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Why  the draft decision proposed by the Secretariat in DR EX/5 Part I E is relevant and important in spite of the previous action taken by the Executive Board? It is relevant and important, because the integral part of Ukraine - the Autonomous Republic of Crimea and the city of Sevastopol – have remained to be annexed by the Russian Federation. It is exactly because of this flagrant violation of international law and policies pursued by the occupying authorities that human rights situation in Crimea has been deteriorating. 

This includes the fields within the UNESCO competence, such as education, science, preservation of cultural heritage, religious and media freedoms, freedom of expression, minority rights and the security of journalists. The testimonies and conclusions of the Offices of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, OSCE Representative on Freedom of the Media, the Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of Europe, Amnesty International that can be found in the document DR 199 EX/5 Part I presented by the Secretariat to your attention, prove that we are dealing not with isolated facts but with a pattern and practice of discrimination and human rights violations.

Just when we are holding this session occupying power has been conducting the so-called trial that would result in the prohibition of Mejlis, the sole legitimate representative and executive body of the Crimean Tatar people. The legal persecution is being accompanied by the regular harassment, arrests and disappearances of the Crimean Tatar activists. This is reality on the ground that cannot be overshadowed by some hollow declarative moves so often mentioned by the Russian side.


For the second consecutive year this Organization and its Secretariat - within the areas of their competence - have been working on defining the ways to deal with the multiple challenges caused by the Russian annexation of Crimea. Though we cannot be satisfied with the pace of this work, as it does not keep up with the negative dynamics in those areas on the peninsula, having heard ADG Falt we have to knowledge that the bearings are finally being set in the right direction.
One of the major challenges UNESCO is facing in Crimea is posed by extreme difficulty to obtain exhaustive information due to its isolation imposed by the Russian authorities. So, the task of introduction of an effective mechanism for continuous direct monitoring by the Organization within the areas of its competence has become even more urgent.


Ukraine believes this mechanism should comprise fact-finding and assessment visits to Ukraine, including Crimea, (2) enhancement of coordination between the Secretariat and the governing bodies of the relevant UNESCO conventions, (3) further strengthening of a structured coordination capacity within the UNESCO Secretariat which will help to advance monitoring and follow-up activities, and (4) continuation and widening the scope of collection of information from UNESCO partners. 

We highly appreciate the dialogue with the Secretariat, members of the Executive Board, all member-States of UNESCO to find the most efficient ways to ensure implementation of the previously adopted decisions on the follow-up on the situation in the Autonomous Republic of Crimea (Ukraine). We are ready to intensify this dialogue that we expect to be result-oriented, so that Director-General in her report to the 200th session, proposed by the Secretariat in the present Draft Decision, would be able to provide us with information on concrete measures undertaken by the Secretariat in order to create and put into operation of the comprehensive monitoring mechanism including all the above-mentioned elements.

Obviously, monitoring cannot and should not be the end in itself. Information obtained through monitoring should serve as the basis for the corresponding recommendations and actions UNESCO to remedy the situation within the areas of its competence. 

For too long we have been involed in the discussion into the relevance or plausibility of the decisions taken by the Executive Board on the issue of the “Follow-up of the situation in the Autonomous Republic of Crimea (Ukraine)”.  It’s time that we should move forward with their implementation.
