COI recommendations on North Korea 

· As for the COI  recommendations for the DPRK government:

One should  not expect “profound political and institutional reforms” at least on the short run: firstly it is rather difficult  to assess the current balance of power in DPRK , if any, between the leader and his top associates including in the army. It is a system characterized by a kind of paranoia where any request for reforms and minimum respect for basic human rights is viewed as an attempt for regime change. In that regards, the  illegal nuclear weapons program could be regarded as a deterrent against any attempt to” interfere” inside DPRK domestic affairs. The fact that the regime has withdrawn its previous offers of dialogue-during the second universal periodic review  in the Human Rights Council, the DPRK accepted “numerous recommendations”
 on humanitarian assistance,women’s and children’s rights, heath and education-  and its invitation to the special rapporteur on the situation on human rights  to visit the country as a way to respond to the  last fall UNGA resolution is an evidence that this regime is  very sensitive to UN votes but could  react in a  provocative  way, including through prohibited nuclear tests. Again the regime is provoking  the international community in calling off - May 2015- the previous  invitation to Ban Ki-Moon to visit Kaesong.
 In spite of these provocations, stakeholders( States,UN institutions, regional organizations) should continue to engage  DPRK in particular  with the office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights and  its technical cooperation through its field-based structure in Seoul which has opened last march.

· Recommendations for China and other States:
Engage China  to  dialogue with EU, South Korea, special rapporteur and others  States on the issue of DPRK citizens fleeing their country: according to the Ambassador of China to the UN office at Geneva( 30 dec 2013 letter annexed to the COI report), China is “handling the issues of DPRK citizens who enter China illegally in accordance with(…)  international law as well as humanitarian principles…. Bearing in mind the stability of the Korean Peninsula”. One should take these words for granted in promoting on-going exchanges of views on this issue, including in proposing humanitarian assistance.
· On inter-Korean dialogue( proposal 91) : South-Korea is continuing to promote many initiatives in that regards in spite of DPRK continuing provocations. A women march from Pyongyang to south Korea is  expected  in June with the consent of DPRK.On the long run, any exchanges (businesses, students, professional organizations ,women’s groups..) could help as  through these channels DPRK citizens could be in contact with foreigners and the outside world.
· Other States should continue to offer assistance and cooperation to DPRK citizens( students, artists…);if France is the sole EU country( with Estonia) not having an embassy in Pyongyang, it has a cultural and humanitarian  office (invitations of NK experts, civil servants, students to France, medical  and humanitarian assistance through NGO’s represented locally..).
· As for the UNSC: for the  first time, in spite of China opposition,  on the 22sd of December  2014 it held a meeting on “the situation in the DPRK” upon request of 10 UNSC members including France .Briefings were provided by the department for political affairs and the High Commissioner  for human rights. The UNSC(proposal 94 a) should  regularly continue its examination of the human rights situation in DPRK and consider the GA recommendation(november 2014) to refer the DPRK situation to the ICC and to adopt effective targeted sanctions against those who appear to be most responsible for acts that may constitute crimes against humanity ,even though Chinese and Russian  abstentions are not probable as these 2 countries would use the alibi of security situation in the Korean Peninsula for opposing “anything that might cause an escalation of tensions”(statement of China  at the UNSC 22 December 2014).Other UNSC members should use the same argument to explain how  the present human rights situation in DPRK  doesn’t contribute to peace and security in the region, quite the opposite.
· As for UNGA and the HRC: the  country -specific human rights monitoring should continue with a particular focus on accountability in order to maintain the pressure upon the UNSC for its continuing examination of this item.
� Quote from M.Simonovic   assistant SG for human rights to the UNSC 22nd of December , 2014
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