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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, no recommendations were received on the Rights of the Elderly.

Laws relevant to the rights of the elderly:
1. Declaration of Thai Senior Citizen B.E. 2542 (1999). Available at: http://www.thaicentenarian.mahidol.ac.th/TECIC/index.php?option=com_
content&view=article&id=50:2009-05-27-07-45-52&catid=39:policy&Itemid=60
KZ' Elderly Act B.E. 2546 (2003) Article 11. Available at: http://www.olderfund.opp.go.th/uploads/content/download/516e0e112b403.pdf

1. Project on Promoting to older person rights and income security in Thailand support by European Union. Available at: https://europa.eu/
eyd2015/en/european-union/stories/week-50-seniors-know-their-rights-and-fulfl-their-dreams-thailand

2. Thailand’s Population in the Future. Available at: http://www.ipsr.mahidol.ac.th/IPSR/AnnualConference/Conferencell/Article/Article02.htm

3. Thailand Population older adults — Age 60+ 15.8% or a total of 67 million population. Available at: http://www.unescap.org/sites/default/fles/
SPPS%20PS%20data%20sheet%202015%20fnal%20online.pdf

4. Report of the Committee on system Reformation Accommodating Ageing Population in Thailand (National Reform Council) 25 August 2015.
Available at: http://www.parliament.go.th/ewtadmin/ewt/parliament_parcy/download/parcy/057.pdf

Pension Eligibility for Age Pension. Available at: https://www.m-society.go.th/ewt_news.php?nid=15283
Thailand’s Pension System. Available at: https://www.facebook.com/pension4all/, http://thaitgri.org/, http://fopdev.or.th/

Thai PBS Broadcasting on issues of Older Persons. Available at: http://program.thaipbs.or.th/Varathailand

© N o o

UN Open End Working Group on ageing

Available at: http://social.un.org/ageing-working-group/index.shtml

Available at: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/OlderPersons/Pages/OlderPersonsindex.aspx
http://www.helpage.org/newsroom/latest-news/un-openended-working-group-on-ageing-the-convention-debate-continues/

9. Kuala Lumpur Declaration on Ageing: Empowering Older Persons in Asean Available at: http://www.asean.org/storage/images/2015/
November/27th-summit/ASCC_documents/Kuala%20Lumpur%20Declaration%200n%20Ageing%20-%20Empowering%200Ider%20Per-
sons%20in%20ASEANAdopted.pdf




The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1.

2
3.
4

Recommendation 1: [N/A]
Recommendation 2: [N/A]
Recommendation 3: [N/A]

Recommendation 4 is based on: Concluding observations on the second to fourth periodic reports of Viet Nam (Example from Vietnam).
“The Committee recommends that the State party revise the eligibility criteria for the social allowance for older persons so that those in
need are not excluded. It also recommends that the State party increase the amount of social allowance so as to enable an adequate
standard of living for the recipients. Additionally, in the light of the ageing population in the State party, the Committee recommends that the
State party adopt measures to respond to the specifc needs of older persons, including measures to ensure income security in old age,
through both contributory and non-contributory schemes, the delivery of adequate and affordable health-care services and the conduct of
awareness-raising activities on the rights of older persons.”

Recommendation 5: [N/A]

Recommendation 6 is based on: Outcome Document of the ESCAP Subregional Meeting on Enhancing Long-Term Care and Social
Participation of Older Persons in East and North-East Asia, (3-4 November 2011). Incheon, Republic of Korea.

“The Meeting recognized that there were negative views about ageing and the elderly in the societies of the East and North-East Asian
subregion, as if older persons were a burden to the society. However, the Meeting reviewed the positive contributions, including social,
cultural, economic and political contributions, that older persons have been making, and recommend all relevant stakeholders to promote
positive images of ageing, including the recognition that the elders are assets to our societies.”

Recommendation 7 is based on: Outcome Document of the ESCAP Subregional Meeting on Enhancing Long-Term Care and Social
Participation of Older Persons in East and North-East Asia, (3-4 November 2011). Incheon, Republic of Korea

“Older persons possess a wealth of skills and capabilities resulting from their rich professional and personal experiences. Increasing
opportunities for older persons to effectively utilize their capabilities and expertise will beneft the society as well as the individual older
persons in their continued social participation. Such opportunities may be gainful employment (full-time or part-time), or other engagements
including ad hoc work and volunteering. Possible workplaces for older persons include private enterprises, including small and medium
enterprises, schools, and communal and public facilities, or abroad for skills transfer projects.”
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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 19 Recommendations were received on Freedom of Opinion and Expression (FOE), including 4 which also addressed Freedom of
Assembly and Association (FAA). 7 recommendations on FOE were accepted, while 12 recommendations, including the ones on FAA, were noted.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/1p70fO2 .

Accepted Recommendations on FoE:

1. New Zealand: Maintain its prioritisation of the reconciliation processes required to support positive human rights outcomes in the areas of personal liberty,
including freedom of expression and freedom from reprisal and extra judicial punishment (88.60);

2. Norway: Consider favourably the request for visits also by other mandate holders, including the United Nations Special Rapporteur on the promotion and
protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression (89.23);

3. Switzerland: Extend an invitation to the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to freedom of opinion and expression (89.24);

4. Hungary: Invite the Special Rapporteur on freedom of expression, which could also promote the harmonization of the provisions of the Computer Crimes Act and
their implementation in line with international human rights standards (89.25);

5.  New Zealand: Ensure that its legislation is consistent with international human rights law pertaining to freedom of expression (89.54);

Norway: Ensure public and transparent proceedings in cases concerning violations of the lese-majesté legislation and the 2007 Computer Crimes Act (89.55);

7. Norway: Strengthen efforts to ensure adequate legal counselling for all persons charged for violations of the lése-majesté legislation and the 2007 Computer
Crimes Act (89.56);

o

Noted Recommendations on FoE:

8.  Brazil: Consider repealing criminal laws in favour of appropriate civil laws regarding freedom of expression, in accordance with relevant international human
rights standards (89.50);

9.  United Kingdom: Work with the Special Rapporteur on Freedom of Expression on reviewing the lése-majesté and Computer Crimes laws to ensure that they
cannot be exploited (89.51);

10. France: Reconsider the lese-majesté and Computer Crime laws in the framework of a public debate open to everyone and transparent, in order to bring them
into line with the provisions of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (89.52);

11. France: Reconsider criminal convictions handed down on the basis of lése-majesté and the Computer Crimes laws when the conditions of a fair and equitable
trial as defned by the international human rights law have not been met (89.53);

12. Norway: Undertake a thorough review of the relevant laws to safeguard the basic rights to freedom of opinion and expression (89.57);

13. Slovenia: Consider repealing the lese-majesté law so as to expand the freedom of opinion and expression to include full freedom of expression in relation to the
monarchy (89.58);

14. Sweden: Address the issue of possible infringements of the right to freedom of expression, not least by evaluating the current legislation and its consequences in
the form of high rates of convictions (89.59);

15. Spain: Lift all restrictions on the media which violate the constitutionally recognized right to the freedom of expression and establish a calendar for the revision
of norms such as the Emergency Decree of the Public Administration in Emergency Situations, the 2007 Computer Crimes Act and article 112 of the Penal Code
which defnes the crime of lese-majesté tied to the concept of national security (89.60);

4 Noted Recommendations on FOE and FAA:

16. Indonesia: Continue to carry out comprehensive reviews and studies of the relevant laws in order to ensure the fulflment of the right to freedom of opinion and
expression and the right to peaceful assembly, in accordance with the relevant international human rights instruments to which Thailand is a party (89.61);

17. Switzerland: Reconsider decrees and laws in force which limit freedoms of expression and assembly (such as Atrticle 112 of the Penal Code and the Computer
Crimes Act (2007) (89.62);

18. Canada: Engage in a review of special security laws, with a view to amending legislation and regulations which restrict or deny freedoms of expression,
association and peaceful assembly that are inconsistent with obligations under international law, including the Internal Security Act, the Computer Crimes Act,
the Emergency Decree, the Offcial Information Act, and lese-majesté provisions (89.63);

19. Switzerland: Ensure, through legislative reforms, that protection and promotion of laws of freedom of expression as well as of peaceful assembly and association

\_ are guaranteed for all inhabitants of the country (89.64). Y,

1. iLaw (23 December 2015). Review of the situations in 2015: Justice Made to Order, Freedom Still Out of Stock. Available at: http://freedom.ilaw.or.th/en/report/
review-situations-2015-justice-made-order-freedom-still-out-stock; iLaw (2015). 2014 Freedom of expression, Situation Summary Report.

2. Nation (23 September 2015). How my attitude was ‘adjusted’ by the NCPO. Available at: http://www.nationmultimedia.com/politics/How-my-attitude-was-adjusted-
by-the-NCPO-30269362.html

3. Article 112 of the Criminal Code states that: “Whoever defames, insults or threatens the King, the Queen, the Heir to the throne or the Regent shall be punished
with imprisonment of 3 to 15 years.”

4. iLaw (2015). Latest Statistic. Available at: http://freedom.ilaw.or.th/en [Accessed on 3 March 2016].

5. FIDH (February 2016). 36 and Counting, Lése-majesté imprisonment under Thailand’s military junta. Available at: https://www.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/fdh_thailand_re-
port_lese_majeste.pdf

6. Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications trans-
mitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JUA 08/12/2014 Case no: THA 13/2014.

This information was prepared by iLaw: Internet Dialogue on Law Reform, on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by iLaw and FIDH,

and includes updated data as of March 2016.
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link:https:/imww.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/20150921_thailand_upr_foe_en.pdf
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Human Rights Council (23 November 2012). Opinions adopted by the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention at its sixty-fourth session, 27-31 August 2012 - No.

35/2012 (Thailand). UN Doc. A/lHRC/WGAD/2012/35.; Human Rights Council (22 January 2015). Opinions adopted by the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention
at its seventy-frst session, 17— 21 November 2014 - N0.41/2014 (Thailand). UN Doc. A/AHRC/WGAD/2014.; Human Rights Council (15 January 2016). Opinions
adopted by the Working Group on Arbitrary Detention at its seventy-fourth session, 30 November— 4 December 2015 — Opinion No.43/2015 (Thailand). UN Doc.
A/HRC/WGAD/2015.

FIDH (February 2016). 36 and Counting, Lése-majesté imprisonment under Thailand’s military junta. Available at:
https://www.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/fdh_thailand_report_lese_majeste.pdf

Article 326 (defamation) of the Criminal Code states that: “Whoever, imputes anything to the other person before a third person in a manner likely to impair the
reputation of such other person or to expose such other person to be hated or scorned, is said to commit defamation, and shall be punished with imprisonment
not exceeding one year or fned not exceeding twenty thousand Baht, or both.”

Article 328 (libel) of the Criminal Code states that: “If the offence of defamation be committed by means of publication of a document, drawing, painting,
cinematography flm, picture or letters made visible by any means, gramophone record or an other recording instruments, recording picture or letters, or by
broadcasting or spreading picture, or by propagation by any other means, the offender shall be punished with imprisonment not exceeding two years and fned
not exceeding two hundred thousand Baht.”

Article 14 of the 2007 Computer Crimes Act states that: “If any person commits any offence of the following acts shall be subject to imprisonment for not more
than fve years or a fne of not more than one hundred thousand baht or both: (1) that involves import to a computer system of forged computer data, either in
whole or in part, or false computer data, in a manner that is likely to cause damage to that third party or the public.”

Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications
transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/IHRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JAL 09/09/2015 Case no: THA 8/2015.

OHCHR (14 July 2015). United Nations Human Rights Offce urges Thailand to drop charges against Phuketwan journalists. Available at:
http://bangkok.ohchr.org/fles/ROB%20Press%20Statement%20140715.pdf; iLaw (2015). [Case #554] Thai Royal Navy vs Phuketwan news agency. Available at:
http://freedom.ilaw.or.th/yii/index.php/lawsuit/554 [Accessed on 3 March 2016].

Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications
transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JUA 16/07/2015 Case no: THA 7/2015.

Prachatai (27 August 2015). Thai military forbids youth camp in Loei ore mine area. Available at: https://prachatai.org/english/node/5425

Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications
transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JAL 07/07/2015 Case no: THA 6/2015.

Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications
transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/IHRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JUA 19/02/2015 Case no: THA 2/2015.

Human Rights Watch (22 January 2016). Thailand: Investigate Army Abduction of Student Activist. Available at:
https://www.hrw.org/news/2016/01/22/thailand-investigate-army-abduction-student-activist

1.
2.

The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

Recommendation 1: [N/A]

Recommendation 2 is based on: Human Rights Council (4 June 2012). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the promotion and protection of the right to
freedom of opinion and expression, Frank La Rue. UN Doc. A/HRC/20/17. Paragraph 20, “On 10 October 2011, the Special Rapporteur urged the Government
of Thailand to hold broad-based public consultations to amend its criminal laws on lese majesté primarily section 112 of the Thai penal code and the 2007
Computer Crimes Act, which provides for imprisonment of up to ffteen years and fve years respectively.”; Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
(19 June 2015). Concluding observations on the combined initial and second periodic reports of Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 35, “The
Committee draws the attention of the State party to its general comment no. 21 (2009) on the right of everyone to take part in cultural life and recommends that
it amend its legislation with a view to ensuring clarity and unambiguity regarding the prohibited acts and that any sanctions are strictly proportionate to the harm
caused.”

Recommendation 3 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee, Thailand. Paragraph 19,
“The State party must take measures to immediately halt and protect against harassment and attacks against human rights defenders and community leaders.
The State party must systematically investigate all reported instances of intimidation, harassment and attacks and guarantee effective remedies to victims and
their families.”; Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on
communications transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Paragraph 377, “The Special Rapporteur urges the
Government of Thailand to immediately end its harassment against human rights lawyer Ms. Sirikan “June” Charoensiri.”

Recommendation 4: [N/A]

Recommendation 5 is based on: Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders,
Observations on communications transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Paragraph 375, “[T]he Special
Rapporteur urges the Government to review the compatibility of restrictive legislation with the States’ international obligations in terms of human rights law.”

Recommendation 6 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee, Thailand. UN Doc.
CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 18, “The State party should take adequate measures to prevent further erosion of freedom of expression, in particular, threats
to and harassment of media personnel and journalists, and ensure that such cases are investigated promptly and that suitable action is taken against those
responsible, regardless of rank or status.”

Recommendation 7 is based on: Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders,
Observations on communications transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Paragraph 373, “[The Special
Rapporteur] urges the Government to ensure that the right to freedom of opinion and expression is respected within the country.”

Recommendation 8 is based on: Human Rights Council (10 June 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and
of association, Maina Kiai, Addendum, Observations on communications transmitted to Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/26/29/Add.1.
Paragraph 450, “The Special Rapporteur recommends that the authorities put in place an enabling and safe environment that is conducive to the free
expression of civil society allowing individuals to exercise their legitimate right to freedom of peaceful assembly and association without undue hindrances.”;
Human Rights Council (10 June 2015). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the rights to freedom of peaceful assembly and of association, Maina Kiai,
Addendum, Observations on communications transmitted to Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/29/25/Add.3. Paragraph 363, “[The Special
Rapporteur] urges that a positive environment allowing and promoting the rights of all people to freely associate and assemble is essential in the context of
exploitation of natural resources to ensure a fair, transparent and accountable process that benefts all the parties involved (A/HRC/29/25, paragraph 67).”

This information was prepared by iLaw: Internet Dialogue on Law Reform, on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by iLaw and FIDH,

and includes updated data as of March 2016.
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link:https:/imww.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/20150921_thailand_upr_foe_en.pdf
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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 18 Recommendations were received on the Administration of Justice and Military Courts. 8 recommendations were
accepted, while 10 recommendations were noted.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/2TU2MnMX.

Accepted Recommendations on Administration of Justice & Military Courts:

Noted Recommendations on Administration of Justice & Military Courts:

10.

\

Qatar: Strengthen efforts to fnd a solution to the unrest in the southern border areas and ensure that justice is achieved for all sides (88.55);
Oman: Continue to develop the judicial system in order to ensure respect for, and protection of citizens’ rights (88.62);

Lebanon: Further accelerate the reform of the justice system to ensure equal treatment for all citizens while continuing to pay specifc
attention to women and children (88.63);

Qatar: Accelerate the reform of the judicial system in order to ensure good governance and equality of treatment of people from different
social classes (88.64);

Malaysia: Continue monitoring and assessing closely the implementation of the Master Plan for the Administration of Justice, and the
Strategic Plan for Development of Justice Process in the Southern Border Provinces of Thailand (88.65);

Sweden: Address the issue of impunity in certain cases and for certain parts of Thai society, not least by strengthening the independence of
the Offce of Prosecutor and the independence of the judiciary (88.69);

United Kingdom: Ensure the rights of victims and families to justice and an effective remedy in law and ensure that the Truth and
Reconciliation Commission be granted suffcient powers to complete its job effectively (88.71);

New Zealand: Ensure that its legislation is consistent with international human rights law pertaining to freedom of expression (89.54);

Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, OP-CAT and ICCPR-OP1 and ICCPR-OP2
(89.2);

Brazil: Consider ratifying the Rome Statute (89.5);

Japan: Sign and ratify the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court at an early stage (89.13);

Austria: Ratify the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court and the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of
Genocide (89.14);

Hungary: Ratify the Rome Statute (89.17);

Switzerland: Repeal section 17 of the Emergency Decree (89.19);

Canada: Abolish provisions in the Martial Law Act and section 17 of the Emergency Decree which grant immunity for criminal and civil
prosecution to State offcials (89.20);

Brazil: Consider reviewing security laws to ensure their conformity with international human rights standards (89.21);

Slovenia: Review security laws to ensure their conformity with the international human rights standards and in particular with regard to
juvenile (alleged) offenders (89.49);

Brazil: Consider repealing criminal laws in favour of appropriate civil laws regarding freedom of expression, in accordance with relevant
international human rights standards (89.50).

Voluntary pledges made in frst UPR, see: Human Rights Council (8 December 2011). Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic
Review, Thailand. Paragraph 93, “Thailand will amend its laws to be more in alignment with international human rights instruments, which
includes ensuring that criminal laws are aligned with the Convention against Torture and the Convention for the Protection of All Persons
from Enforced Disappearance and improving the laws to better protect women and children.”; Paragraph 94, “Thailand will issue a standing
invitation to all the special procedures of the Human Rights Council.”; Paragraph 95, “Thailand will accelerate efforts to reform the justice
system and strengthen law enforcement.”

Chapter 3, Section 25, of the draft Constitution states that: “As for the rights and liberties of Thai people, in addition to the rights and duties
as guaranteed specifcally by the provisions of the Constitution, a person shall enjoy the rights and liberties to do any matter which is not
prohibited or restricted by the Constitution or law and such rights and liberties shall be protected by the Constitution in so far as the exercise
of such right or liberty does not affect or endanger the security of the State or public order or good morals and does not violate the rights or
liberties of others.”; Article 270 of the Provisional Clauses section of the draft Constitution states that: “(1) All announcements, orders, and
actions by the National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO) or the chief of the NCPO, (including their implementation), which are enforced
before the declaration of this Constitution or those that have been issued under Section 257, Paragraph 2, whether they are announcements,
orders, or actions, which have been enforced in line with legislative, administrative, or judicial power under the Constitution would be
considered as constitutional. Cancelation or amendment of those announcements, orders, or actions, will have to be done through the
adoption of Acts. Cancellation and amendments of administrative orders, announcements, or actions, would only be allowed through the
orders of the Prime Minister or the decisions of the Cabinet on a case-by-case basis. (2) Any components, which have been outlined in the
Constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand (interim) B.E. 2557 and amendments (no. 1) to the Constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand (interim)
B.E. 2557 are constitutional and lawful. Any actions related to the aforementioned components would be considered as constitutional and
lawful.” [Unoffcial translation]. Available [in Thai] at: http://www.constitutionnet.org/fles/2016_draft_constitution_of thailand.pdf Y,

This information was prepared by Thai Lawyers for Human Rights (TLHR) and the International Commission of Jurists (ICJ),
on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by TLHR and the ICJ.

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://goo.gllyGbTjB




1.  Atrticle 44 of the 2014 Interim Constitution: “In the case where the Head of the National Council for Peace and Order deems necessary for the purpose of reforms
in various felds, for the enhancement of unity and harmony among people in the country, or for the prevention, restraint, or suppression of any act which
undermines public order or national security, the Throne, the national economy, or State affairs, irrespective of whether such act occurred inside or outside
the Kingdom, the Head of the National Council for Peace and Order, with the approval of the National Council for Peace and Order, shall have power to order,
restrain, or perform any act, whether such act has legislative, executive, or judicial force; the orders and the acts, including the performance in compliance with

- such orders, shall be deemed lawful and constitutional under this Constitution, and shall be fnal. When those have been carried out, a report shall be made to
N the President of the National Assembly and the Prime Minister for acknowledgement without delay.” [Unoffcial translation].

QA 2 iLaw (March 2016). Report on the Exercise of Power under Section 44 of the Interim Constitution of Thailand. Available [in Thai] at: http://www.ilaw.or.th/
node/3679

3. Article 47 of the 2014 Interim Constitution: “All announcements and orders of the National Council for Peace and Order or orders of the Head of the National
Council for Peace and Order which had been announced or made between 22 May B.E. 2557 and until the date the Council of Ministers takes offce under this
Constitution, irrespective of their constitutional, legislative, executive or judicial force, including the performance in compliance therewith, irrespective of whether
those acts have been performed before or after the date of entry into force of this Constitution, shall be considered lawful, constitutional and fnal. Those
announcements and orders applicable on the date before the promulgation date of this Constitution shall continue to be in force until there are laws, rules,
regulations, resolutions of the Council of Ministers, or orders, as the case may be, issued to amend or repeal them. In the case where the National Council for
Peace and Order issues an order appointing any person to assume offce or removing from offce of any position mentioned in section 24 before the date this
Constitution comes into force, the Prime Minister shall respectfully present to the King for appointing such person to assume offce or removing such person from
offce.” [Unoffcial translation].

4. Article 48 of the 2014 Interim Constitution: “In regard to all acts which are performed on account of the seizure and control of State governing power on 22 May
B.E. 2557 by the Head and the National Council for Peace and Order, including all acts of persons incidental to such performance or of persons entrusted by the
Head or the National Council for Peace and Order or of persons ordered by persons entrusted by the Head or the National Council for Peace and Order, which
have been done for the beneft of the abovementioned performances, irrespective of whether such acts were performed to have constitutional, legislative,
executive, or judicial force, including punishments and other offcial administrative acts, and irrespective of whether the persons performed such acts as a
principal, an accomplice, an instigator or a commission agent and whether those acts have been done on, before or after the aforesaid date, if those acts
constitute offences under the laws, the persons who commit those acts shall be entirely discharged from such offences and liabilities.” [Unoffcial translation].

5. iLaw (29 October 2015). Military Court in Thailand under NCPO regime. Available at: http://freedom.ilaw.or.th/en/blog/military-court-thailand-under-ncpo-regime
6.  TLHR (13 November 2015). Civilian trial in military courts. Available at: https://thr2014.wordpress.com/2015/11/13/civilian-trial-in-military-courts/

7.  TLHR (2 February 2015). Martial Law and the Military Court: Civil and Political Rights in Thailand (22 May 2014-15 January 2015). Available at http://humanright-
sinasean.info/system/fles/documents/TLHR%20report-Civilians%20in%20Military%20court.pdf

8. Human Rights Council (22 February 2016). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights defenders, Observations on communications
transmitted to the Governments and replies received. UN Doc. A/HRC/31/55/Add.1. Communication JUA 16/07/2015 Case no: THA 7/2015.

9.  The Ministry of Justice issued directive ‘Regulation no. 314/2015’ on 8 September 2015, announcing the establishment of a temporary detention facility Nakhon
Chaisri, inside the 11th Army Circle military base in Bangkok. Available [in Thai] at: http://www.ratchakitcha.soc.go.th/DATA/PDF/2558/E/215/7.PDF

10. ICJ/HRW (24 November 2015). Joint Letter to Permanent Mission of Thailand to the UN. Available at: https://www.hrw.org/sq/node/283803#_ftnref7

11. Reuters (15 February 2015). Chinese Uighur was tortured into confessing role in Bangkok bomb: lawyer.
Available at: http://www.reuters.com/article/us-thailand-blast-idUSKCNOVOO0ID

The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1. Recommendation 1: [N/A]

2. Recommendation 2 is based on: UN General Assembly (7 August 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers. UN
Doc. A/68/ 285. Paragraph 98, “As a specialized jurisdiction aimed at serving the particular disciplinary needs of the military, the ratione materiae jurisdiction of
military tribunals should be limited to criminal offences of a strictly military nature, in other words to offences that by their own nature relate exclusively to legally
protected interests of military order, such as desertion, insubordination or abandonment of post or command.”; Paragraph 100, “Military tribunals, when they
exist, should only try military personnel accused of military offences or breaches of military discipline.”; Paragraph 102, “The trial of civilians in military courts
should be limited strictly to exceptional cases concerning civilians assimilated to military personnel by virtue of their function and/or geographical presence who
have allegedly perpetrated an offence outside the territory of the State and where regular courts, whether local or those of the State of origin, are unable to
undertake the trial.”

3. Recommendation 3 is based on: UN General Assembly (7 August 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers. UN
Doc. A/68/ 285. Paragraph 110, “All persons convicted by a military tribunal have the right to have their conviction and sentence reviewed by a higher civilian
tribunal. States should determine the modalities by which such review is to be carried out, as well as which court should be responsible.”

4.  Recommendation 4 is based on: UN General Assembly (7 August 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers. UN
Doc. A/68/ 285. Paragraph 103, “The burden of proving the existence of such exceptional circumstances rests with the State. Such reasons must be
substantiated in each specifc case, since it is not suffcient for the national legislation to allocate certain categories of offence to military tribunals in abstracto.
Such exceptional cases should be expressly provided for by the law.”

5.  Recommendation 5: [N/A]

6. Recommendation 6 is based on: UN General Assembly (7 August 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the independence of judges and lawyers. UN
Doc. A/68/ 285. Paragraph 105, “In all cases before military tribunals, the State must take all necessary measures to ensure that the proceedings are in full
conformity with international human rights law and standards and with the requirements for ensuring fair trial and due process guarantees, in particular those
set out in articles 9 and 14 of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.”; Paragraph 107, “Military tribunals and the proceedings before them
should, in all circumstances, respect and apply the principles of international law relating to a fair trial. Any restrictions to fair trial requirements and due process
guarantees must be provided for by the law, justifed by objective reasons, be proportional and never undermine the overall right to a fair trial.”

7. Recommendation 7: [N/A]
8. Recommendation 8: [N/A]

9. Recommendation 9: [N/A]

10. Recommendation 10: [N/A]

This information was prepared by Thai Lawyers for Human Rights (TLHR) and the International Commission of Jurists (ICJ),
on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by TLHR and the ICJ.

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://goo.gllyGbTjB
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(UPR)

For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 6 Recommendations were received on Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment.
3 recommendations were accepted, while 3 recommendations were noted.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/1YAp5il.

Accepted Recommendations on Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment:

1. Austria: Include a defnition of torture into the Criminal Code, in line with article 1 of the Convention against Torture (CAT) (88.3);
2. Canada: Enact legislation criminalizing torture and amend all relevant laws to fully comply with the obligations under CAT (88.4);
3. Brazil: Consider ratifying the conventions on refugees and on stateless persons and OP-CAT (89.5).

Noted Recommendations on Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman and Degrading Treatment:

4. Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, OP-CAT and ICCPR-OP1 and ICCPR-OP2
(89.2);

5. Spain: Sign and ratify ICCPR-OP1, ICCPR-OP2, OP-ICESCR and OP-CAT (89.3);

6. Austria: Ratify the Optional Protocols to ICCPR and CAT (89.4).

. Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1.
. ICJ/TLHR (21 September 2015). Submission of the International Commission of Jurists & Thai Lawyers for Human Rights to the Universal
Periodic Review of Thailand. )

1. Prachatai (20 January 2015). Torture and enforced disappearance in Thailand: the attempt during the junta government to pass a bill.
Available at: http://prachatai.org/english/node/4693

2. CrCF (21 September 2015). Cross Cultural foundation and its partners’ submission to the Universal Period Review of Thailand.

3. ICJ/HRW (24 November 2015). Joint Letter to Permanent Mission of Thailand to the UN.
Available at: https://www.hrw.org/sq/node/283803#_ftnref7

4. Khaosod English (29 August 2014). Redshirt Suspect Dies In Prison, Mother Suspects Foul Play.
Available at: http://www.khaosodenglish.com/detail.php?newsid=1409314127&section=00

5.  Amnesty International (2014). Thailand, Submission to the United Nations Committee against Torture.
Available at: http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/Treaties/CAT/Shared%20Documents/THA/INT_CAT_NGO_THA_17106_E.pdf

Amnesty International (21 September 2015). Amnesty International Submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review.
Amnesty International (21 September 2015). Amnesty International Submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review.

Amnesty International (21 September 2015). Amnesty International Submission to the UN Universal Periodic Review.

© © N o

Duayjai, HAP, CrCF (January 2016). Torture and ill treatment in The Deep South Documented in 2014-2015.
Available at: https://voicefromthais.fles.wordpress.com/2016/02/torture-report-english-as-of-10-feb-2016-released-version.pdf

This information was prepared by the Cross Cultural Foundation (CrCF) based on the Joint NGO Submission by the Cross Cultural Foundation (CrCF),
Hearty Support Group (Duayjai), and Patani Human Rights Network (HAP), Highland Peoples Taskforce (HPT) and the Center for Protection and Revival of Local Community Rights (CPCR).

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: https://voicefromthais.fles.wordpress.com/2015/09/upr-torture_and-land-_-crcf-and-partners_21sep-2015.pdf




The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 9, “Recalling the Committee’s general comment No. 2 (2008) on implementation of article 2 by States
parties, the Committee urges the State party to revise its legislation without delay, in order to: (a) To adopt a defnition of torture that covers
all the elements contained in article 1 of the Convention; (b) To include torture as a separate and specifc crime in its legislation and ensure
q that penalties for the crime of torture are commensurate with the gravity of the crime, as required by article 4, paragraph 2, of the
Convention; (¢) To ensure that acts amounting to torture are not subject to any statute of limitation.”

Q 1. Recommendation 1 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
-~

2.  Recommendation 2 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph 10, “The Committee calls upon the State party to take immediate and effective measures to investigate
all acts of torture and ill-treatment and to prosecute and punish those responsible with penalties that are commensurate with the gravity of
their acts. [...]"

3. Recommendation 3 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 24, “The State party should: (a) Ensure the effective monitoring and inspection of all places of detention
through regular and unannounced visits by independent national and international monitors, including non-governmental organizations, in
order to prevent torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment; (b) Make the recommendations of the monitors
public and follow up on the outcome of such systematic monitoring; (c) Collect information on the place, time and periodicity of visits,
including unannounced visits, to places of deprivation of liberty, and on the fndings and the follow-up to the outcome of such visits; (d)
Ratify the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment and
establish a national preventive mechanism.”

4. Recommendation 4: [N/A]

5.  Recommendation 5 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 10, “The Committee calls upon the State party to take immediate and effective measures to investigate
all acts of torture and ill-treatment and to prosecute and punish those responsible with penalties that are commensurate with the gravity of
their acts. [...]" Paragraph 27, “The State party should take the necessary steps to ensure that victims of torture and ill-treatment receive
redress, including fair and adequate compensation and the means for as full rehabilitation as possible. The Committee draws the State
party’s attention to its general comment

This information was prepared by the Cross Cultural Foundation (CrCF) based on the Joint NGO Submission by the Cross Cultural Foundation (CrCF),
Hearty Support Group (Duayjai), and Patani Human Rights Network (HAP), Highland Peoples Taskforce (HPT) and the Center for Protection and Revival of Local Community Rights (CPCR).

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: https://voicefromthais.fles.wordpress.com/2015/09/upr-torture_and-land-_-crcf-and-partners_21sep-2015.pdf
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(UPR)

For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 6 Recommendations were received on Enforced Disappearances. 6 recommendations were accepted.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/IUnULge.

Accepted Recommendations on Enforced Disappearances:

Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the CED (89.2);

Spain: Sign and ratify CED (89.3);

Austria: Ratify CED (89.4);

France: Ratify the CED and investigate all allegations of forced disappearances (89.11);
Nicaragua: Sign and ratify promptly the CED (89.12);

Japan: Sign and ratify CED at an early stage (89.13).

ok wNPE

Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1.
. ICJ/TLHR (21 September 2015). Submission of the International Commission of Jurists & Thai Lawyers for Human Rights to the Universal
Periodic Review of Thailand.

. J

1. ICJ (March 2014). Ten Years Without Truth: Somchai Neelapaijit and Enforced Disappearances in Thailand.
Available at: http://icj.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/Ten-Years-Without-Truth-Somchai-Neelapaijit-and-Enforced-
Disappearances-in-Thailand-report-2014.pdf

2. ICJ (March 2014). Ten Years Without Truth: Somchai Neelapaijit and Enforced Disappearances in Thailand.
Available at: http://icj.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/Ten-Years-Without-Truth-Somchai-Neelapaijit-and-Enforced-
Disappearances-in-Thailand-report-2014.pdf

3. ICJ (21 May 2014). Thailand: effective investigation of enforced disappearance of Somchai Neelapaijit needed after Supreme Court ruling.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thailand-effective-investigation-of-enforced-disappearance-of-somchai-neelapaijit-needed-after-supreme-court-
ruling/

4. Bangkok Post (29 December 2015). Court upholds acquittals in missing lawyer Somchai case.
Available at: http://www.bangkokpost.com/archive/court-upholds-acquittals-in-missing-lawyer-somchai-case/810152

5. ICJ (March 2014). Ten Years Without Truth: Somchai Neelapaijit and Enforced Disappearances in Thailand.
Available at: http://icj.wpengine.netdna-cdn.com/wp-content/uploads/2014/03/Ten-Years-Without-Truth-Somchai-Neelapaijit-and-Enforced-
Disappearances-in-Thailand-report-2014.pdf

6. ICJ (28 April 2014). Thai authorities must urgently investigate Billyloads/2014/09/Thai.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thai-authorities-must-urgently-investigate-billys-disappearance/;
ICJ (17 July 2014). Thailand: “Disappearance” of Billy demands special investigation.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thailand-disappearance-of-billy-demands-special-investigation/;
ICJ (16 September 2014). Thailand: enforced disappearances.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thailand-enforced-disappearances/;
ICJ (16 April 2015). Thailand: strengthen efforts to solve the apparent enforced disappearance of "Billy”.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thailand-strengthen-efforts-to-solve-the-apparent-enforced-disappearance-of-billy/

7. ICJITLHR (21 September 2015). Submission of the International Commission of Jurists & Thai Lawyers for Human Rights to the Universal
Periodic Review of Thailand.

8. ICJ (6 August 2015). Thailand: launch special investigation into enforced disappearance of “Billy”.
Available at: http://www.icj.org/thailand-launch-special-investigation-into-enforced-disappearance-of-billy/

9. OHCHR (6 January 2016). Zeid urges Thailand to fully investigate enforced disappearances.
Available at: http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?News|D=16924&LanglD=E#sthash.sV1X33x9.dpuf

This information was prepared by Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF), on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by

Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF), FTA Watch and the Lands Watch Working Group (LWWG).
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://focusweb.org/sitesimww.focusweb.org/fles/lUPR%202%20cycle%20review%020.pdf




The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1.

Recommendation 1 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 14, “The State party should take all the necessary measures to prevent enforced disappearances and to
combat impunity for the crime of enforced disappearance, in particular by: a) Taking legal measures to ensure that enforced disappearance
is a specifc crime in Thai domestic law, with penalties that take into account the grave nature of such disappearances; [...] €) Accelerating
the process for ratifying the International Convention for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance.”

Recommendation 2 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 14, “The State party should take all the necessary measures to prevent enforced disappearances and
to combat impunity for the crime of enforced disappearance, in particular by: [...] b) Ensuring that all cases of enforced disappearance are
thoroughly, promptly and effectively investigated, suspects are prosecuted and those found guilty are punished with sanctions proportionate
to the gravity of their crimes, even when no body or human remains are found [...].”

Recommendation 3 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/THAICO/1. Paragraph 14, “The State party should take all the necessary measures to prevent enforced disappearances and to
combat impunity for the crime of enforced disappearance [...].”

Recommendation 4 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand.

UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph 14, “The State party should take all the necessary measures to prevent enforced disappearances
and to combat impunity for the crime of enforced disappearance, in particular by: [...] ¢) Ensuring that any individual who has suffered harm
as the direct result of an enforced disappearance has access to information about the fate of the disappeared person as well as to fair and
adequate compensation, including any necessary psychological, social and fnancial support [...]."

Recommendation 5 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN
Doc. CAT/C/ITHA/CO/1. Paragraph 14, “The State party should take all the necessary measures to prevent enforced disappearances and
to combat impunity for the crime of enforced disappearance, in particular by: [...] d) Adopting measures to clarify the outstanding cases of
enforced disappearance and facilitating the request by the Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances to visit the country
(AIHRC/22/45, para. 471) [...].”

This information was prepared by Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF), on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by

Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF), FTA Watch and the Lands Watch Working Group (LWWG).
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://focusweb.org/sitesimww.focusweb.org/fles/lUPR%202%20cycle%20review%020.pdf




UPR 2554

FIDH (International Federation for Human Rights) ()
https://www.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/20150921_thailand_upr_dp_en.pdf



37% 80% 31 2558
6
(ICCPR)
6 ICCPR
3 (2557-2561)
14 2558
2557
1,073
68.7%
22.1% 9.2%
2557 88%
1,301 9%
3%

L 2 ICCPR 3.
UPR 2548

2 4

5

Mr. Andrea Giorgetta, Director of Asia Desk, Southeast Asia, FIDH (International Federation for Human Rights)  ag@fdh.org




(UPR)

For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 10 Recommendations on the Death Penalty and 6 Recommendations on the Second Optional Protocol to the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP2), which aims at the abolition of the death penalty.
All 16 recommendations were noted. Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/1UnUE8I.

Noted Recommendations on the Death Penalty and the ratifcation of the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on

Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP2), which aims at the abolition of the death penalty:

1. Hungary: Remove non-violent offenses from the categories subject to capital punishment (89.26);

2. Turkey: Enact legislation abolishing the death penalty as foreseen in the national human rights action plan and in any case review
its imposition for offences related to drug traffcking (89.27);

3. France: Commute death sentences and establish as soon as possible a moratorium on executions with a view to the defnitive abolition of
the death penalty (89.28);

4.  Slovakia: Impose an immediate moratorium on the death penalty with a view of a complete abolition of capital punishment as outlined in the
National Human Rights Action Plan (89.29);

5.  Spain: Revert to the de facto moratorium of the death penalty, and foster the necessary public debate on this issue, as a previous step for

the defnitive abolishment of the death penalty (89.30);

Switzerland: Establish a moratorium on all the executions and, eventually, abolish death penalty (89.31);

Slovenia: Review the imposition of the death penalty (89.32);

Brazil: Consider abolishing the death penalty (89.33);

Argentina: Consider the abolition of the death penalty (89.34);

10. Nicaragua: Abolish totally the death penalty even in cases of serious offenses (89.35)

11. Argentina: Study the possibility of ratifying the International Convention on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance
(CED); the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP2); the Optional Protocol to the
Convention against Torture (OP-CAT); the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP1); the
Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (OP-ICESCR); the International Convention on the
Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families (ICRMW); and the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the
Rights of Persons with Disabilities (OP-CRPD) (89.1);

12. Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, OP-CAT and ICCPR-OP1 and
ICCPR- OP2 (89.2);

13. Spain: Sign and ratify ICCPR-OP1, ICCPR-OP2, OP-ICESCR and OP- CAT (89.3);

14. Austria: Ratify the Optional Protocols to ICCPR and CAT (89.4);

15. Hungary: Consider acceding to the two Optional Protocols to the ICCPR (89.6);

16. Switzerland: Ratify the ICCPR-OP2 (89.7).

. Ministry of Foreign Affairs (29 August 2012). Press Releases: Thailand withdraws its interpretative declarations to Article 6(5) and Article 9(3)
of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights.
Available at: http://www.mfa.go.th/main/en/media-center/14/27088-Thailand-withdraws-its-interpretative-declarations.html

. Thailand has not executed anyone since 24 August 2009, when two men convicted of drug traffcking,
Bundit Jaroenwanit and Jirawat Poompreuk, were put to death by lethal injection at Bang Khwang Prison, Nonthaburi province.

. UNGA (20 December 2012). 67th session. 60th plenary meeting. UN Doc. A/67/PV.60.; UNGA (18 December 2014). 69th session.
73rd plenary meeting. UN Doc. A/69/PV.73.

. FIDH/UCL (21 September 2015). Joint submission prepared by the International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH)
and the Union for Civil Liberty (UCL).

. Death sentences in 2011, 2012, 2013, 2014: Amnesty International (2012). Death Sentences and Executions 2011.

Available at: http://www.amnestyusa.org/sites/default/fles/ai_global_dp_2011_stats_report-_act500012012en.pdf;

Amnesty International (2013). Death Sentences and Executions 2012.

Available at: http://www.amnestyusa.org/sites/default/fles/worlddpreport2012.pdf;

Amnesty International (2014). Death Sentences and Executions 2013.

Available at: http://www.amnestyusa.org/sites/default/fles/act500012014en.pdf;

Amnesty International (2015). Death Sentences and Executions 2014.

Available at: http://www.amnestyusa.org/pdfs/DeathSentencesAndExecutions2014_EN.pdf

This information was prepared by FIDH (International Federation for Human Rights) and the Union for Civil Liberty (UCL),

on the basis of their Joint NGO Submission.
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: https:/Aww.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/20150921_thailand_upr_dp_en.pdf




Death Penalty Worldwide (19 July 2015). Thailand. Available at: http://www.deathpenaltyworldwide.org/country-search-post.
cfm?country=thailand

[No online English version of the 2015 Act Regarding Offenses Relating to Air Travel.]
[No online English version of the 1999 Anti-Corruption Law.]

FIDH/UCL (21 September 2015). Joint submission prepared by the International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH) and the Union for Civil
Liberty (UCL).

Article 6, paragraph 2 of the ICCPR stipulates that: “In countries which have not abolished the death penalty, sentence of death may be
imposed only for the most serious crimes in accordance with the law in force at the time of the commission of the crime and not contrary to
the provisions of the present Covenant and to the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of the Crime of Genocide. This penalty can
only be carried out pursuant to a fnal judgement rendered by a competent court.”

Ministry of Justice, Rights and Liberties Protection Department (2014). The Summary of Thailand’s 3rd National Human Rights Plan.
Available at: http://www.mfa.go.th/humanrights/images/the%20summary%200f%20thailands%203rd%20national%20human%?20rights%20
plan%202014-2018.pdf

Khaosod English (14 July 2015). Thai Minister Asks French Diplomat to Extradite Lese Majeste Suspects.
Available at: http://www.khaosodenglish.com/detail.php?newsid=1436851966

Bangkok Post (9 August 2014). Country ‘not ready’ to end death penalty. Available at: http://www.bangkokpost.com/print/425802/

The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:
1.
2.
3.

Recommendation 1: [N/A]
Recommendation 2: [N/A]

Recommendation 3 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 14, “The State party should review the imposition of the death penalty for offences related
to drug traffcking in order to reduce the categories of crime punishable by death.”

Recommendation 4: [N/A]

This information was prepared by FIDH (International Federation for Human Rights) and the Union for Civil Liberty (UCL),

on the basis of their Joint NGO Submission.
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: https:/Aww.fdh.org/IMG/pdf/20150921_thailand_upr_dp_en.pdf
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(UPR)

For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, no Recommendations were received on Constitutional amendments and 2 Recommendations were received and
accepted on strengthening National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs)/infrastructure.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/1UnSSKp.

Accepted Recommendations on strengthening National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs)/infrastructure: :
1. Nepal: Continue to work to strengthen national human rights and democratic institutions (88.7);
2. Egypt: Consolidate and strengthen its national human rights infrastructure (88.8).

. Bangkok Post (28 January 2016). Thai rights agency downgraded by international body.
Available at: http://www.bangkokpost.com/news/general/843412/thai-rights-agency-downgraded-by-international-body

J

1. ‘Rights and Liberties of the Thai People’ outlined in Chapter 3 of the 1997 Constitution. Available at: http://www.oic.go.th/content_eng/relate_
law/kingdom.pdf , and Chapter 3 of the 2007 Constitution. Available at: https://www.unodc.org/tldb/pdf/Thailand_const_2007.pdf; OHCHR
Regional Offce for South-East Asia (2015). Technical Note on the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand in the draft 2015
constitution. Available at: http://bangkok.ohchr.org/flesslOHCHR%200n%20NHRI1%20150327.pdf

2. Draft Constitution. Available [in Thai] at: http://www.constitutionnet.org/fles/2016_draft_constitution_of_thailand.pdf

3. Section 1(B) of the Paris Principles states that: “The composition of the national institution and the appointment of its members, whether by
means of an election or otherwise, shall be established in accordance with a procedure which affords all necessary guarantees to ensure
the pluralist representation of the social forces (of civilian society) involved in the protection and promotion of human rights, particularly by
powers which will enable effective cooperation to be established with, or through the presence of, representatives of: (a) Non-governmental
organizations responsible for human rights and efforts to combat racial discrimination, trade unions, concerned social and professional
organizations, for example, associations of lawyers, doctors, journalists and eminent scientists; (b) Trends in philosophical or religious
thought; (c) Universities and qualifed experts; (d) Parliament; (e) Government departments (if these are included, their representatives
should participate in the deliberations only in an advisory capacity).”

4. Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph
25, “The State party should ensure that the NHRCT effectively executes its mandate in accordance with the principles relating to the status of
national institutions (the Paris Principles) (General Assembly resolution 48/134, annex), in particular by strengthening the roles of the NHRCT
to carry out unannounced visits to detention facilities, during which they are able to take confdential statements from detainees;
implementing the recommendations made by the NHRCT and guaranteeing the independence and pluralism of its composition. In that
regard, the Committee recommends that the State party consider reviving the previous procedure for selecting commissioners to the NHRCT
with a view to increasing the number of commissioners and that it allow for the participation of representatives of non- governmental human
rights organizations.”

5. Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding observations on the combined initial and second periodic
reports of Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7, “The Committee is concerned that the institutional shortcomings of the
National Human Rights Commission of Thailand (NHRCT), identifed by the International Coordinating Committee of National Institutions for
the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights (ICC), including in relation to its independence and the selection process for Commissioners,
have still not been fully overcome (art. 2).”

6. ICC Sub-Committee on Accreditation (16-20 November 2015). Report and Recommendations of the Session of the Sub-Committee on
Accreditation (SCA). Available at: http://nhri.ohchr.org/EN/AboutUs/ICCAccreditation/Documents/SCA%20FINAL%20REPORT%20-%20N0O-
VEMBER%202015-English.pdf

7. Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph
25, “The Committee is nonetheless concerned at reports that the authorities have not followed up on the fndings and recommendations
made by the NHRCT, and about reports that persons deprived of their liberty do not fle complaints with the NHRCT when they visit detention
places, reportedly out of fear of retaliation by prison offcials (art. 2).”

8. Article 200 of the 1997 Constitution states: “[...]The National Human Rights Commission has the power to demand relevant documents or
evidence from any person or summon any person to give statements of fact including other powers for the purpose of performing its duties
as provided by law.” Available at: http://www.oic.go.th/content_eng/relate_law/kingdom.pdf. Article 257 of the 2007 Constitution states: “The
National Human Rights Commission has the power to demand relevant documents or evidence from any person or summon any person to
give statements of fact including other powers for the purpose of performing its duties as provided by law.”

Available at: https://www.unodc.org/tldb/pdf/Thailand_const_2007.pdf

This information was prepared by FORUM-ASIA on the basis of the 2015 ANNI Report on the Performance and Establishment of National Human Rights

Institutions in Asia by the Asian NGO Network on National Human Rights Institutions (ANNI).
You can access the report at the following link: https:/Aww.forum-asia.org/uploads/wp/2015/09/ANNI_Report_2015.pdf




The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1.

2
3.
4

© N o a

Recommendation 1: [N/A]
Recommendation 2: [N/A]
Recommendation 3: [N/A]

Recommendation 4 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 9, “[...] [The State party] should also ensure that the Commission is endowed with
suffcient resources to enable it effectively to discharge all of its mandated activities in accordance with the Principles relating to the status
of national institutions for the promotion and protection of human rights (the Paris Principles) (General Assembly resolution 48/134).”;
Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1.
Paragraph 25, “[...] the Committee recommends that the State party consider reviving the previous procedure for selecting commissioners
to the NHRCT with a view to increasing the number of commissioners and that it allow for the participation of representatives of

non- governmental human rights organizations.”; Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding
observations on the combined initial and second periodic reports of Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7, “The Committee
recommends that the State party take all necessary legislative and other measures, including following up on the recommendations made
by the ICC, to ensure that the NHRCT is a fully independent institution with the necessary resources to fulfl its mandate in conformity with
the Paris Principles. It further recommends that the State party create the necessary conditions for the NHRCT to fully exercise its mandate
in relation to economic, social and cultural rights and protect victims of violations of these rights.”

Recommendation 5: [N/A]
Recommendation 6: [N/A]
Recommendation 7: [N/A]

Recommendation 8 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 9, “The State party should ensure that recommendations of the National Human Rights
Commission are given full and serious follow-up. [...]"; Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding
observations on the combined initial and second periodic reports of Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7, “The Committee
recommends that the State party take all necessary legislative and other measures, including following up on the recommendations made
by the ICC[...]”

This information was prepared by FORUM-ASIA on the basis of the 2015 ANNI Report on the Performance and Establishment of National Human Rights

Institutions in Asia by the Asian NGO Network on National Human Rights Institutions (ANNI).
You can access the report at the following link: https:/Aww.forum-asia.org/uploads/wp/2015/09/ANNI_Report_2015.pdf
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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 2 Recommendations on strengthening National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs)/infrastructure were received
and accepted. Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: hitp://s.upr-info.org/1UnSSKp.

Accepted Recommendations on strengthening National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs)/infrastructure:
1.
2.

Nepal: Continue to work to strengthen national human rights and democratic institutions (88.7);
Egypt: Consolidate and strengthen its national human rights infrastructure (88.8).

Article 257, paragraphs 2, 3, 4 of the 2007 Constitution, state: “The National Human Rights Commission has the powers and duties as
follows: [...] (2) to present the matter together with opinion to the Constitutional Court as provided by the organic law on procedure of
Constitutional Court in the case where the Commission agrees with the complainant that the provisions of certain law affect human rights
and are constitutionality of which is at question; (3) to present the matter together with opinion to the Administrative Court as provided by Act
on Establishment of Administrative Court and Administrative Court Procedure in the case where the Commission agrees with the
complainant that the regulations, order, or other administrative acts affect human rights and the constitutionality or illegality of which is at
question; (4) to submit a case to the Courts of Justice, on behalf of the aggrieved person after receiving a request and having considered it
appropriate to submit the case for correcting the problem of violation of human rights in general as provided by law.”

OHCHR Regional Offce for South-East Asia (2015). Technical Note on the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand in the draft 2015
Constitution. http://bangkok.ohchr.org/fles/lOHCHR%200n%20NHRI1%20150327.pdf

Ministry of Foreign Affairs (2014). Thailand National Mid-Term Report.

Available at: www.upr-info.org/sites/default/fles/document/thailand/session_12_ - october_2011/thailand_mid-term_report_2014.pdf
Offce of the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand. 2012-2014 Human Rights Evaluation Reports of the National Human Rights
Commission of Thailand. Available [in Thai] at: www.nhrc.or.th

J

Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1.
Paragraph 25.

Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding observations on the combined initial and second periodic
reports of Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7.

Article 9, paragraph 1 of the ICCPR stipulates that: “Everyone has the right to liberty and security of person. No one shall be subjected to
arbitrary arrest or detention. No one shall be deprived of his liberty except on such grounds and in accordance with such procedure as are
established by law.

Article 9, paragraph 3 of the ICCPR stipulates that: “Anyone arrested or detained on a criminal charge shall be brought promptly before a
judge or other offcer authorized by law to exercise judicial power and shall be entitled to trial within a reasonable time or to release. It shall
not be the general rule that persons awaiting trial shall be detained in custody, but release may be subject to guarantees to appear for trial, at
any other stage of the judicial proceedings, and, should occasion arise, for execution of the judgement.”

Under the International Standard Principles Governing the Administration of Justice through Military Tribunals, particularly, Principle No. 5
(Jurisdiction of military courts to try civilians): “Military courts should, in principle, have no jurisdiction to try civilians. In all circumstances, the
State shall ensure that civilians accused of a criminal offence of any nature are tried by civilian courts.”

Article 14, paragraphs 1, 2, 3 of the ICCPR state: “(1) All persons shall be equal before the courts and tribunals. In the determination of any
criminal charge against him, or of his rights and obligations in a suit at law, everyone shall be entitled to a fair and public hearing by a
competent, independent and impartial tribunal established by law. The press and the public may be excluded from all or part of a trial for
reasons of morals, public order (ordre public) or national security in a democratic society, or when the interest of the private lives of the
parties so requires, or to the extent strictly necessary in the opinion of the court in special circumstances where publicity would prejudice the
interests of justice; but any judgement rendered in a criminal case or in a suit at law shall be made public except where the interest of juvenile
persons otherwise requires or the proceedings concern matrimonial disputes or the guardianship of children. (2) Everyone charged with a
criminal offence shall have the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty according to law. (3) In the determination of any criminal
charge against him, everyone shall be entitled to the following minimum guarantees, in full equality: (a) To be informed promptly and in detail
in a language which he understands of the nature and cause of the charge against him; (b) To have adequate time and facilities for the prepa-
ration of his defence and to communicate with counsel of his own choosing; (c) To be tried without undue delay.”

This information was prepared by the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand (NHRCT) on the basis of its UPR Report submitted for Thailand

2nd UPR Cycle. Please access the NHRCT Submission at the following link:
http:/mww.nhrc.or.th/getattachment/e304ac79-1e45-4ff7-bad9-758c7007b7e4/Human-Rights-Situation-in-Thailand-Paper-by-the-Na.aspx




R’s General Comment No.13 on Article 14 (Administration of Justice), notes: “the existence, in many countries, of

s which try civilians. This could present serious problems as far as the equitable, impartial and independent
e is concerned. Quite often the reason for the establishment of such courts is to enable exceptional procedures to be

The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1.

Recommendation 1 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 9, “The State party should ensure that recommendations of the National Human Rights
Commission are given full and serious follow-up. It should also ensure that the Commission is endowed with suffcient resources to enable
it effectively to discharge all of its mandated activities in accordance with the Principles relating to the status of national institutions for the
promotion and protection of human rights (the Paris Principles) (General Assembly resolution 48/134).”; Committee Against Torture (20 June
2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand. UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph 25, “The State party should ensure
that the NHRCT effectively executes its mandate in accordance with the principles relating to the status of national institutions (the Paris
Principles) (General Assembly resolution 48/134, annex), in particular by strengthening the roles of the NHRCT to carry out unannounced
visits to detention facilities, during which they are able to take confdential statements from detainees; implementing the recommendations
made by the NHRCT and guaranteeing the independence and pluralism of its composition. In that regard, the Committee recommends that
the State party consider reviving the previous procedure for selecting commissioners to the NHRCT with a view to increasing the number
of commissioners and that it allow for the participation of representatives of non-governmental human rights organizations.”; Committee on
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding observations on the combined initial and second periodic reports of
Thailand. UN Doc. E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7, “The Committee recommends that the State party take all necessary legislative and
other measures, including following up on the recommendations made by the ICC, to ensure that the NHRCT is a fully independent
institution with the necessary resources to fulfl its mandate in conformity with the Paris Principles. It further recommends that the State
party create the necessary conditions for the NHRCT to fully exercise its mandate in relation to economic, social and cultural rights and
protect victims of violations of these rights.”

Recommendation 2 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 9, “The State party should ensure that recommendations of the National Human Rights
Commission are given full and serious follow-up. It should also ensure that the Commission is endowed with suffcient resources to enable it
effectively to discharge all of its mandated activities in accordance with the Principles relating to the status of national institutions for the
promotion and protection of human rights (the Paris Principles) (General Assembly resolution 48/134).”; Committee on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights (19 June 2015). Concluding observations on the combined initial and second periodic reports of Thailand. UN Doc.
E/C.12/THA/CO/1-2. Paragraph 7, “The Committee recommends that the State party take all necessary legislative and other measures,
including following up on the recommendations made by the ICC, to ensure that the NHRCT is a fully independent institution with the
necessary resources to fulfl its mandate in conformity with the Paris Principles. It further recommends that the State party create the
necessary conditions for the NHRCT to fully exercise its mandate in relation to economic, social and cultural rights and protect victims of
violations of these rights.”

Recommendation 3: [N/A]

Recommendation 4 is based on: Committee against Torture (20 June 2014). Concluding observations on the initial report of Thailand.
UN Doc. CAT/C/THA/CO/1. Paragraph 4, “The Committee is deeply concerned at the declaration of martial law throughout Thailand, since
its recent dialogue with the State party. It emphasizes that the State party should adhere strictly to the absolute prohibition of torture and
ensure that the application of martial law does not, under any circumstances, contradict the rights guaranteed in the Convention.”

Recommendation 5: [N/A]

Recommendation 6 is based on: Human Rights Committee (8 July 2005). Concluding observations of the Human Rights Committee,
Thailand. UN Doc. CCPR/CO/84/THA. Paragraph 18, “The State party should take adequate measures to prevent further erosion of
freedom of expression, in particular, threats to and harassment of media personnel and journalists, and ensure that such cases are
investigated promptly and that suitable action is taken against those responsible, regardless of rank or status.”

Recommendation 7: [N/A]

This information was prepared by the National Human Rights Commission of Thailand (NHRCT) on the basis of its UPR Report submitted for Thailand

2nd UPR Cycle. Please access the NHRCT Submission at the following link:
http:/mww.nhrc.or.th/getattachment/e304ac79-1e45-4ff7-bad9-758c7007b7e4/Human-Rights-Situation-in-Thailand-Paper-by-the-Na.aspx
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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 3 recommendations were received and accepted on Human Rights Education and Training. 25 recommendations
were received on International instruments, including 10 which were accepted and 15 which were noted. 2 recommendations were received on
strengthening human rights institutions, and 4 recommendations were received on inviting rapporteurs.

Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/1Rar8d4, http://s.upr-info.org/1Rar8d4, http://s.upr-info.org/1Rar8d4

Accepted Recommendations on Human Rights Education and Training:

1. Philippines: Continue to promote human rights education, training and capacity building

2. Egypt: Develop and implement plans and strategies to raise awareness about human rights, including at the local and community levels,
and provide human rights training and education for Government offcials in particular law enforcement offcials

3. Chad: Call on the international community for technical assistance to improve human rights awareness and understanding throughout
the population

Accepted Recommendations on International instruments:

1. Australia: Ratify the United Nations Convention against Transnational Organised Crime and its Protocols to Prevent, Suppress and Punish
Traffcking in Persons, especially Women and Children, and Against the Smuggling of Migrants by Land, Sea and Air

2. Norway: Accede to the Palermo Protocol and continue improving its implementation of policy and legal framework related to human
traffcking

3. Argentina: Study the possibility of ratifying the International Convention on the Protection of All Persons from Enforced Disappearance

(CED), the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP2), the Optional Protocol to the

Convention against Torture (OP- CAT), the Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR-OP1), the

Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (OP-ICESCR), the International Convention on the

Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families (ICRMW), and the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the

Rights of Persons with Disabilities (OP-CRPD)

Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the CED

Spain: Sign and ratify CED

Austria: Ratify CED

Brazil: Consider ratifying the conventions on refugees and on stateless persons and OP-CAT

France: Ratify the CED and investigate all allegations of forced disappearances

Nicaragua: Sign and ratify promptly the CED

0. Japan: Sign and ratify CED at an early stage

Heo~No O~

Noted Recommendations on International Instruments:

1. Uruguay: Ratify or accede as appropriate to the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, OP-CAT and ICCPR-OP1 and
ICCPR- OP2

Spain: Sign and ratify ICCPR-OP1, ICCPR-OP2, OP-ICESCR and OP- CAT

Austria: Ratify the Optional Protocols to ICCPR and CAT

Brazil: Consider ratifying the Rome Statute

Hungary: Consider acceding to the two Optional Protocols to the ICCPR

Switzerland: Ratify the ICCPR-OP2

Turkey: Consider becoming a party to the ICRMW

Philippines: Consider future accession to the ICRMW

Algeria: Examine the possibility of ratifying the ICRMW

Japan: Sign and ratify the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court at an early stage

Austria: Ratify the Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court and the Convention on the Prevention and Punishment of
the Crime of Genocide

France: Accede to the United Nations Convention on the Status of Refugees and the 1967 Protocol as well as to the 1954
Convention on the Status of Stateless Persons

13. Switzerland: Ratify the Convention on the Status of Refugees and its Optional Protocol

14. Hungary: Ratify the Rome Statute

15. Canada: Become a party to the 1951 Convention Relating to the Status of Refugees and the 1967 Protocol

PPRPOO~NOUOR~WN

N
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Accepted recommendations on strengthening human rights institutions:
1. Nepal: Continue to work to strengthen national human rights and democratic institutions
2. Egypt: Consolidate and strengthen its national human rights infrastructure

Accepted recommendation on inviting special rapporteurs:

1. Finland: Issue a standing invitation to all special procedures
2. New Zealand: Issue a standing invitation to all special procedures’ mandate holders
3. Spain: Issue a standing invitation to all Special Procedures, and establish a calendar
4. Hungary: Invite the Special Rapporteur on freedom of expression, which could also promote the harmonization of the provisions of
the Computer Crimes Act and their implementation in line with international human rights standards
\§ J

This information was prepared by People’s Empowerment Foundation (PEF) on the basis of its Joint NGO Submission.

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link:
http:/Amww.peoplesempowerment.org/uncategorized/2015/10/thai-ngos-coalition-for-upr-main-stakeholder-submission/




1. Human Traffcking Situation in Thailand (BE 2557) part 1 https://www.gotoknow.org/posts/583378
2.

International Labour Organization (2007) Ratifcations of C188 - Work in Fishing Convention (No. 188)
http://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:11300:0::NO::P11300_INSTRUMENT_ID:312333

Voice TV (5 February 2558) Protest against Dissolution http://news.voicetv.co.th/thailand/163386.html
Example, religious schools pay term fee, 300 students registered, free public schools but only 98 students register

http://spinternet.ohchr.org/_Layouts/SpecialProceduresinternet/ViewCountryVisits.aspx?Lang=en
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Equality and Human Rights Commission Human Rights Report: Fulflling the Paris Principles.
http://www.equalityhumanrights.com/sites/default/fles/documents/humanrights/human_rights_report.pdf

The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:
1. Recommendation 1: [N/A]
2. Recommendation 2: [N/A]

3. Recommendation 3 is based on: Committee on the Rights of the Child (21 February 2012). Concluding Observations on the Optional Protocol of
the Convention on the Rights of the Child, Thailand. “The Committee recommends that the State party allocate adequate and targeted resources for
multidisciplinary training programmes developed through a participatory process involving communities and other stakeholders on all areas covered by the
Optional Protocol. Such training should be provided to all relevant professional groups, ministries and institutions working with and for children. The Committee
further urges the State party to ensure systematic evaluation of all training programmes on the Optional Protocol with a view to enhancing their impact and
relevance.”; Concluding Observations on the Optional Protocol: Committee on the Rights of the Child, Thailand. (17 February 2012). “The Committee
recommends that all professional groups working with and for children be adequately and systematically trained on children’s rights, in particular judges,
lawyers, the police and the army, health, education and social welfare personnel and personnel working in all forms of alternative care at national, provincial
and local levels.”

4.  Recommendation 4 is based on: Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (15 November 2012) Concluding Observations of the Convention on
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination Thailand. “Moreover, referring to the state party’s support for the adoption of the united nations declaration on the rights
of indigenous peoples, the committee encourages the state party to affrm in its legislation the rights of indigenous peoples, in line with the declaration,
and also to consider acceding to international labour organization convention no . 169 (1991) on indigenous and tribal peoples in independent countries”

5. Recommendation 5 is based on: Human Rights Committee (2015). Concluding Observations of the Committee on Civil and Political Rights Thailand;
Convention Against Torture (2014); Committee on Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights (2015)

6.  Recommendation 6: [N/A]

7.  Recommendation 7: [N/A]

This information was prepared by People’s Empowerment Foundation (PEF) on the basis of its Joint NGO Submission.

Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link:
http:/Amww.peoplesempowerment.org/uncategorized/2015/10/thai-ngos-coalition-for-upr-main-stakeholder-submission/
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For Thailand 1st UPR in 2011, 8 Recommendations were received on Right to Health. 8 recommendations on the Right to Health were accepted.
Recommendations are available on UPR Info’s database: http://s.upr-info.org/IW1WZe6.

Accepted Recommendations on Right to Health:

1. SaudiArabia: “Continue to develop the capacities of institutions working with persons with disabilities, including educational and health
institutions”

2. Brunei: “Continue with its efforts to promote and protect the right to work, the right to health and the right to education of its people in order to
maintain an adequate standard of living for all”

3. Cuba: “Continue its on-going positive efforts for the promotion and protection of economic, social and cultural rights, and especially the
priority given to health and education”

4.  Sri Lanka: “Continue improving the health security system to further minimize discrepancies and to provide equitable access”

5. Saudi Arabia: “Continue to develop the health system so as to strengthen the enjoyment of the right to health in all segments of society”

6. Slovenia: “Address the problems of maternal mortality and child malnutrition in remote areas of the country”

7. Indonesia: “Strengthen law enforcement in order to provide adequate protection, guarantee the minimum wage and work safety, and to
ensure equal access to health services and justice for migrant workers”

8. Finland: “Apply a comprehensive sexual and reproductive health and rights approach to guarantee access of all sex workers, as well as their

% clients and clients’ spouses and partners, to adequate health services and sexual education”
J

1. Oxfam (21 March 2007). All costs, no benefts: How TRIPS-plus intellectual property rules in the US-Jordan FTA affect access to medicines.
Available at: https://www.oxfam.org/sites/www.oxfam.org/fles/all%20costs,%20n0%20benefts.pdf

2. Médecins Sans Frontieres (2012). Trading Away Health: The Trans-Pacifc Partnership Agreement (TPP).
Available at: http://www.doctorswithoutborders.org/sites/usa/fles/Access_Briefng_TPP_ENG_2013.pdf

3. https://www.ag.gov.au/tobaccoplainpackaging,%20http://www.twn.my/title2/health.info/2015/hi151002.htm

4.  Rungpry S., and Kelly, J., (July 2008). Asialaw IP Review. Compulsory Development Licensing in Thailand.
Available at: http://www.tilleke.com/sites/default/fles/compulsory_licensing_developments_TH.pdf

5.  Medecins Sans Frontieres 21 April 2005. The Future of Generic Medicines Made in India.
Available at: http://www.msf.org/article/future-generic-medicines-made-india

6. Akaleephan C, Wibulpolprasert S, Sakulbumrungsil R, et al. (2009). Extension of market exclusivity and its impact on the accessibility to
essential medicines, and drug expense in Thailand: Analysis of the effect of TRIPS Plus proposal.
Health Policy. doi:10.1016/j.healthpol.2008.12.009(2009),d0i:10.1016/j.healthpol.2008.12.00

7. Nusaraporn Kessomboon, Jiraporn Limpananont, Vidhaya Kulsomboon, Usawadee Maleewong, Achara Eksaengsri and Prinya Paothong.
(2010).
Impact on Access to Medicines from TRIPS PLUS: A CASE STUDY OF THAI, US FTA. Southeast Asian J Trop Med Public Health; Vol. 41(3)

8.  Global Affairs Canada (31 December 2015.) Eli Lilly and Company v. Government of Canada. Available at:
http://www.international.gc.ca/trade-agreements-accords-commerciaux/topics-domaines/disp-diff/eli.aspx?lang=eng

9. Kuanpoth, J. (4 March 2015). Thailand Must Stand Firm in Trade Deal Talks. Thailand Development Research Institute.
http://tdri.or.th/en/tdri-insight/thailand-must-stand-frm-in-trade-deal-talks/

This information was prepared by FTA Watch on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by FTA Watch, Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF),

and Land Watch Working Group (LWWG).
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://focusweb.org/sitesimww.focusweb.org/fles/lUPR%202%20cycle%20review%020.pdf




The recommendations are proposed based on recommendations previously made by UN treaty bodies and special procedures:

1. Recommendation 1 is based on: Committee on the Rights of the Child (17 March 2006). Concluding observations, Thailand. “Ensure that
regional and other free trade agreements do not have negative impact on enjoyment of right to health by children; more specifcally, ensure
- that such agreements will not negatively impact availability of drugs and medicines for children”
d 2. Recommendation 2: [N/A]
3. Recommendation 3: [N/A]

4. Recommendation 4: [N/A]
Recommendation 5 is based on: Committee on the Rights of the Child (17 February 2012). Concluding observations, Thailand. “Ensure
that prior to the negotiation and conclusion of free trade agreements, human rights assessments, including child rights, are conducted and
measures adopted to prevent violations.”

5. Recommendation 6 is based on: Human Rights Council (16 July 2013). Report of the Special Rapporteur on the human right to safe
drinking water and sanitation, Catarina de Albuquerque. “Revise and strengthen, with the support of experts from organizations, including
the Offce of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights and the Special Rapporteur, the procedure of public participation,
including public hearings, particularly in the EIA process in order to protect procedural rights”

6. Recommendation 7: [N/A]
7. Recommendation 8: [N/A]

8. Recommendation 9: [N/A]

This information was prepared by FTA Watch on the basis of the Joint NGO Submission by FTA Watch, Justice for Peace Foundation (JPF),

and Land Watch Working Group (LWWG).
Please access the Joint NGO Submission at the following link: http://focusweb.org/sitesimww.focusweb.org/fles/lUPR%202%20cycle%20review%020.pdf









