Well, are you ready for a discussion of a couple of hours? I know you are all very tired, I am exhausted, too. For that reason, I want to make an undemanding closing speech, because, I think, it would be necessary to organize a separate session on each and every issue that we have been talking about here, today. Fatmagül mentioned about proverbs and that reminded me of a proverb, which I believe provides a summary of the discussions that have taken place today. This proverb is in English, but I am not sure as to which society the proverb belongs, if anyone amongst you has this knowledge, please kindly share it with me. The saying goes like this; “A woman, a horse, a hickory tree, the more you beat them the better they be.” I guess, this provides a summary of all that we had talked about, but apart from that summary, there are indeed many themes, and it is essential that we put emphasis on these themes.

“State” is an issue in its own right and in my opinion, we now need a new state theory, and this need arises, especially, out of the new role imposed upon the states in relation to human rights issues, and the new role was formulated as a result of the agenda of the violence against women. But, mind you, today, the world is still governed by a nation-states system, that is, in terms of the age-old conceptualization, if you like, we are still living in a world that revolves around the “autonomous,” “independent” nation-states. Yet, international human rights mechanisms stand for an idea of universalism that goes beyond this conceptualization of the state. Nevertheless, this idea is still in the crawling stage. The explanation for why people are still distressed and pessimistic, although much had been achieved is, to a certain extent, the fact that, while we are heading forth a new conceptualization of human rights, we are still living under old institutions. This means that, institutional grounds for universal values of human rights was not set up yet. As you know there are a limited number of notable institutions and ICC, International Criminal Court, is one of them. However, its jurisdiction is extremely limited. Prospectively, I believe that, there will be organizations and institutions that will supervise these values and provide the grounds for their implementation. Social scientists should seriously deal with these issues with a view to what a new state theory and the new domains of contract among people within the context of globalization may lead us into.

Now, as for the issue of violence against women... Today, we heard about sad stories that really made our hearts ache and, indeed, they were not just stories; they were narrations of factual events. Thus, along with them comes a certain amounts of pessimism. This pessimism was expressed to me in many of the events I attended as the Rapporteur. They say; “nothing changes,” “violence increases,” “what is the sense in all these efforts?” These complaints are well-founded, but let us not forget that it has a history of just fifteen years. That is, we are struggling to transform a patriarchal culture that endured for thousands of years and in the case of violence against women, we have been struggling for only fifteen years, now. So, there is no room for pessimism, because, much have been achieved, too. On the other side, you cannot help but be puzzled, for example, as you may know, European Council started a campaign to combat domestic violence against women and all member states participate in this campaign, although, I have no information as to whether anything, if so, what, is being done in Turkey in this respect. Last year, on November 25, the opening of the campaign was made in Spain and I was invited as a speaker. There were ministers, members of parliament, and all kinds of high level “decision makers” and a decent schedule was fixed. The official opening of the event was to be made by Spanish Prime Minister and the authorities of European Council, by noon. They arrived on an elevated platform. There were like ten people on the platform. We immediately noticed that they were all men. We were all shocked. All on the platform were men. Thank god, they did not have mustache, but they were all men and they were making the opening of the campaign to combat violence against women. Everyone began murmuring. It is still the same old story. We have to take notice of this fact. However, I believe that there are, also, a sufficient number of bodies, which are of avail in overcoming this situation.

You know, as a Rapporteur, I am required to prepare a thematic report each year. Last year, the theme of my report was culture. In deciding this theme, I was a little bit hesitant and timid, after all, I was going to present the report to an intergovernmental committee. I was worried about its reception. I assure you that it received a favorable reception and when I orally presented the report last March, I observed that they demonstrated an engagement on the issue more than I expected. I think, from time to time, we need to infuse this rigid intergovernmental committee with some intellectual snobbism. I believe, a new field of discussion was opened up therein. Which measures will be taken as a result of these? Ms. Nilgün asked a question in this vein. In my report, I touched upon these questions, too. Notwithstanding, these all are a part of an ongoing process. For one thing, we should further these discussions and above anyone else, we, ourselves, should be clear on what we are talking about. Today, different viewpoints contradicting each other are also expressed in this event. However, I think, through dialogue and going further into these issues, we will achieve such kind of clarity.

Many speakers in this event mentioned the unavailability of statistics. Really, what is the level of violence?  What kind of violence prevails in societies? To these questions, we have routine answers, which are based on some things, whatever they may be, or we respond by citing the data generated through research based on sampling. Yet, we do not have sufficient information pertaining to the actual situation of violence, because, for one thing, it is extremely difficult to define it. That is, we should immediately develop indicators on state response to violence within the context of violence against women, so that, we can establish standards and make them comparable to each other. The good news is, there are many institutions, within the system of United Nations, and regional organizations and within civil society that are engaged in this issue. And my thematic report for this year is reserved for the  indicators on violence against women and on the state response to it. Currently, the report is almost complete. Preparing this report made me recognize how hard studying this issue was. Certainly, this is not my field of study, so an advisor assisted me in preparing the report. Nevertheless, it is an extremely hard issue. Defining it, reaching a consensus on it and the like are extremely difficult. But, we should start somewhere. I hope, my report leads Human Rights Council to adopt a draft decision on this issue and, I hope, as a result of such decision,  governments engage in the issue more systematically.

Because I am coming to the end of my term as the Special Rapporteur and because we may not be able to meet each other again during this period, I want to briefly inform you on the theme of my next and the last report. In the previous report, I focused on the culture, now, to touch upon the material basis of rights, I plan to reserve my last report for the political economy of rights. In that, too, I have many hesitations and worries. Many people mention that, not only gender inequality, but also other systems of inequality, like class and etc., have different impacts on women. Economists have been talking about the neo-liberal economic policies for years and many studies are conducted on how these policies affect women and how they fuel violence. In international law, regrettably, the holistic approach in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, adopted in 1948, was split apart in 1966 by the adoption of two separate covenants and these two separate covenants are, International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, which is regarded as having particular importance especially in the West, on the one hand, and International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, which is treated as the step-child of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, on the other hand. In my last report, my main aim is to understand which new strategies can be developed by reunifying these two covenants within the context of women's rights. In this way, I wish to complete my term in this position, which makes me feel privileged and which I aspiringly fulfilled and wish to hand it over to a colleague, who, with a different perspective, will advance it further. But before that, there are still many things to do, so let us end this speech at this point and continue on working.

Thank you all. 

