Chapter one

Introductory
1.1 Introduction:
The growth and expansion of human rights has been truly burning issue. Today the term human rights are used in connection with those rights which have been recognized by the global community and protected by the international legal instruments. Human rights reflect the moral conscience of the world and the highest common aspiration that everyone should live free from want and fear and have the opportunity to develop in dignity.
Human rights are commonly understood as in alienable fundamental rights to which a person is inherently entitled simply because she/he is a human being. These rights may exist as natural rights or a legal rights, an both national and international level.
The UN human rights treaties are at the core of the international system for the promotion and protection of human rights. Every UN member state is a party to one or more of the nine major human rights treaties. It is a universal human rights legal system which applies to virtually every child, women, man in the world.

The UN Charter established the United Nations to promote peace, human rights and the development of a better life for peoples. These goals are obviously interdependent, and international law (as the Secretary-General has often emphasized) is the means to realize them. So UN bodies must take international law - notably rights law – seriously.
Further, the Secretary-General's plan for reform of the UN system posits that "human rights”. Promotion must become a "crosscutting" effort, i.e., integrated into efforts to promote peace and "development." Yet integration, it seems, is no easy task. Twelve years after adoption of the HRD, no clear plan to implement it exists. One explanation may well be rooted in the lack of understanding of this subject (why and how to "mainstream"), which seems to pervade UN circles - where there is much human rights talk but little effort to get down to operational action. Another reason for inaction may be rooted in the fact that human rights are often a sensitive subject when it comes to implementation. 
Yet this is no excuse for inaction if the UN is to do what it is clearly obligated to do.
A burden of forthright leadership and effective advocacy falls heavily on the High Commissioner. Her office has repeatedly been charged with the duty of "promoting" and "coordinating" implementation; and the Secretary-General's administrative reforms provide a new opportunity to leverage human rights into the agendas of all UN development agencies. Indeed, UNDP, as the primary agency in this field, can help those efforts immeasurably by collaborating in the elaboration of an implementation plan of action.
In this research I try to explore the concept of UN human rights, does it work for all. Because to complete a research we must have knowledge about the concept of human rights and UN human rights system. I also try to explore the history of development of human rights and some important instruments of human rights. In this research the topics is UN human rights dose it work for all. But to discuss human rights all over the world is properly or not. So I try to represent all necessary in this research. I made some modification for make a good research.
1.2 Methodology
Research can be organized mainly in three ways as historical, analytical as empirical study. Historical study takes major emphasis on history of subject matter as historical important as well as . in an analytical study, it needs to analyze as compare the subject matter with relisted other subjects, it also requires elaboration of the subject matter as empirical study depends on information (data based).
Here my subject matter is "UN human rights, does it work for all"- this is the burning issue all over the world. In my research, I analyses the charter of UN as other laws which was prepared to Protect the human rights. I got few similarities as differences, which I have submitted in my •esearch paper. I also tried to elaborate the key points of UN charter other laws, the points which lot my attention in study. For any research, research question and methodology is very important. Without adopting proper methods it is difficult to conduct the research fruitfully. The optimum outcomes of the research depend largely on the adopting of the proper method related to the topic in the fill of investigation. When I prepare this research I followed some method IE: survey method, statistical method, historical method etc respectively where it is applicable. The techniques data collection followed in this research are interviewing questionnaire uses of document sources. I also took the help different website for collecting the topic related information.
1.3 Objective of the research:
The study focuses UN human rights, does it work for all. Though this it the objective of research although this department work for all over the world equally. Specific objectives of the study are to—
1.1 Explore the present situation of human rights system.

1.2 Explore the law regarding human rights all over the world. Specific in UN.

1.3 Find out the violation of human rights, Protects as promotes.

1.4 Evaluate existing organizational support for protecting human rights equally.

1.5 Identified the major causes of violation of the rights which was adopted to
protect the human rights for all over the world.

Draw suggestion as policy implication for ensuring UN human rights working
system all over the world equally. 

1.4 Statement of the Problem
The reason why human rights are violated or deprived of the lacking required supports may be stated as—
1.7 The   people   of the country   are   not   organized   to   demonstrate   their dissatisfaction as deprivation.

1.8 The existing regulatory bodies are not properly implemented as exercised to establish the human rights all over the world equally.

1.9 In some case they are aware of the laws but don't have knowledge on how to get services of these laws.

1.10
The effectiveness of many laws has been declined due to changing environment.
1.11 Enactment of new law regarding human protection is a timely demand.

1.12 Dose the situation comparable with the advancement of other developed as developing country?

1.13 What are the supports as services rendered by the UN government as non government institutions to protect the human rights equally?

1.14 What remedies as measurer should be adopted to overcome the violation of human rights all over the world equally.

Chapter 02
Conceptual Framework

2.1 Introduction

The United Nations (UN) has created a global structure for protecting human rights, based largely on its Charter, non-binding declarations, legally binding treaties and on various activities aimed at advancing democracy and human rights throughout the world.
The UN often finds it necessary to define rights in a cautious manner, as it is host to an extremely diverse group of member states, with varying economic, social, cultural and political histories. Subsequently, the UN must accommodate these differences in its mechanisms for protecting the human rights it has outlined in treaties and declarations. Thus, these methods may be less substantive or lack in strict enforcement as compared to those of regional institutions. Broad agreements allow the UN to accommodate a spectrum of different viewpoints. The UN thus affects more nations and many more individuals than any regional institution could.
The UN's system of human rights protection has three main components: first, it establishes international standards through its Charter, legally binding treaties, non-binding declarations, agreements, and documents; next, it mandates Special Rapporteurs and experts, and groups, such as working groups, committees and treaty bodies, to work in various manners for the promotion and protection of human rights; finally, it offers technical assistance through the Voluntary Fund for Advisory Services and Technical Assistance in the field of Human Rights.
2.2 Human rights:

Human rights which were typically called the rights of man or natural rights are those rights that are inherent in human persons and without which they cannot live as human beings. Human rights come with birth and every person is entitled to them simply because he or she is human, they are applicable to all people throughout the world irrespective of their race, color, sex, language or other opinion, nationality, birth or other status, because they are human beings.
As pointed out by Fawcett, "Human rights are some basic rights they are those which must not be taken away by any legislature or any act of government and which are often set out in a constitution".
On the other hand, human rights means the rights of man and woman or natural rights , are those rights are inherent in human persons. Human rights are those rights inherent in every human being and without they cannot as human .Human rights are distinct from other rights by three principle, they are
They inherent universally in all human being thought out their lives in virtue in humanity along.Their primary correction duties for all state and their public authorities, not on other individuals. Human rights any basic right or freedom to which all human beings are entitled and in whose exercise a government may not interfere (including rights to life and liberty as well as freedom of thought and expression and equality before law).Human rights which man and woman deserve as human being and are necessary for life as a human being.

2.3 United nation define human rights:
Human rights are universal legal guarantees protecting individuals and groups against actions which interfere human dignity.
Some of the most important characteristics of human rights are the following: they ate internationally recognized , legally protected, on the dignity of the human being, to protect individuals and groups ,obligate state and state actions, cannot be waived/taken away, equal and interdependent are universal.
Everyone should enjoy human rights without discrimination as to sex, age, language, religion or race.
Human rights are an essential element of one's humanity. It cannot be violated unless determined by law and solely for the purpose of securing due recognition ads respect for the rights of others ads of meeting the just requirements of the general welfare, morality and public order in a democratic society.
Certain rights canrjj0t be sacrificed in favor of other rights because taken together, these rights make human beings whole.

2.4 United Nation Rights System
1 he United Nations was established on 24 October 1945 by 51 countries committed to reserving peace through international cooperation and collective security. Today, nearly every action in the world belongs to the UN: membership totals 193 countries.
When States become Members of the United Nations, they agree to accept the obligations of the UN Charter, an international treaty that sets out basic principles of international relations. According to the Charter, the UN has four purposes:
· to maintain international peace and security;

· to develop friendly relations among nations;

· to cooperate in solving international problems and in promoting respect for human rights;

· And to be a centre for harmonizing the actions of nations.

The United Nations is not a world government and it does not make laws. It does, however, provide the means to help resolve international conflicts and formulate policies on matters affecting all of us. At the UN, all the Member States — large and small, rich and poor, with differing political views and social systems — have a voice and a vote in this process.
The United Nations has six main organs. Five of them- the General Assembly, the Security (council, the Economic and Social Council, the Trusteeship Council and the Secretariat-are based at UN Headquarters in New York. The sixth, the International Court of Justice, is located at The Hague in the Netherlands.

The UN Charter established the United Nations to promote peace, human rights and the development of a better life for peoples. These goals are obviously interdependent, and international law (as the Secretary-General has often emphasized) is the means to realize them. So UN bodies must take international law - notably rights law - seriously.
Further, the Secretary-General's plan for reform of the UN system posits that "human rights" promotion must become a "crosscutting" effort, i.e., integrated into efforts to promote peace and "development." Yet integration, it seems, is no easy task. Twelve years after adoption of the HRD, no clear plan to implement it exists. One explanation may well be rooted in the lack of understanding of this subject (why and how to "mainstream"), which seems to pervade UN circles - where there is much human rights talk but little effort to get down to operational action. Another reason for inaction may be rooted in the fact that human rights is often a sensitive subject when it comes to implementation. Yet this is no excuse for inaction if the UN is to do what it is clearly obligated to do. -
A burden of forthright leadership and effective advocacy falls heavily on the High Commissioner. Her office has repeatedly been charged with the duty of "promoting" and "coordinating" implementation; and the Secretary-General's administrative reforms provide a new opportunity to leverage human rights into the agendas of all UN development agencies. Indeed, UNDP, as the primary agency in this field, can help those efforts immeasurably by collaborating in the elaboration of an implementation plan of action.
It is hoped that the preceding text has identified the goals and tasks of such a plan, and some concrete steps to be taken by IDAs and governments. Briefly noted now, are some initiatives that the High Commissioner, aided by UNDP, can take to mobilize the UN to implement the HRD capacity building.

Unfortunately, ignorance and insensitivity now pervade the UN system when t comes to the HRD. There is an urgent, perhaps priority, need to create cadres of articulate, knowledgeable, imaginative and energetic actors (within both UNDP and the High Commissioner's office) who share a common understanding of "what must be done" and who can provide guidance, first to the High Commissioner and UNDP and then to governments, IDAs and 11 relevant UN bodies (including Working Groups, the Commission on Human Rights and its progeny, the committees which monitor human rights treaties and all UN development-related agencies). Mobilization and provision of training and technical assistance geared to the various implementation tasks of these organs is, by itself, a major project.
Explaining the goals and means of implementation to the international community in operational (not abstract) terms is a corollary task. The office of the High Commissioner is a "bully pulpit" for the articulation of human rights policy. UNDP, UNICEF and other agencies can provide, in theory, networks enabling dissemination of HRD implementation messages to a large body of relevant actors. The Human Development Report commissioned by UNDP has, surely, a valuable educational role to play. But, to guide the effort, the High Commissioner (with UNDP) must provide what previous "Working Groups" and others have so far failed to provide: a clear vision of what must be done, why it must be done - and how it can be done. Emphasis on the HRD as international law is an important theme of this message because recognition of this status of the HRD removes discourse about implementation from the paralyzing realm of politics - and accusations of "political conditionally" - to the realm of discourse about universal duties grounded in the repeated consensus and solemn commitments of the international community.
Mobilizing the UN system to act as a "system" is a major but difficult task. The failure of the UN "family" of institutions, publications and field operations to act with coherence and vigor has long been Despairing theme of human rights literature. Yet implementation of the HRD offers unique, new opportunities to press for concerted action because the Vienna and Copenhagen Conferences and the General Assembly (repeatedly) have demanded such action. Steps to achieve coordination should include:

Adoption by UNDP of clear policies and operational guidelines to govern its "mainstream" development programmers (e.g., rules that obligate the promotion and protection of rights by setting standards for participation and participatory analyses of the human rights implications of each UNDP activity or country programmer; establishing human rights "realization targets;" and providing for disclosure, transparency and "due process," including machinery for hearing and resolving grievances). There is nothing very novel here: the World Bank (which, ironically, has no human rights policy) has issued operational guidelines - rules governing projects - which cover these and other relevant subjects; the OECD's "DAC Principles" provide additional models 
for operational rules. UNDP should no longer ignore these precedents; it cannot "implement" without them" by showing to the international community how that commitment must work in
practice.

Treaty monitoring. The Committees that monitor the two Covenants (the HRC and the CESCR) and the women's and children's Conventions (CEDAW and CRC) can be pressed to focus more explicitly on the law and practice within reporting countries, which govern both policymaking and the actual administration of "development," including the provision of social services and regimes of protective legislation (e.g., to secure worker rights). In this context the HRC could focus on the extent to which rights of participation, disclosure and due process are actually recognized and fully protected; CESCR could focus on the use of impact analyses, and on whether and how "progressive realization" targets are incorporated and measured in projects and sectorial programmers, and on regulatory regimes. CEDAW and CRC could focus on all of the above in relation to women and the young, as well as other measures necessary to realize, through development, rights promised by those conventions.

Using the "UN Decade for Human Rights Education" (HRE) to mobilize NGOs. This "decade," once celebrated as a centerpiece UN effort, has apparently fallen into disarray. Several pathologies seem to afflict the effort. One is a lack of leadership. Another is the dubious assumption that HRE can be provided by governmental bodies (vs. the assumption that governmental bodies should often be the targets rather than providers) coupled with a neglect of the vital role of civil society. Still another is the lack of operational, result-oriented HRE directed at reforming relevant spheres of governance. In this context, the complete failure of proposed plans for the HRE Decade (e.g., the UNESCO "Montreal" instrument of 1994; the High Commissioner's 1995 report) to discuss the HRD seems almost inexcusable. Yet, perhaps, the Decade can still be salvaged and used as a vehicle to promote HRE focused on the HRD. The need to mobilize civil society awareness and support for implementation is obviously most important and perhaps the Decade provides the occasion to mount the effort. The High Commissioner has the authority to coordinate and stimulate efforts to promote this activity.

The above are simply illustrative items on a potentially large agenda. Many more could be added notably with regard to a broader role for the High Commissioner in pressing the specialized agencies, major IDAs (especially the Bank), foundations and other relevant international organizations (e.g., OECD) to recognize and respect the HRD in rhetoric and support implementation through actions.
The High Commissioner and the ILD. It remains important to locate the HRD as international law within the broader context of the ILD. Recognition of the ILD and efforts to codify and document it are tasks of profound long-term significance. Policies favoring unrestricted trade and investment are now major forces shaping the face of development. Exclusive focus on the ideology of "growth" (unlinked from other priorities) once again threatens to displace the "human development" paradigm so recently embraced (after decades of "lawless" development) by IDAs and the UN.

The harms to human rights and environments that result from unregulated trade, investment and industrialization have repeatedly been revealed. The zeal of some governments to promote these policies sometimes leads to corruption, greed, and political repression of efforts to confront the social costs of "globalization."

The extent to which the HRD can be promoted/protected through regulations built into trade and investment laws is an important, problematic subject. Surely needed, first, are basic national commitments to create "enabling environments" as an antecedent framework of law and policy within which trade, investment and other commercial and business transactions are adopted.

At this meeting on bringing human rights into all spheres of development (which she is cosponsoring), the High Commissioner has spoken eloquently of her role as an international advocate who must persuade governments (and the IMF and the Bank) to put regimes of trade, investment and industrialization under a "rule of law" (her words) designed to assure protection and realization of human rights as goals that must transcend and regulate growth.

The ILD supplies the content and authority for this "rule of law" advocacy. So the task is to secure international recognition of the ILD as an overarching and overriding body of principles providing a required framework for sectors of development and economic policy.
The High Commissioner can provide the ILD with greater visibility and authority by initiating efforts to promote its recognition, restatement and annotation by legal and other scholars, and then by appropriate UN bodies (including UNCTAD and the ILC) and by governments. This, too, is a challenging task.

Chapter Three
Development of the Concept of Human Rights
3.1 Introduction
Though the protection of human rights may be traced back to Greek civilization,
 it is believed, "international protection of human rights is firmly established in international human rights law
 which has been systematically developing from the first quarter of the 20lh century. Only after the Second World War, systematic attention has been given in international law through world bodies for the protection of human rights. But before the Second World War, Muslim states used to protect human rights based on the Quran and the Sunnah by their respective state laws, though, however, there were difference among them regarding the mode of implementation of these rights.

3.2 The Later Age
In the later ages, we find national and regional arrangements for the protection of human rights. Mention may be made of Magna Charta, 1215; the Petition of Rights, 1628; the Bill of rights, 1689; Act of Settlement, 1702; the Virginia Bill of Rights, 1776; American Declaration of Independence, 1776; French Declaration of Rights of man and citizen, 1789; and American Bill of Rights, 1791. These were important national instruments, which dealt with some human rights and fundamental freedoms applicable to the peoples of the concerned states, and it is evident that these instruments were mostly concerned with civil and political rights. In fact, "The civil and political rights are primarily associated with the English, American and French bourgeois revolution of the 17th and 18th century. On the other hand, economic, social and cultural rights find its origins primarily in the socialist and Marxist revolutions of the early 20th century".
 However, on analysis we find in the above instruments two concepts regarding human rights and fundamental freedoms-(i) inalienability and (ii) rule of law.
"

3.3 After First World War
After Fist World War, efforts were made for the protection of minority, religious freedom, protection and treatment of the war wounded persons. These were some provisions of human rights, which were not enjoyed by all the members of human family; because there was no effective universal instrument for the protection and promotion of human rights.

3.4 After Second World War
After Second World War, which resulted in devastation in Hiroshima and Nagasaki in Japan as a result of Atom Bomb explosion causing huge casualty of civilians and destruction of property, the world leaders thought seriously as to how humanity could be given protection. In fact, the total devastation of the Second World War which affected hundreds of million of people led to the birth of the United Nations on 24 October, 1945 in recognition that "human rights and fundamental freedoms were corner stones for future maintenance of peace and international security.

3.5 Conclusion
The concept of human rights has been established after Second World War, When the General Assembly proclaims The Universal Declaration of Human Rights as a common standard of achievement for all people and all nations.

Chapter Four
United Nations Human Rights Framework
4.1
Introduction:-
For individuals chose human rights are being violated and for the groups that seek to defend them, the effect vanes of the UK human rights system depends to on important degree upon its ability to "enforce" respect for the legal norms that original within it. But the very concept of such international enforcement is controversial an resisted by a significant number of government. It is therefore not surprising that, although the UN has been very effective in setting standards in many human rights fields, enormous energy has been invested in hotly contested efforts to established institutions and procedures capable of securing enforcement. To implement or ensuring human rights UN follows two types of mechanisms. One of them is treaty based and another is charter based mechanisms. They are discus briefly in following manner-
4.2 History
International legal agreements and organizations pre-date the formation of the United Nations. At the International Peace Conference in The Hague in 1899 over 25 nations met for ten weeks /to codify the laws of war, both on land and at sea. In addition to this monumental agreement, they also formulated instruments for peaceful crisis settlement and war prevention. This formal statement on the desirability of international peace laid the foundation for such organizations as the League of Nations and the United Nations.
Twenty years later, the League of Nations was founded. At the Treaty of Versailles in 1919, the victors of the First World War convened to negotiate a peace settlement. At this conference, the League, the UN's predecessor, was formed "to promote international cooperation and to achieve peace and security" throughout the world. Member states agreed not to go to war with one another without first submitting complaints to any offending state; and for offending states who were not members of the League, its members pledged not to go to war without an enquiry to the state. The League had originally been proposed by the president of the United States (US)
Woodrow Wilson, but domestic pressure prevented the US from ever joining. The League of Nations lasted only until 1946; it dissolved after it failed to prevent the outbreak of World War II.
The trauma and violence of World War II (WWII) inspired the Allied Nations to try to establish a peace-keeping organization for the prevention of the recurrence of such horrors. On June 12, 1941, a preliminary move toward the establishment of the United Nations occurred with the signing of the Inter-Allied Declaration. Signed in London, the Inter-Allied Declaration pledged that the Allied powers would "work together, with other free peoples, both in war and in peace".

Two months later, President of the United States Franklin Delano Roosevelt of the United States and Prime Minister of the United Kingdom Winston Churchill agreed upon a doctrine upon which to base international cooperation. The two main principles behind the UN, the establishment of both world peace and global security, are found in the Atlantic Charter. Roosevelt and Churchill signed this document while on board the HMS Prince of Wales on August 14, 1941. The signing signaled that the Allied Powers intended to form a stronger, more effective organization than the League of Nations had proven to be.

On January 1, 1942, representatives from the 26 Allied nations gathered in Washington, DC to ''sign the Declaration by United Nations. This document reaffirmed the goals set by the Atlantic Charter. It also first contained the term "United Nations", which had been suggested by President Roosevelt.
In F943, two conferences were held during which nations recognized that the goals set forth in "me Declaration by United Nations regarding international peace and security should be upheld within an international organization. The governments of the Soviet Union (USSR), the UK, the US and China signed such an agreement to this end in Moscow on October 30; leaders of the US, the USSR and the UK renewed this intention at Teheran on December 1, 1943.

From these agreements, leaders from the United States, the United Kingdom, the Soviet Union and China met for several months in the fall of 1944 in Washington, DC, to determine the goals, structure, and methods of functioning for the United Nations. These meetings held between September 21 and October 7 became known as the Dumbarton Oaks Conference.

On February 11, 1945, President Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill and Premier Joseph Stalin met at Yalta and announced their resolution to form "a general international organization to maintain peace and security".

The San Francisco Conference of 1945 propelled the United Nations into reality. On April 25, delegates from fifty nations across the globe gathered in San Francisco, where they negotiated and drew up the 111-article Charter of the United Nations; the Charter was then unanimously adopted on June 25 and signed on June 26. Poland was not represented at the conference, but soon signed the Charter to become the 51st and last original member state.

The Charter's preamble states the purpose in founding such an institution: "We the peoples of the United Nations determined...to reaffirm faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth of the human person, in the equal rights of men and women and of nations large and small ..." The Charter itself includes the following goals: "...To achieve international co-operation in solving international problems of an economic, social, cultural or humanitarian character, and in promoting and encouraging respect for human rights and for fundamental freedoms for all without distinction as to race, sex, language, or religion..."

The United Nations officially became an institution with the ratification of the UN Charter on October 24, 1945. From then on, it quickly became an active international body. On January 10, 1946, the first General Assembly met at Westminster, London. There were 51 nations represented at this first meeting. One week later, on January 17, the Security Council first met, also in London. The following week, on January 24, the General Assembly adopted its first resolution, focusing on peaceful uses of atomic energy and the elimination of weapons of mass destruction. February 1 of that year saw the appointment of the first Secretary-General, Trivet Lie, from Norway. The UN Headquarters were first established in New York City on October 24,
1949.

4.3 Main Bodies of the United Nations
The United Nations is composed of six major bodies: the General Assembly, the Secretariat, the Security Council, the International Court of Justice, the Trusteeship Council and the Economic and Social Council. Although the United Nations was divided into these six spheres, they are of unequal size (some possess many subsidiary bodies and committees while others have very few), status (some are quite powerful while others have become almost obsolete), and relevance to human rig extensively on the issue while others bear little or no relevance for the protecting and promotion of human rights).
General Assembly
The General Assembly is the legislative body of the UN. It currently consists of 191 member states, all of which must take part in its sessions and none of which may have more than five representatives. The General Assembly has established Permanent Committees, such as the seven Main Committees, the Procedural Commissions and the Permanent Commissions, that meet between General Assembly sessions. It is also responsible for appointing the Secretary-General, upon recommendation from the Security Council, to a renewable five year term.
Secretariat
The Secretariat is headed by the UN Secretary-General, who is recommended by the Security Council and then appointed to a five-year term by the General Assembly. It is in charge of carrying out programs designed by other branches of the United Nations, such as peacekeeping missions, international dispute mediation, and studying economic, cultural, human rights, or social trends. It also handles administrative details, such as speech and documents translations, UN news and information releases, and international conference co-ordinations. The Secretariat hosts around 9,000 staff members.
Security Council
The Security Council possesses the power to draft resolutions providing for the use of force against states, with an emphasis on non-violent conflict resolution and preventative measures. In order to pass a resolution permitting the use of arms against a state, it must gain at least nine "yea" votes from its fifteen members with no vetoes. Only its permanent members hold veto power. Its composition was established in the UN Charter, and. -consists of five permanent members, China, France, Russia, the United Kingdom and the United States. Additionally, ten non-permanent members serve on the Council who are elected to two year terms. Non-members may participate in hearings and meetings, but may not vote. The Security Council is an important branch of the UN, developed for the maintenance of peace and security in the world.
International Court of Justice
The International Court of Justice (ICJ), the judicial branch of the UN, is based in the Hague, the Netherlands, and was established in 1945 by the Charter of the United Nations. All states that have signed the UN Charter are members of the ICJ. Its jurisdiction extends to international conflicts, with the exception of political ones. Its responsibilities include: giving opinions on concrete topics; ruling on cases; and clarifying international legal norms.
The ICJ is the latest step in the continuing evolution of international courts. The first such court, Permanent Court of Arbitration, was founded in 1899 and still exists today. The Permanent Court of International Justice was created by the League of Nations and existed between 1922 and 1946. It served as the model on which the International Court of Justice is based.
Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC)
The Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC) makes recommendations to the General Assembly on human rights issues. It reviews the reports submitted by the Commission on Human Rights and submits the amended versions to the General Assembly. ECOSOC is composed of 54 members serving three year terms; members meet twice a year. Additionally, it oversees several committees and commissions, such as the Commission on Human Rights, the Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights, the Commission on the Status of Women and the Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice, as well as UN specialized agencies, such as the International Labor Organization (ILO) and the World Health Organization (WHO).
Trusteeship Council
This council was originally established to preside over the so-called "dependent areas" within the international Trusteeship System, under Article 75 of the UN Charter. However, the goals for and tasks of the Council have largely been fulfilled, and it is therefore now mostly obsolete. Currently, the Trusteeship Council only meets if and when a scenario requires it.
United Nations action for peace: In Africa
UN peace efforts have taken many forms over the years, including the long campaign against apartheid in South Africa, active support for Namibian independence, a number of electoral support missions and 25 peacekeeping operations. The most recent operation was established in South Sudan (2011). Of course, the UN had already been on the ground in Sudan, to address what the UN Emergency Relief Coordinator had called the worst non-natural humanitarian crisis in the world. And in 2005, acting on findings of widespread human rights violations, the Security Council referred the situation in the Darfur region of Sudan to the Prosecutor of the International Criminal Court.
The UN has also undertaken wide-ranging diplomatic efforts to restore peace in the Great Lakes region, and it is helping to prepare for a referendum on the future of Western Sahara. Elsewhere in Africa, UN field missions continue their peace-building activities in several countries.
In Asia and the Pacific
Since 2002, the United Nations Assistance Mission in Afghanistan has worked to promote national reconciliation and to fulfil the tasks entrusted to the United Nations in the 2001 Bonn Agreement — including the areas of human rights, the rule of law and gender — as well as managing all UN humanitarian, relief, recovery and reconstruction activities in Afghanistan, in coordination with the Afghan government.
UNAMA integrates all UN activities in Afghanistan, including those of 20 UN agencies, working together with their Afghan government counterparts and with national and international non-governmental organizations (NGOs).
When a peacekeeping mission in Tajikistan completed its work in 2000, a UN office was opened to provide the political framework and leadership for various peace-building activities. And UN military observers continue to monitor the ceasefire line between India and Pakistan in the State of Jammu and Kashmir.
In East Timor. UN-brokered talks between Indonesia and Portugal culminated in a May 1999 agreement which paved the way for a popular consultation on the status of the territory. UN-supervised voter registration led to an August 1999 ballot in which 78 per cent of East Timorese voted for independence — leading to the establishment of the independent state of Timor-Leste in 2002. A mission remains in the country to assist in consolidating stability, democratic governance and national reconciliation.
In Europe
A United Nations peacekeeping force in Cyprus continues to supervise the ceasefire lines, maintain the buffer zone and undertake humanitarian activities on that divided island. Its presence provides a conducive environment for the diplomatic efforts of the Secretary-General and his Special Adviser, aimed at promoting negotiations and achieving a comprehensive settlement.
The UN worked strenuously towards resolving the conflict in the former Yugoslavia while providing relief assistance to millions of people. From 1992 to 1995, UN peacekeepers helped bring peace and security to Croatia, protect civilians in Bosnia and Herzegovina, and ensure that the former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia was not drawn into the war. Following the 1995 Dayton-Paris peace agreements, four UN missions helped secure the peace.
Today, the United Nations Interim Administration Mission in Kosovo (UNMIK) continues to work with the people of Kosovo to create a functioning, democratic society. Established in 1999 allowing the end of NATO air bombings and the withdrawal of Yugoslav forces, UNMIK rings together efforts by the European Union, the Organization for Security and Cooperation in Europe and the United Nations under the umbrella of the UN.

In the Americas
UN peacemaking and peacekeeping have been instrumental in resolving protracted conflicts in Central America. In 1989, in Nicaragua, the peace effort led to voluntary demobilization of the resistance movement, whose members turned in their weapons to the UN. In 1990, a UN mission observed Nicaragua's elections — the first UN-observed elections in an independent country. In El Salvador, peace talks mediated by the Secretary-General ended 12 years of fighting and a UN peacekeeping mission verified implementation of all agreements. And in Guatemala, UN-assisted negotiations ended a 35-year civil war.
In the Middle East
UN concern over the Arab-Israeli conflict spans nearly six decades and five full-fledged wars. The UN has defined principles for a just and lasting peace, including two benchmark Security Council resolutions -- 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) -- which remain the basis for an overall settlement.

The UN has supported other initiatives aimed at solving underlying political problems, and has dispatched various peacekeeping operations to the region. The UN's first military observer group was set up in 1948 and maintains its presence in the area to this day. The UN's first peacekeeping force was also set up there, during the Suez crisis of 1956. Two peacekeeping forces are currently in the region. One, established in 1974, maintains an area of separation on the Golan Heights between Israeli and Syrian troops. The other, established in 1978, contributes to stability in southern Lebanon. Following the 2006 crisis, this mission has been monitoring the cessation of hostilities, supported the deployment of the Lebanese armed forces and helped to deliver humanitarian assistance.

On the diplomatic front, the United Nations actively participates in efforts to reach a negotiated solution as a member of the "Quartet" - comprising the UN, the United States, the European Union and the Russian Federation. In 2003, a "Road Map" to a permanent two-State solution, presented by the Quartet, was accepted by both parties but has not yet been implemented. Meanwhile, the UN continues, through the actions of the Security Council and other bodies, as well as of the Secretary-General and his Special Coordinator for the Middle East Peace Process, to promote a peaceful resolution of the situation.

In Iraq, following the 2003 war, the Security Council established the UN Assistance Mission for Iraq (UNAMI).   Its aim is to assist with the political process and coordinate humanitarian assistance.
The end of occupation and the formal restoration of Iraqi sovereignty in 2004 marked a new phase in Iraq's transitional process, leading to the 2005 elections. With the support of UNAMI, the Secretary-General's Special Representative and the UN Electoral Assistance Division, and despite the constant threat of violence, Iraqis turned out to exercise their political rights, leading to the inauguration of a new Government in 2006.

3n 19 August 2003, the UN headquarters in Baghdad was the target of a terrorist attack that resulted in 22 deaths, including the head of mission, Sergio Vieira de Mello, and more than 150 injured.

4.4 Charter-Based Mechanisms for Human Rights Protection and Promotion
Charter based:-
Charter based mechanisms is those types of mechanisms which was adopted of a charter. That means those rights are protect, issues, enforcement by the rules of the charter. 

The type of protection provided by the United Nations on issues of human rights is based on either Charter-based or treaty-based mechanisms. Those mechanisms based on the UN Charter include: the Universal Declaration of Human Rights; the Commission on Human Rights; and the Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights.
Universal Declaration of Human Rights
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR) is one of the first international documents to be based on the idea that rights are guaranteed to each human being. Most previous international declarations and treaties were based on the idea of positivism, whereby rights are only recognized once they have been set forth in national legislation. Like the UN itself, the UDHR was written with the aim of establishing world peace by promoting human rights. Originally, the UDHR brought together 58 distinct geographic, cultural and political backgrounds in the formation of one universal document. Although the UDHR is not legally binding it has created international human rights standards that are codified in various international treaties.
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights was drafted between January \ 947 and December 948. Its text was composed by the then eight-member Commission on Human Rights headed by leaner Roosevelt, and sought to include the whole spectrum of human rights: from cultural, social and economic to civil and political rights. Following over 1,400 votes modifying the document's text, the UN General Assembly unanimously passed the Declaration on December
10, 1948, with eight abstentions to the vote, coming from Belarus, Czechoslovakia, Poland,
Saudi Arabia, South Africa, the Soviet Union, Ukraine, and Yugoslavia.
The UDHR consists of 30 articles specifying basic rights guaranteed to each individual. The first two articles establish the document's premise, that all humans share universal equality, and that  equality is based on the fundamental dignity bestowed upon humanity. This equality of human dignity translates to universality of human rights. Included in the notion of universality is idea that these rights are automatically extended to everyone and may not be denied for any on or because of any action an individual may commit.
Article 1 states: "[A]II human beings are born equal in dignity and rights. They are endowed with m and conscience and should act towards one another in a spirit of brotherhood."

Article continues: "Everyone is entitled to all the rights and freedoms set forth in this ration, without distinction of any kind such as race, color, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property,, birth or other status.”
Articles 3 through 21 specify civil and political rights. In these articles, rights set forth include the right to life, liberty, a fair trial, free speech, privacy, of personal security, and of movement, as well as freedom from slavery, torture, and arbitrary arrest.

Articles 22 through 27 provide for economic, social and cultural rights. These rights are specified as an indispensable aspect of an individual's life, being necessary for one's dignity and personal development, and include economic rights such as the right to social security, economic work-related rights, fair payment and leisure; social rights such as the right to an adequate standard of health, well-being and education; and cultural rights, such as the right to participate in cultural life.

Finally, Articles 28 through 30 establish a general framework to provide for the enjoyment of human rights: the recognition of the right to a social and international system that promotes human rights; a statement that humans have obligations to the community along with
fundamental rights; and a reminder that no state or individual may utilize the Declaration to
promote goals contrary to the mission or goals of the UN.

Commission on Human Rights
Composed of 53 member states, the Commission on Human Rights is the Charter-based body that most directly deals with the area of human rights. It is assisted by the Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights, individual experts, representatives, and Special Reporters. The Commission on Human Rights meets for six weeks each year in Geneva, although it may also meet in majority-endorsed "Special Sessions" in order to provide the most expeditious manner of dealing with human rights abuses. In evaluating a situation, the Commission may choose to monitor a situation itself or may request for an outside body to do so. Its jurisdiction of human rights protection was expanded by ECOSOC in the 1970s to include the globe.

From its inception, the Commission has influenced international human rights standards, working to set as well as to enforce rights standards. It helped author the Universal Declaration of Human Rights in 1948. Since then, it has formed standards relating to the right to development, civil and political rights, economic, social and cultural rights, the elimination of racial discrimination, torture, the rights of the child and the rights of human rights defenders.
Monitoring Human Rights
The Commission on Human Rights also devotes much time to monitoring the implementation of the standards it has set. It may turn to any number of permanent or special procedures when examining a specific area of human rights. Its two permanent procedures are the 1503 Procedure and the 1235 Procedure; its special procedures include fact-finding missions, thematic mechanisms or mandates and advisory services.
The 1503 Procedure is a confidential procedure named after ECOSCO Resolution 1503 by which it was established. It is activated when the Commission receives a communication about a consistent pattern of gross human rights violations. Violations considered under this procedure include genocide, apartheid, racial or ethnic discrimination, torture, forced mass migrations and lass imprisonment without a trial. The report of consistent gross human rights violations to the commission may not be an anonymous one, yet does not require the consent of the state concerned for an investigation to take place. This regulation gives the Commission great leeway deciding how to best approach a situation. Following its investigation, the Commission then decides what action to take. When a 1503 Procedure has failed to stop a human rights violation it s investigated, the Commission on Human Rights may invoke the 1235 Procedure under which it can hold an annual public debate about the gross violations of human rights in question. If this also fails to adequately affect the situation, the Commission may move to have ECOSOC pass a resolution condemning the violators. This public condemnation tarnishes the reputation of the leaders in the state in question and discredits their legitimacy as political elites.

Among the special procedures available to the Commission on Human Rights, fact-finding missions are a useful tool. In a fact-finding mission, an expert or group of experts studies the an rights situation and looks for violations in a given state with the purpose of gathering information for a 1503 or a 1235 procedure. However, a fact-finding mission may only occur
the consent of the state whose human rights recorded is being questioned. As of April 2003, entries had extended standing invitations to the Thematic Special Nations Commission on Human Rights to investigate human rights issues, meaning that the Commission may initiate a fact-finding mission to any one of those countries at any time. For all other nations, the Commission must first seek and gain approval before dispatching its experts to the country.

Another special procedure available to the Commission on Human Rights is a thematic mechanism or mandate. Working groups and/or Special Reporters investigate human rights violations and the problems they have caused on a multi-state level. Recently, there has been an increase in the number of Special Reporters investigating human rights issues.

Lastly, the Commission on Human Rights offers advisory services to nations that request it. The commission provides educational and informational assistance to states in order to help them observe a high level of human rights protection. Additionally, the Commission on Human Rights may request assistance from the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights in the form of seminars, training courses, and clinics as well as advice from experts.

High Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights
The Sub-Commission was established by the Commission on Human Rights at its first meeting in 1947, and was titled the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities before a 1999 vote to change its name. It serves as the main subsidiary body to the Commission on Human Rights.
Sub-Commission is comprised of 26 member experts acting independently, without affiliation to their state of origin, though they are elected by the Commission proportionally according to geographical population distribution. Presently, member experts are divided as follows: seven from Africa, six from Western Europe and other States, five from Asia, five from Latin America and three from Eastern Europe. Each member has one alternate; half the members and their alternates are elected every two years and each serves for a term of four years. The Sub-commission meets for three weeks each year in Geneva; government officials, staff of UN specialized agencies and NGO observers may also attend their meetings.

The Sub-Commission's mission is to undertake studies under the guidance of the UDHR and to make recommendations to the Commission on Human Rights concerning the prevention of discrimination of any kind relating to human rights and fundamental freedoms and the protection of racial, national, religious and linguistic minorities. The Sub-Commission also undertakes work assigned to it by the Commission or ECOSOC, and distributes these assignments between its six working groups: the Working Group on Communications (which considers complaints regarding a consistent pattern of gross and verifiable violations of human rights within the scope of communications, together with any existing replies from governments), the Working Group on Contemporary Forms of Slavery, the Working Group on Indigenous Populations, the Working Group on Minorities, the Working Group on Administration of Justice and the Working Group on Transnational Corporations.

High Commissioner for Human Rights
The position of the High Commissioner for Human Rights was established by the General Assembly of the United Nations in December 1993. The High Commissioner carries out the Secretary-General's "good offices" duties relating to human rights, and is accountable to the Economic and Social Council as well as the Secretary-General. The Commissioner holds the principal position of promoting human rights and dealing with human rights activities in the UN, and must also maintain dialogue with all member states on the subject of human rights. Responsibilities of the High Commissioner include: crisis management; prevention and early warning of abuses; assistance to states in periods of political transition; promotion of substantive rights to governments; and coordination and rationalization of human rights programs.

The Commissioner is assisted by a Deputy to the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, a staff for dealing with substantive issues, and an administrative staff. The Deputy, who assists the Commissioner in fulfilling assignments, is the Officer-In-Charge when the Commissioner is absent. The policies of the High Commissioner are implemented by the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR), is "to protect and promote human rights for all." OHCHR fulfills its goals through a variety of activities, including: emphasizing the significance of human rights globally and locally; providing education and resources regarding human rights; supporting human rights organs and treaty monitoring bodies; and responding to serious human rights violations.

4.5 Treaty-Based Mechanisms for Human Rights Protection and Promotion3
Treaty based:-
Treaty based mechanisms is those types of mechanisms which is adopted of a treaty for which rights are granted, or issue or regulated by the treaty, that is called treaty based mechanisms.

International law takes precedence over the domestic law of a state. Thus, when a nation signs a treaty, it is pledging to adopt the provisions set forth within the treaty into the domestic law of a state. In this way, treaty-based mechanisms vary from Charter-based ones. Whereas the UN Charter's mechanisms are at times either not legally binding or require permission to be executed, treaties are backed by the norms regulating international law and are therefore legally binding.

International legal instruments take the form of a treaty (also called agreement, convention, protocol) which may be binding on the contracting states. When negotiations are completed, the text of a treaty is established as authentic and definitive and is "signed" to that effect by the representatives of states. There are various means by which a state expresses its consent to be bound by a treaty. The most common are ratification or accession. A new treaty is "ratified" by those states who have negotiated the instrument. A state which has not participated in the negotiations may, at a later stage, "accede" to the treaty. The treaty enters into force when a pre​determined number of states have ratified or acceded to the treaty.

When a state ratifies or accedes to a treaty, that state may make reservations to one or more articles of the treaty, unless reservations are prohibited by the treaty. Reservations may normally be withdrawn at any time. In some countries, international treaties take precedence over national law; in others, a specific law may be required to give an international treaty, although ratified or acceded to, the force of a national law. Practically all states that have ratified or acceded to an international treaty must issue decrees, amend existing laws or introduce new legislation in order for the treaty to be fully effective on the national territory.
The UN currently has seven human rights treaties: the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR); the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR); the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD); the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW); the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (CAT); the Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC); and the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families.

Each of these seven human rights treaties has a monitoring body, composed of independent experts who examine the reports that signatory nations submit under the treaty. These committees are also in charge of issuing "concluding observations/comments", where they summarize their concerns about certain states and also give recommendations for the future.
Four of the treaty committees have mechanisms to deal directly with individual complaints of human rights violations under their respective treaties. These four bodies are: the Human Rights Committee, for the ICCPR; the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, for the ICERD; the Committee on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women, for CEDAW; and the Committee against Torture, for CAT. Strict regulations exist regarding when an individual may formally issue a complaint to one of the monitoring bodies. All domestic options for settling the violation must have been previously exhausted. Additionally, the individual issuing the complaint must be under the jurisdiction of a state that is a party to the relevant treaty. No complaint may be made anonymously; it must come from either the victim, a representative of the victim, or, in rare circumstances in which it is impossible for either of these people to complain, a third, non-anonymous party may issue a complaint. The event in question must have occurred on or after the later date of either the treaty's entrance into force or the date the state in question signed the treaty.

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR):
This International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR) was adopted by the United Nations in 1966 and entered into force one decade later, in 1976. Along with the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, the amount of time that it took the ICESCR to enter into force may be partly attributed to the Cold War, in which Communist regimes, who advocated for economic, social and cultural rights, stood squarely against Western capitalist democracies, who embraced the civil and political rights codified in the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The ICESCR is monitored by the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.

Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
The Covenant itself did not provide for the creation of a monitoring body, so in the early days of ICESCR, states that had ratified the treaty reported to a working group of ECOSOC. In 1986, the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (CESCR) took over the role as an independent expert committee to monitor the implementation of the Covenant. Currently, the Committee does not have a mechanism for processing individual complaints, although in 1996, CESCR sent to the Commission on Human Rights a draft of a proposed optional protocol that would provide for this kind of complaints procedure. It meets three times a year in Geneva.

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR)
The International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, like the ICESCR, was adopted by the UN in 1966, but did not enter into force until 1976. Also like the ICESCR, the ICCPR saw a great deal of delay in its ratification due to the Cold War conflicts. These two treaties were signed separately because of the thought that political and civil rights could and must be guaranteed from the moment a nation signs on to the Covenant listing them, but that, while it was desirable for the same to be true of economic, social and cultural rights, it was not feasible. Implementation of social and economic rights was expected to take much time and thus could not be forced upon a nation merely because it has ratified the Covenant.

This application theory is recognized in the respective second articles of each Covenant: In Article 2, paragraph 1 of the ICCPR, the Covenant obliges a state "to respect and to ensure to all individuals...the rights recognized in the present Covenant." Meanwhile, a state "undertakes to take steps...to the maximum of its available resources, with a view to achieving progressively
the tull realization of the rights recognized in the present Covenant", according to Article 2, paragraph 1 of the ICESCR. The ICCPR is monitored by the Human Rights Committee.
These two treaties account for most of the provisions listed under the Universal Declaration of Human Rights; further, they make the provisions binding for those nations who are parties to the covenants. The two covenants along with their optional protocols and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights are known as the International Bill of Human Rights.

Human Rights Committee
The Human Rights Committee was established to ensure that the rights listed under the ICCPR were protected. It is composed of 18 elected representatives, who serve four-year terms as independent and not representatives of their state of origin, and is based in Geneva. Its role is comprised of four main duties: to review reports submitted by states on their domestic actions taken to comply with the treaty; to consider information submitted from one member state accusing another member state of violating the treaty in some manner; to consider individuals' complaints against states that have signed the treaty, as well as reports written also by NGO; and to issue "General Comments".
Each member state of the ICCPR is required to submit a report to the Human Rights Committee each year "on the measures they have adopted which give effect to the rights recognized herein and on the progress made in the enjoyment of those rights." (ICCPR, Article 40). These reports must contain both a general and a specific component to them. The general aspect of the report must include data and statistics on the nations' frameworks in place that protect the rights listed in the treaty, whereas the report's specific aspect must include information addressing each article in the ICCPR as well as information about court rulings and the extent to which rights are being enjoyed in the member state.

Member states may report on other member states not abiding by the treaty's provisions. If such a circumstance were to arise, the report would first be sent to the offending state. Then, if it were not addressed adequately by the state, it could be sent to the Human Rights Committee for review. Despite the availability of this mechanism, it has never been utilized.
In the case of the ICCPR, the state in question must be a party to the treaty's optional protocol, which allows for the registering of individual complaints. If all these preconditions are met, the complaint proceeds through three stages: the registration of the complaint, an examination of whether or not the complaint satisfactorily meets the preconditions, and a communication on whether the complaint falls under the ICCPR and may therefore be given consideration. When the Human Rights Committee considers a complaint, the Committee will submit "views" on the issue in an annual publication. Although these views may condemn a government or state sector, the Committee has no means of sanctioning the guilty party nor of enforcing its views.
International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination (ICERD)
The International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination was adopted in 1965 and entered Jnto force in 1969. It seeks to eliminate all forms of racial discriminations, and is monitored by the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination.
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination
The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) exists to monitor state parties to the CERD. It has 18 independent experts who are elected to CERD by state parties to the Convention. They meet in Geneva each year for two three-week sessions.
CERD's four main duties are the same as Human Rights Committee's: to review reports submitted by states on their domestic actions taken to comply with the treaty; to consider information submitted from one member state accusing another member state of violating the treaty in some manner; to consider individuals' complaints against states that have signed the treaty; and to issue written "General Comments".
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW)
The Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women was adopted 1979 and entered into force in 1981. It focuses on the areas of education, employment, health,
marriage, and the family as each area relates specifically to women. CEDAW calls for the elimination of discrimination against women within society as well as the adoption of legislation to further women's rights. It is monitored by the Committee on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women.

Committee on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women
The Committee on the Elimination of all forms of Discrimination against Women (the CEDAW Committee) monitors the CEDAW treaty. It consists of 23 independent experts who are elected by those states that are parties to the Convention. It is one of the four monitoring committees that may undertake confidential inquiries into individual complaints.

As the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination and the Human Rights Committee, the CEDAW Committee has four main duties: to review reports submitted by states on their domestic actions taken to comply with the treaty; to consider information submitted from one member state accusing another member state of violating the treaty in some manner; to consider individuals' complaints against states that have signed the treaty; and to issue Committee written "General Comments" on each state's compliance with the treaty, taking into account reports written also by NGOs, to present to the Secretary General.

The Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment was adopted in 1984 and entered into force in 1987. Among other provisions, it bans torture and rape as weapons during wartime. It is monitored by the Committee against Torture.
Committee against Torture
The Committee against Torture exists to monitor the Convention against Torture treaty. Its membership includes ten independent experts, elected by parties to the Convention. The Committee meets twice a year in Geneva for two to three weeks at a time, and submits an annual report to the UN General Assembly.
The Committee against Torture shares four of its five main duties with the Human Rights Committee, the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, and the CEDAW committee. Its mission includes: reviewing reports submitted by states on their domestic actions taken to comply with the treaty; considering information submitted from one member state accusing another member state of violating the treaty in some manner; considering individuals' complaints against states that have signed the treaty; issuing Committee written "General Comments" on each state's compliance with the treaty, taking into account reports written also by NGOs, to present to the Secretary General. In addition to these four shared goals; CAT also investigates into allegations of general systematic forms of torture.
Convention on the Rights of the Child (CRC)
The Convention on the Rights of the Child was adopted in November of 1989 and entered into force less than a year later, in September of 1990. It is the UN's most universally ratified human rights convention. It protects children from economic and sexual exploitation, among other things, and is monitored by the Committee on the Rights of the Child.
Committee on the Rights of the Child
The Committee on the Rights of the Child monitors the Convention on the Rights of the Child. While the Committee engages in many of the same practices as do other committees, there is no individual complaints mechanism associated with the Convention, nor is there one associated with either of its two optional protocols, the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the sale of children, child prostitution and child pornography and the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Rights of the Child on the involvement of children in armed conflict. However, the Committee still examines state reports submitted and makes general recommendations to the General Assembly on state parties and their compliance with the Convention.
International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families
"he latest of the UN's human rights treaties, the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families, was adopted in 1990 and
entered into force July 1, 2003. It is monitored by the Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families.
Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families
The Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families monitors the treaty under the same name. It is composed of 10 members, and its roles are: to examine state reports submitted and to make general recommendations. Under the treaty, it will be possible to address individual complaints once a minimum often states have agreed to the practice.

4.6 Conclusion:-
In monitoring human rights as in other matters, the influence of the UN bodies has reflected the transformation of the UN by the influx of new numbers and the dominance of the organization is to be followed to protect or regulated the human conduct and to developed the right of man and women all over the world equally.
Lastly this paper says that, United Nation human rights are those types of rights which is regulated the recognized charter or treaty.
Chapter Five

The Success of the United Nations
UN achievement for protection human rights:

What is the human rights policy of the United States and what is the place of human rights in United States foreign policy generally? I suggest that the confusion of United States policy reflects not only, or principally, different policies at different times by different administrations, but, rather, more than one policy at any time—a Congressional policy and a different executive policy: one policy in respect of international human rights in some countries and another policy for other countries; one policy abroad and another at home.
EXECUTIVE AMBIVALENCE

Human rights in other countries were the particular preoccupation of' liberal,' 'idealistic' elements which had come into the 'foreign policy establishment' during the war, and remained when the war was over easing members of the traditional foreign policy establishment, notably the career foreign service, tended to find the new international human ' rights movement 'unsophisticated,' and at best a nuisance. They were inclined to consider human rights conditions in any other country that country's business, and active concern with .those conditions by the United States, or by international institutions, to be meddlesome, officious, unprofessional, disturbing of 'friendly relations' and disruptive of sound diplomacy. During war, they had seen no reason to resist rhetorical declarations that served the needs of morale and psychological warfare, but they looked with growing concern when the wartime spirit and the influence of its amateur supporters continued in the postwar years. They were skeptical of international institutions generally, and resisted particularly their involvement in the internal affairs of states, such as human rights.
'Idealists' and 'realists' served the United States side-by-side, but they looked in different directions and saw United States interests differently. As the glow of victory and the 'spirit of the United Nations' waned, the influence of the human rights contingent receded and traditional diplomats again dominated. They concerned themselves with other important things: security, alignments, military bases, trade. But the human rights movement continued to command wide support from church and other 'do-good' bodies, and from particular ethnic constituencies, and therefore some support in Congress and even in the White House. It was a continuing activity of international organizations and therefore of those who represented the United States in those bodies, principally part-time*citizen-diplomats -at periodic meetings, and of the newfangled bureaus of the State Department. On the United Nations sidetrack, the United States joined and often led the human rights bandwagon. 'Realists' in the State Department remained skeptical but were not disposed to challenge that program as long as it remained on the plane of rhetoric and was not allowed to disturb the sensibilities of particular states.
For the most part, however, Congress did not attend seriously to the condition of human rights in other countries during the first twenty-five years of the postwar era and generally acquiesced in what the executive branch did. Congress had little occasion for formal involvement in the development of United States human rights policy. The Senate, whose advice and consent is constitutionally required to human rights treaties as to others, had few occasions to consider agreements that aimed at the condition of rights in other countries.
An independent Congressional initiative to shape United States human rights policy developed in the early 1970s. Under influence of concerned liberal members of the House of Representatives, and responding to inadequacies in United Nations and other multilateral responses to human rights violations, Congress enacted a series of statutes declaring the promotion of respect for human rights to be a principal goal of United States foreign policy, and denying foreign aid, military assistance, and the sale of agricultural commodities to states guilty of gross violations of internationally recognized human rights. In addition, United States representatives were directed to act in international financial institutions so as to prevent or discourage loans to governments guilty of such violations. Congress also established a human rights bureau in the Department of State, and directed the department to report annually on the condition of human rights in every country in the world.
The Congressional program, it should be clear, was-directed not at deviations from democratic governance as practiced by the United States (and by its European allies) but against 'consistent patterns of gross violations of internationally recognized human rights, those that nations publicly decried and that none claimed the right to do or admitted doing. Congress specified clearly the violations at which it aimed—'torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading' treatment or punishment, prolonged detention without charges, causing the disappearance of persons by the abduction and clandestine detention of those persons, or other flagrant denial of the right to life, liberty or the security of person.' Also, it should be clear, this general legislation was not aimed at Communism and the Communist states since they received neither arms nor aid from the United States, but at the non-Communist Third World. In addition, Congress addressed human rights in particular countries, e.g., denying various aid to Chile, Argentina, South Africa, Uganda and others, when the condition of human rights in those countries was particularly egregious. Later, Congress imposed various human rights conditions on assistance to particular countries in Central America. In 1986, Congress enacted the Comprehensive Anti-Apartheid Act.
The Congressional program was never popular with the executive branch (regardless of political party), particularly with those who reflected the dominant, traditional attitudes in the Department of State. That program limited executive autonomy in the conduct of foreign policy. It required embassies to collect information often critical of the countries in which they 'lived'; it required the Department of State to publish information often critical of countries with which the United
States had friendly relations, it injected into foreign policy elements mat foreign governments, and many in the State Department, thought not to be United States business. It sometimes disturbed alliances and alignment^, base agreements or trade arrangements, and friendly relations generally.
This paper described tensions within the executive branch and differences between the two branches. There have also been differences between Presidents and between presidential administrations, reflecting some partisan or ideological differences and some personal differences.
In sum, human rights legislation in the United States does not govern as other law does. Although gross violations of-human rights are rampant in many countries, including some that are important beneficiaries of United States aid and arms trade, there have been virtually no cases in which military assistance or foreign aid was in fact cut off on human rights grounds. But the law" is hardly a dead letter and Congress is not a toothless tiger. The existence of the law, the constitutional posture of Congress and President, establish a political context and generate a process that has important human rights consequences. Sometimes they deter Presidents from asking for aid for blatant violators, as in Guatemala. Sometimes they compel the President to press would-be beneficiary governments to act to improve the human rights condition in these countries, so that the President could certify to Congress at least significant improvement. Law and process also cause human rights policy to respond to political events, to United States relations with particular countries, to degrees of human rights violations. By a kind of pas de dues of President and Congress, by a combination of promise and threat, United States human rights policy has achieved a spectrum of influence on the condition of human rights around the world

In April of this year, Americas Watch, together with the Women's Rights Project of Human Rights Watch, travelled to Brazil to assess the response of the Brazilian government to the problem of domestic violence. This report contains the findings of that mission. It focuses on wife-murder, domestic battery and, rape. It-constitutes the first report of the newly formed Women’s 
Rights Project of Human Rights watch which monitors violence against women and discrimination on the basis of sex throughout the world.
The crime of domestic violence is not unique to Brazil. According to recent United Nations reports, it exists in all regions, classes and cultures Women all over the world and from all walks of life are at risk from violence in the home, usually at the hands of their husband or lover. Although the exact number of bused women will probably never be known, available information indicates unequivocally that domestic violence is a common and serious problem in developed and developing countries alike.
Although domestic violence is common and widespread, it has traditionally been perceived as a private, family problem, beyond the scope of state responsibility. Indeed, m the past husbands have had the legal right to punish or even kill their wives with impunity. Only gradually changing social attitudes and increased reporting have propelled the problem into the public eye and as the nature and severity of violence in the home has become evident, so has the responsibility of governments to prosecute such abuse as they would any other violent crime.

Moreover, female victims still have little reason to expect that their abusers—once denounced—will ever be punished. A police chief in Rio de Janeiro told Americas Watch that to her knowledge, of more than 2,000 battery and sexual assault cases registered at her station in 1990, not a single one had ended in punishment of the accused. The Sao Luis women's police-station in the northeastern state of Maratha reported that of over 4,000 cases of physical and sexual assault registered with the station, only 300 were ever forwarded for processing and only two yielded punishment for the accused.
Brazil's criminal law is part of the problem. In the Brazilian Penal Code, rape is defined as a crime against custom rather than a crime against an individual person—society rather than the female victim is the offended party. Most other sex crimes are deemed crimes only if the victim is a 'virgin' or 'honest' woman. If a woman does not fit this 'customary' stereotype, she is likely to be accused of having consented to the crime and it is unlikely to be investigated, moreover, pursuit of these cases by law depends on the initiative of the victim, not the state; if at any time she desists from prosecution the case will be dropped. Of over 800 cases of rape reported to the Sao Paulo women’s police stations from 1985 to 1989, less than 1/4 were ever investigated. Marital rape, in particular, is severely under-reported and least likely to be prosecuted. While marital rape theoretically is included within the general prohibition against rape, in practice it is net commonly viewed by the courts as a crime? Under the Brazilian Civil Cede, the refusal of sexual relations is cause for legal separation. According to several attorneys with whom Americas Watch spoke, when a husband uses violence to compel his wife to have sexual relations, it is viewed by the courts as enforcing the wife's conjugal obligations, not as rape. As a result, rape in the home, with the exception of incest, is almost never punished.

Chapter Six
The Failure of United Nations

6.1 Introduction:-
The developing countries therefore wants to change the traditional structure of international dispute ,war crime ,discrimination between man and women ,black and white people ,violation of the rights of man women and children etc. This awareness finds itself manifested in putting forward the concepts of the development of International human rights and do something all over the world people. We says raised voice to developed and enforce the human rights in all stage of all country but they have various lufalt. This laciness are described below.

6.2 Criticism of the United Nations
Criticism of the United Nations has been ideologically diverse, although much of it is focused on the UN's purported inability to handle international conflicts, even on a small scale. Other criticisms tend to focus on the UN's alleged elitism or its presumed support of globalist philosophies.
Philosophical and moral criticisms Moral relativism
In 2004 former ambassador to the UN Dore Gold published a book called Tower of Babble: How the United Nations Has Fueled Global Chaos. The book criticized what it called the organization's moral relativism in the face of (and occasional support of) genocide and terrorism that occurred between the moral clarity of its founding period and the present day. While the UN during its founding period was limited to those nations that declared war on at least one of the Axis powers of World War II, and thus were capable of taking a stand against evil, the modern United Nations has, according to Gold, become diluted to the point where only 75 of the 184 member states during the time of the book's publication "were free democracies, according to Freedom House." He further claimed that this had the effect of tipping the scales of the UN so that the organization as a whole was more amenable to the requirements of dictatorships. UN General Assembly decided to hold a moment of silence in honor of North Korean dictator Kim Jong-il following his death in 2011. Western diplomats criticized the decision. "An official at the Czech Republic's UN mission said the Czechs did not request a similar moment of silence for Vaclav Havel, the playwright-turned-dissident who died" a day after Kim.
Allegations of globalism
There has been controversy and criticism of the UN organization and its activities since at least the 1950s. In the United States, an early opponent of the UN was the John Birch Society, which began a "get US out of the UN" campaign in 1959, charging that the UN's aim was to establish a "One World Government”
Charles de Gaulle of France criticized the UN, famously calling it le machine ("the whatchamacallit"), and was not convinced that a global security alliance would help in maintaining world peace, preferring that the UN direct defense treaties between countries.

Debates surrounding population control and abortion
The United Nations Population Fund has been accused by different groups of providing support for government programs which have promoted forced-abortions and coercive sterilizations. Controversies regarding these allegations have resulted in a sometimes shaky relationship between the organization and the United States government, with three presidential administrations, that of Ronald Reagan, George H. Bush and George W. Bush withholding funding from the UNFPA.
The UNFPA provided aid to Peru's population control program in the mid-to-late '90s, when it was discovered the Peruvian program had been engaged in carrying out coercive sterilizations. The UNFPA was not found directly involved in the scandal, but continued to fund and work with the population control program after the abuses had become public. The issue played a role in the Bush administration's controversial decision in 2002 to cut off funding for the organization.

Administrative criticisms Role of elite nations
There has been criticism that the five permanent members of the United Nations Security Council (Russia, the United States, China, the United Kingdom, France), who are all nuclear powers, have created an exclusive nuclear club whose powers are unchecked. Unlike the General Assembly, the United Nations Security Council does not have true international representation. This has led to accusations that the UNSC only addresses the strategic interests and political motives of the permanent members, especially in humanitarian interventions: for example, protecting the oil-rich Kuwaitis in 1991 but poorly protecting resource-poor Rwandans in 1994. Similarly, UN was quick to take a military action through NATO against Libya in 2011 against repressive regime, but as of March 2012 it still hasn't taken any decision on whether to take any action against Syria.

Membership in the UN Security Council
Any nation may be elected to serve a temporary term on the Security Council, but critics have suggested that this is inadequate. Rather, they argue, the number of permanent members should be expanded to include non-nuclear powers, which would democratize the organization. Still other nations have advocated abolishing the concept of permanency altogether; under the government of Paul Martin, Canada advocated this approach.

Veto power
Another criticism of the Security Council involves the veto power of the five permanent nations. As it stands, a veto from any of the permanent members can halt any possible action the Council may take. One nation's objection, rather than the opinions of a majority of nations, may cripple any possible UN armed or diplomatic response to a crisis. For instance, John J. Mearsheimer claimed that "since 1982, the US has vetoed 32 Security Council resolutions critical of Israel, more than the total number of vetoes cast by all the other Security Council members." Since candidates for the Security Council are proposed by regional blocs, the Arab League and its allies are usually included but Israel, which joined the UN in 1949, has never been elected to the Security Council. The Council has repeatedly condemned Israel. Former U.S. Ambassador to the UN Jeane Kirkpatrick declared that what takes place in the Security Council "more, closely resembles a mugging than either a political debate or an effort at problem-solving."

Fait accompli
The practice of the permanent members meeting privately and then presenting their resolutions to the full council as a fait accompli has also drawn fire; according to Erskine Childers, "the vast majority of members — North as well as South — have made very clear...their distaste for the way three Western powers behave in the Council, like a private club of hereditary elite-members who secretly come to decisions and then emerge to tell the grubby elected members that they may now rubber-stamp those decisions."

Democratic character of the United Nations
Other critics object to the idea that the UN is a democratic organization, saying that it represents the interests of the governments of the nations who form it and not necessarily the individuals within those nations. World federalist Dieter Heinrich points out that the powerful Security Council system does not have distinctions between the legislative, executive, and judiciary   branches: the UN Charter gives all three powers to the Security Council. Another concern is that the five permanent members of the UN Security Council are five of the top seven largest arms exporting countries in the world.

Effectiveness criticisms
Some have questioned whether the UN might be relevant in the 21st century While the UN's first and second Charter mandates require the UN : "To maintain international peace and security.... (and if necessary to enforce the peace by) taking preventive or enforcement action,"^ due to its restrictive administrative structure, the permanent members of the Security Council themselves have sometimes prevented the UN from fully carrying out its first two mandates. Without the unanimous approval, support (or minimally abstention) of all 5 of the permanent members of the UN's Security Council, the UN's charter only enables it to "observe", report on, and make' recommendations regarding international conflicts Such unanimity on the Security Council regarding the authorization of armed UN enforcement actions has not always been reached in time to prevent the outbreak of international wars. Even with all of these restraints and limitations in place on the UN's abilities to respond to situations of conflict, still various studies have found the UN to have had many notable successes in the 65 years of its existence.

In 1962 UN secretary general U Thant provided valuable assistance and took a great deal of time, energy and initiative as the primary negotiator between Nikita Khrushchev and John F. Kennedy during the Cuban Missile Crisis, thus providing a critical link in the prevention of a nuclear Armageddon at that time. A 2005 RAND Corporation study found the UN to be successful in two out of three peacekeeping efforts. It compared UN nation-building efforts to those of the United States, and found that seven out of eight UN cases are at peace, as opposed to four out of eight US cases at peace. Also in 2005, the Human Security Report documented a decline in the number of wars, genocides and human rights abuses since the end of the Cold War, and presented evidence, albeit circumstantial, that international activism - mostly spearheaded by the UN - has been the main cause of the decline in armed conflict since the end of the Cold War.

Diplomatic and political criticisms Inability to prevent conflicts
This unreferenced section requires citations to ensure verifiability.

Other critics and even proponents of the United Nations question its effectiveness and relevance because in most high-profile cases, there are essentially no consequences for violating a Security Council resolution. The most prominent and dramatic example of this is the Darfur crisis, in which Arab Janjaweed militias, supported by the Sudanese government, committed repeated acts of ethnic cleansing and genocide against the indigenous population. Thus far, an estimated 300,000 civilians have been killed in what is the largest case of mass murder in the history of the region, yet the UN has continuously failed to act against this severe and ongoing human rights "Bush stops funds for UMFPA abuses; the U.N. population fund supports forced abortions and sterilizations issue. Another such case occurred in me ireorenica massacre where group genocide against Bosnian Muslims in the largest case of mass murder on the European continent since World War II. Srebrenica had been declared a UN "safe area" and was even protected by 400 armed Dutch peace keepers, but the UN forces did nothing to prevent the massacre.

Handling of the Cold War
In 1967, Richard Nixon, while running for President of the United States, criticized the UN as "obsolete and inadequate" for dealing with then-present crises like the Cold War. Jeane Kirkpatrick, who was appointed by Ronald Reagan to be United States Ambassador to the United Nations, wrote in a 1983 opinion piece in The New York Times that the process of discussions at the Security Council "more closely resembles a mugging" of the United States "than either a political debate or an effort at problem solving."
Attention given to the Arab-Israeli conflict
Main articles: Israel, Palestinians, and the United Nations and Alleged United Nations bias in Israel-Palestine issues relating to the state of Israel, the Palestinian people and other aspects of the Arab-Israeli conflict occupy a large amount of debate time, resolutions and resources at the United Nations. Critics such as Dore Gold, Alan Dershowitz, Mark Dreyfus, Robert S. Wistrich, Alan Keyes, and the Anti-Defamation League consider UN attention on Israel's treatment of Palestinians to be excessive. The adoption of UNSCOP's recommendation to partition Palestine by the United Nations General Assembly in 1947[30] was one of the earliest decisions of the UN. According to political commentator Alan Dershowitz, after the 1948 Arab-Israeli War, the UN defined the term "refugee" as applied to Palestinian Arabs fleeing Israel in significantly broader terms than it did for other refugees of other conflicts.
Professor Don Habibi of the University of North Carolina at Wilmington lamented the limited reports on Sudan and Darfur, in contrast to reports on Israel. He criticized the United Nations, among other organizations, for their "obsession" with Israel, to the exclusion of other human rights violators. Habibi wrote: "This obsession would make sense if Israel was among the worst human rights offenders in the world. But by any objective measure this is not the case. Even with the harshest interpretation of Israeli's policies, which takes no account of cause and effect, and Israel's predicament of facing existential war, there can be no comparison to the civil wars in Sudan, Algeria, or Congo."
The UN has sponsored several peace negotiations between the Israel and its neighbors, the latest being the 2002 Road map for peace. The controversial Resolution 3379 (1975), which equated Zionism with racism, was rescinded in 1991. According to Robert S. Wistrich, "on the same day Resolution 3379 was adopted, the General Assembly decided to establish the 'Committee on the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.' With a large budget at its disposal and acting as an integral part of the United Nations, it has for more than thirty years done everything within its power to establish a Palestinian state in place of Israel. "

Allegations of anti-Zionism and antisemitism
The UN has been accused by Dershowitz, human rights activists Elie Wiesel, Anne Bayefsky, and Bayard Rustin, historian Robert S. Wistrich, and feminists Phyllis Chesler and Sonia Johnson of tolerating anti-Semitic remarks within its walls.[23]f26][34][3il Israeli delegates to the UN "have been treated to a sickening litany of anti-Semitic abuse at the General Assembly, in the UN Human Rights Commission, and sometimes even in the Security Council" for decades.

UN conferences throughout the 1970s and into the 1980s often passed resolutions denouncing Zionism. These conferences often did not have anything to do with Middle East politics. UN documents of the period denied the existence of the Jewish people, the history of ancient Israel, the Holocaust, and the notion that Jews deserve the same rights granted to other groups.'361 Wistrich described the 1980 World Conference of the United Nations Decade for Women in Copenhagen in his book, A Lethal Obsession:
"Jewish feminists heard truly chilling comments, such as the only good Jew is a dead Jew' and The only way to rid the world of Zionism is to kill all the Jews.' One eye-witness overheard other delegates saying that the American women's movement had a bad name because its most prominent founding figures were all Jewish. The feminist activist Sonia Johnson described the anti-Semitism at the Copenhagen conference as 'over, wild, and irrational. The psychologist and author Phyllis Chesler recorded the savage response when one Jewish woman mentioned that her husband had been shot without a trial in Iraq and that she had to escape to Israel with her children. The place went wild: 'Cuba si! Yankee no! PLO! PLO!' they shouted. 'Israel kills babies and women. Israel must die.'"

The most infamous example of this trend was the passage of United Nations General Assembly Resolution 3379, which equated Zionism with racism, on November 10, 1975. It was the first postwar ideology to ever be condemned in the United Nations' history. The resolution was internationally condemned in the media (especially in the media of Western countries). Many observers noted that the resolution was passed on the thirty-seventh anniversary of Kristallnacht, the pogrom historians agree marked the beginning of the Holocaust.

Alleged support for Palestinian militancy
In July 1976, Palestinian and German terrorists hijacked an Air France plane headed from France to Israel, landed it in Uganda, and threatened to kill the civilian hostages. Ugandan dictator Idi Amin Dada provided sanctuary for the terrorists in the Entebbe airport. After Israel raided the Ugandan airport and saved most of the hostages, United Nations Secretary General Kurt Waldheim "condemned Israel" for the violation of "Ugandan sovereignty."

The difference between the three groups and the Palestinians is that the Palestinians use terrorism as a tactic for getting their voice heard, while the Tibetans and Turkish Armenians do notJ50^ The UN, according to Dershowitz, favors "national liberation" groups who practice terrorism above those who do not, including those people who have been under more brutal occupation for a longer time (such as Tibetans). Dershowitz has accused the UN of allowing its refugee camps in the Palestinian territories to be used as terrorist bases.

Peacekeeping child sexual abuse scandal
Reporters witnessed a rapid increase in prostitution in Cambodia, Mozambique, Bosnia, and Kosovo after UN and, in the case of the latter two, NATO peacekeeping forces moved in. In the 1996 U.N. study The Impact of Armed Conflict on Children, former first lady of Mozambique Grafa Machel documented: "In 6 out of 12 country studies on sexual exploitation of children in situations of armed conflict prepared for the present report, the arrival of peacekeeping troops has been associated with a rapid rise in child prostitution."

In 2011, a United Nations spokesman confirmed 16 Beninese peacekeepers were barred from serving with them following a year-long probe. Of the 16 soldiers involved, 10 were commanders. They failed to maintain an environment that prevents sexual exploitation and abuse. Sexual misconduct by United Nations troops had earlier been reported in Congo, Cambodia and Haiti, as well as in an earlier incident involving Moroccan peacekeepers in Ivory Coast.10
UN responsibilities in the war of Iraq, Afghanistan and plistapin:
A former Foreign Minister of the Netherlands who has been monitoring human rights in Iraq told a United Nations. Commission today that over the last year President Saddam Hussein made an already grave situation 'heinous' for Iraqis through officially sanctioned amputations, maiming and branding of dissidents and military deserters. It is simple shocking that near the end of the 20th century, any state should so publicly and unashamedly incorporate heinous practices into its law, said the former Dutch Foreign Minister, Max van doer Stole. He said that such practices, which threaten many thousands of Iraqis arrested for both petty crimes and political opposition are 'absolutely outlawed' under international conventions. The series of laws mandating physical punishment was enacted in the summer and fall of 1994.

The United Nations and Israel by Mitchell Bard

Mr. van doer Stole has not been permitted to visit Iraq to write his reports, the most recent of which was submitted to the Human Rights Commission less than two weeks ago. He relies on material published in official Iraqi gazettes and information collected from Iraqis who have fled or who have managed to smuggle out of the country video tapes purporting to document abuses.

One tape pictured an army deserter with his ears cut off and blood still flowing on his face. Others show people whose foreheads had been branded with an X to indicate guilt, most often in cases where other mutilation had been done. Mr. van doer Stole said he believed 'tens of thousands" of military deserters or draft evaders lived in fear of torture and amputation under laws that can be applied retroactively.

He said that doctors who complain about brutality are often persecuted for their outspokenness. Occasionally there are reports of children being maimed along with their parents.

Government soldiers yesterday killed thousands of people who were trying to flee Rwanda's largest refugee camp, relief workers and military officials said.

UN troops found more than 4,000 people, most of them members of Rwanda's Hutu majority, dead and 650 wounded in Kibosh camp in southwest Rwanda in a search of only half the site, Reuters reported early this morning.

Maj. Mark Mackay, spokesman for the Integrated Operations Center, a UN-affiliated organization said reports from the Kibosh camp indicated that the victims had been killed by soldiers or died in stampedes. There were bodies all over the place. Mackay said.

The killings occurred on the fifth day of a campaign by Rwanda's Tutsi-led army to close the camp at Kibosh, 80 miles southwest of Kigali, and force its residents to return to their homes. Kibosh is one of nine camps inside Rwanda that hold a total of 250000 people.

'What happened today was pure stupidity on the part of the soldiers,' a relief worker said.

I he afternoon's shootings began after a group or camp residents tried to away from me cordon of soldiers around the area, prompting hundreds of others to try to flee. 'The floodgates opened,' said Shaharyar Khan, special representative of the UN secretary general in Kigali.

Witnesses said shooting lasted two hours, as soldiers reportedly sprayed crowds with automatic-weapons fire and launched at least one rocket-pro-palled grenade into the camp.

Most of the camps residents are Hutus who fled their homes in fear of revenge killings by the Tutsi minority, an estimated 500,000 of whom were massacred by Hutu extremists last spring.

The Tutsi-led Rwandan Patriotic Front ousted the hard-line Hutu regime that fostered the massacres, and Rwanda's new government has been attempting to close the camps for months, saying the areas have become hiding places for Hutus who took part in last year's genocide. Soldiers encircled Kibeho to screen its inhabitants before sending them out of the camp.

The clash of positions in the debates over conditionality evokes similar clashes throughout American history about the actual or necessary or desired character of foreign policy. The clash can be defined in various ways, including such broad notions as: idealism vs. realism, altruism vs. self-interest, moral ideals vs. national interest, and principles vs. power.

The first term (the more 'interventionist') in each of these pairs could be characterized in most instances as tending to favor forms of conditionality in U.S. aid and trade legislation. The second term could be understood as tending to oppose human rights conditions, for they frustrate aid or trade policies that are believed to be in the national interest. Often the debate has had a more ambiguous and contextual character, in which questions like the effectiveness of aid-trade sanctions as compared with alternative paths to achieve human rights goals have been dominant.
Why indeed should a country like the United States take human rights considerations into account in its bilateral relations with other states? If it is in the 'national interest ' to provide a given country with security (military) assistance or with development aid, does not making such aid dependent on the recipient s compliance with human rights norms impair that ‘interest’? Is not the United States (or any other country following similar policies) surrendering its practical and ideological concerns in order to act as a global policeman, to enforce human rights norms at a cost to its own interest? Is not a purpose of the human rights movement to lift the problem of enforcement from the level of states to that of international organizations in which many states participate?

6.4 Conclusion

In conclusion this paper says that, violation of human rights is coming before the ancient period and it exist now .1 present we adopted various types of protection to protect our human right in international level but the application is not fairing. In case of United Nation, they are not capable to enforce the right all over the world equally.
                                                   Chapter Seven 
Summary Conclusion
A critical perusal of the advantage and disadvantaged of the rights of human being ,will lead as to irresistible conclusion that the advantage outweigh the disadvantage codification of human rights law > make the la\v certain, simple intelligible and above all easily accessible to all. Many of disadvantage of UN human rights law may be removed by carefully planning and regular and scientific revision of the UN Charter ,and any other treaty(which is regulated by the human rights )to incorporate change in present international level. The objective of development of human rights law in the charter of UN can be attained without great difficulties in respect to certain less important relation of states, where the conflict of interests is not acute. To give some suggestion to developed the UN human rights law and it application to all over the world same
The international court of justice should be compulsory jurisdiction, in the true sense of the term overall international disputes.
An international criminal court should be established to adjudicate cases relation to international crime, like as (violence of human rights -war, genocide etc.)
In order to make International law changeable and adoptable in accordance with the changing time and circumstances, powers and the scope of the activities of the International law commission should be expanded.
The UN charter should be amended so as to authorize the UN to intervene in such matters within the domestic jurisdiction of the states as are of international concern.

Suet-activities of the UN should be encouraged as may developed the feelings of international brotherhood so as to ensure the encouragement of the development of international community in the sense of the term.
The legislative activities' of the General Assembly should be further encouraged.

Last but not must be basic recognition of the interest which the whole international society? Service of its laws.

It is clear mentioned defects and weaknesses of the UN human rights law that it was a week

international and could not maintain or established International peace and security Despite this, it could not but be admitted that the UN human rights law ultimately failed not because of the charter defects of its covenant, but because of the member who failed to fulfill the obligations assumed by them under the covenant.
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