Syrian government and end the process of formulating new resolutions.

Saudi Arabia was concerned about the situation of Syria and the violations of IHL. The
country stated that the absence of an international will contributed to a prolonged crisis and
the opportunity of some parties to expand into Syrian territory. Saudi Arabia stressed the need
of a political solution.

Response of the COIS to statements and questions

The president Paulo Sérgio Pinheiro of the COIS responded to the following questions:

● Russia stated that the fight against terrorism had been forgotten in the document. The
president informed that the matter was documented but reminded that the war on terror
could not justify the different types of IHL violations observed on the ground such as
attacks on school, hospitals or the arbitrary detentions.

● Syria demanded explications on the US-American airstrikes on the school in
Al-Mansura, Raqqah. The President informed that in the 15th report they examined the
strike and classified it as IHL violations. The 19 th report also examined the
displacement that this airstrike caused.

● Belarus was informed that the COIS always criticized and condemned economic
sanctions and stated that all obstacles on aid and humanitarian assistance should be
removed.

Responses of Hanny Megally

● Response to Finland: The COIS was calling for all parties to allow humanitarian
access. However, it was not possible for the COIS since 70% is controlled by the
Syrian government. Also, to access the remaining 30% of Syria, a permission from
Damascus was needed. There was also only one border to enter the country.

● Response to Germany, Netherlands and Luxembourg on establishing a mechanism for
the missing people: The COIS stated that it was necessary that the relevant actors
come together and coordinate the information to be more efficient. An impartial and
universal mechanism with expertise was needed.

● Greece, Armenia asked for children soldiers and mercenaries: The COIS work was
limited on Syria. However, the COIS always considered arming children as one of the
6th violations of child rights in armed conflicts. Some conflicting parties in Syria told
the Commission that they would stop recruit children.

● Response to Switzerland: The COIS hoped that the humanitarian situation would
improve after election, the temporary ceasefire and with Assad regaining control over
70% of Syria. However, the COIS observed a return of practices of displacement of
minorities to the North, siege tactics in the South, clashes in the North-East, aerial
bombardments, assassinations, food shortages, crashing economy and rising
COVID-19 infections.

● Response to Australia: The COIS stated that there are many outsiders involved in
Syria that have the responsibility to find a solution



● Response to the USA: The reprisals and torture on returning refugees can be found on
the report.

● COIS reiterated its call on not targeting health workers. All of the international
community should speak against this. The UNSG and instigated and UNSC added it
to its agenda also.

The Interactive Dialogue was closed by 15:00 on 23rd of September 2021 by the
Vice-President. She then declared a short break before the Interactive Dialogue with the
Commission of Inquiry on Burundi


