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It is determined that the universality of international Human Rights is in the focus of the scholars’
discussions. This paper considers various disputes challenging the realistic feature of Human Rights
and questioning their enforceability. The research examines the peculiarities of implementation of the
selected human rights to the controversial culture and regionally factored phenomenon — sexual/gender
identity. The ontology and realistic aspects of the application human rights principles to the persons
with different sexual orientation under the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (here-
in-after referred to as “ICCPR”) is in the focus. In the course of the research the key aspects affecting
the application and protection of human rights of the discussed groups were identified. The analysis
conducted on the selected ICCPR guaranteed rights — equality and non-discrimination (Articles 2 and
26) and investigated the right to privacy as outlined in Article 17, freedom of expression per Article 19,
and family and marriage rights as specified in Article 23. The overall research illustrates that Human
Rights is a concept responsive to social dynamics, which ensures its dual, idealistic and realistic nature.
The examination of the evolution of these rights in relation to individuals’ sexual orientation and gender
identity highlights bottlenecks and challenges within International Human Rights Law. These challenges
include the absence of specific characteristics in international law, the progressive role of treaty body
jurisprudence in effectively applying protection, and ongoing debates about the universality of human
rights. Despite variations in implementation status and timelines, the guaranteed ICCPR rights remained
realistic. Moreover, there has been substantial progress, even concerning the most recent and debated
rights for LBTI individuals. The gradual and often lengthy process of recognition and implementation of
these SOGI-related rights is a natural outcome of the diversity among different countries and societies.
While there may be some inconsistencies and complexities in the development of human rights, they do
not diminish the inherently progressive nature of civil and political rights and standards.
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Yyraescoka A.B, Kynapuk P.C. Oco0auBocTi peasizanii npas JIOAUHH CTOCOBHO CEKCYaJbHOI
(renaepHoOl) ineHTHYHOCTI Y pamkax MikHApOAHOIro NaKTy NPO rPOMaJASHChKI Ta NOJITHYHI IpaBa.

BcranoBieHO 1m0 yHiBEpCaJbHICTh MIXKHAPOIHUX IPAB JIOAUHHU € MPEAMETOM AMCKYCi HayKOBIIB.
3okpeMa, B ITilf CTATTi pO3MISLAAOTHCS Pi3HI MOTTISAN, IO CTABIATH HiJ CYMHIB peaslicTHYHUI XapakTep
IpaB JIOAWHHU Ta IXHIO IPAaBO3aCTOCOBHICTh. JlOCHiKeHHS PO3IIIsLiae 0COOMMBOCTI peatizallii OKpeMHux
IPaB JIOAUHU CTOCOBHO CYNEPEWINBOTO SBUIIA, SIKE 3HAXOJUTHCS ITiJl BININBOM KyJIBTYPHOTO Ta perio-
HaIIbHOTO KOHTEKCTY — CEKCYalIbHOI/TeHIepHOT 1IEHTHYHOCTI. Y HEHTPI YBaru — OHTOJIOTIS Ta aCleKTH
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JIIEBOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHS MPHHIIUIIIB MIPaB JIFOIWHU J0 O0Ci0 3 Pi3HOI CEKCyaJbHOIO OPIEHTAIIEIO 3TiTHO
3 MiXHapOJHUM IMMAKTOM IIPO I'POMAaISHCHKI Ta moJiThuHi npasa (gamxi — « MIITTIII»). ¥V xoxi moci-
IDKeHHS Oyino BH3HAYCHO KITIOYOBI acIleKTH, [0 BIUIMBAIOTH HA IPAaBO3aCTOCYBAHHS Ta 3aXHUCTY IIpaB
JIIOJIMHU CTOCOBHO 3a3Ha4eHUX rpym. ByB mpoBeneHuii ananiz oopaHux npas, rapantopanux MIITTIIT
— piBHICTh Ta HeaUCKpHUMIiHAaIlis (cTaTTi 2 Ta 26), Ta JOCIIKEHO NMPAaBO HAa MPUBATHICTD, K 3a3HAYCHO
y ctarTi 17, cBoOOMYy BHpa)XeHHsS MOMISAIB 3TiJHO 31 cTarTero 19, a TakoXk ciMeliHi Ta III00HI TIpaBa,
SIKI 3a3Ha4YeHi y cTarTi 23. 3arajioM JAOCIIKEHHS LTFOCTPYE, MO MpaBa JIFOJWHHA — 1€ KOHIEIIis, 10
pearye Ha colliadbHy AMHAMIKy, o 3a0e3neuye ii MOABINMHY, i1ealliCTHYHY Ta PeaiCTUYHY TPHUPOY.
JlocmikeHHs eBOJIONIT ITUX MPaB CTOCOBHO CEKCyaJbHOT Opi€HTAIlll Ta TeHIEepHOT IICHTUIHOCTI 0Ci0
BUSIBJISIE€ BY3bKi MicIlS Ta MPOOJIEMH B MIXKHAPOJHOMY TIpaBi mpaB JronuHH. L{i mpobieMu BKITIOYAOTH
BIZICYTHICTh CIIEIH(IYHUX XapaKTCPUCTHK Y MIXKHAPOJHOMY TIPaBi, MPOTPECUBHY POJIb FOPUCIPYICHIIIT
JIOTOBIPHUX OpraHiB B €¢()eKTUBHOMY 3aCTOCYBaHHI 3aXHCTY Ta MOCTIHHI 1e0aTH 1010 YHIBEpCaIbHOCTI
npaB JronuHA. He3Baxkatouu Ha pi3HUINIO B CTATyCi Ta TepMiHaX peanisaiii, rapantoBani npasa MIIT'TITT
3QJIMINAOTHCS PEATICTHIHUMU. Bislbilie TOro, JOCATHYTO 3HAYHOTO MPOTPeECy, HABITh 100 HAHHOBIMINUX
Ta obroBoproBanux npas i JITBT-oci6. [locTymoBuii i vacTo TpUBaIUil MpoIlec BU3HAHHS Ta peai-
3aIii X NpaB, MOB’A3aHUX 13 CEKCYalIbHOIO OPIEHTAIIIEI0 Ta TEHACPHOIO 1ICHTUYHICTIO, € IPUPOTHIM
pPe3yJIbTaTOM Pi3HOMAHITHOCTI MK PI3HMMH KpaiHaMH Ta CYCHIJIbCTBaMH. X04a B PO3BHUTKY IpaB JIO-
JMHU MOKYTbh ICHYBaTH JEsKi HEBIIMOBIIHOCTI Ta CKJIAHOII, BOHH HE MPUMEHIIYIOTh MPOTPECUBHOTO
XapakTepy rpOMaIssHCHKUX Ta MOJITHUIHHUX MpaB i CTaHAAPTIB.

KuouoBi ciioBa: Mi>KHAPOIHI TTpaBa JIFOJWHH, PeaTi3aiis IpaB JIOIUHU, THCKPUMIHAIIS 332 03HAKOIO
CTaTi, CeKCyalibHA OpIEHTAIlis], TUCKPUMIHAIIS 32 O3HAKOKO CTaTi.

The identification of the problem.

The overall discussion on the concepts of the international Human Rights either leads to claiming its
universality and enforceability or deems Human Rights as rather declarative and culture and regionally
factored phenomenon. The practical implementation of the key international human rights treaties
and covenant illustrate certain progress in some areas. Though it also exposes the controversial and
ambiguous challenges undermining the nature of human rights when tackling a new social/cultural trend,
extended freedoms, braking through of cultural and religious believes and paradigm. The examination
of the human rights applications to such socially sensitive feature as sexual orientation under the key
covenant ICCPR may give us a good subject to study the extremes of the human rights implementations
in real context.

The Objective of the research

This paper will examine the ontology and realistic aspects of the implementation of human rights
regarding the persons with different sexual orientation under the ICCPR. In the course of the study the
key aspects affecting the application and protection of human rights of the discussed groups will be
identified.

The current level of elaboration of the problem.

The realism of the Human Rights concept has been in the focus of number of scholars [2; 5; 6; 9; 14;
16; 19; 20; 21; 22; 34]. A lot of work was done in justifying a feasible approach to the increasing the
efficiency of the ICCPR implementation in regard to certain categories of person. However, there are
not many attempts to build the consistent and cohesion Human Rights concept based on the ICCPR for
protecting the persons with different sexual orientations. There is need to continue to analyze the various
jurisprudences and practice for identification and resolving challenges of the Human Rights concept.

The research

The realistic or utopian nature of Human Rights can be studied from two perspectives: in terms of its
ontology, and in terms of questioning the efficiency of the practice of its implementation.

The short review of the essence of the Human Rights’ association with “utopia” will inform the
approach for further examination of the ICCPR[13] rights implementation, with a primary focus on the
equality and non-discrimination rights envisioned by Articles 2 and 26 of ICCPR in the realm of the
application to the LGBT(I) [18] or SOGI (Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity).

The Preamble of the UN Charter reads the nations™ determination to “reaffirm faith in fundamental
human rights”[3]. The wording of the respective Human Rights treaties states certain values and standards
engaging the nations to achieve them. The “faith” and “values” build a ground for questioning whether
the International Human Rights Concept is realistic, or solely “a universal point of reference” [34] —
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some perfect ideal world. This discourse is also fueled by a discussion of Human Rights “universality”
which led to critics of its enforceability and efficiency of implementation. Given the above, International
Human Rights were perceived as a new “ideology”, a “new ideal society concept”, bringing the discourse
of scholars on its “utopian” nature [22, p. 12-23]. For instance, Habermas invented the term “realistic
utopia” referring to a society of just, and moral values to be implemented through human rights [9,
p. 468]. Other scholars ground the foundation of human rights on a metaphysical basis rather than a
social discourse [5, p. 7] tending to “utopian” thinking. At the same time, recognizing the human rights
features which question the reality of human rights, Tedeschini concluded that “contemporary human-
rights discourse cannot be equated to utopianism” [22, p. 13]. In his study, he noted that human rights
present “themselves as the last utopia — realistic one...” [22, p. 23]. Thus, for further analysis, it is
assumed that the Human Rights mechanism encompasses realistic endeavours and achievable objectives.

The research is focused on the protection of equality and non-discrimination rights envisioned by
Articles 2! and 26 of the ICCPR.

The application of rights guaranteed in Articles 2 and 26 of ICCPR is based on its explicit terms
and principles communicated by the UNHRC? in a series of decisions [21]. In particular, the UNHRC
noted the link between Article 26 of ICCPR and Article 7 of the UDHR [32], which reads the equality
before the law and universal prohibition of discrimination “in violation of this Declaration”. Also, the
UNHRC pointed out that Article 26 does not contain any obligation of the states except a requirement
to any law or practice to comply with the requirement of prohibition of discrimination and ensuring
effective protection against discrimination [1]. In regard to justification of the lawful, reasonable
discrimination and identifying criteria for discrimination, the Committee stated that “A differentiation
based on reasonable and objective criteria does not amount to prohibited discrimination within the
meaning of Article 26” [1]. Finally, it should be noted that discrimination is “not only be understood to
imply exclusions and restrictions but also preferences” [10].

The further analysis of the selected rights implementation is focused on the application of the above
protection to a certain category of people — LGBTI. As for the LGBTI, these people are subject to various
discrimination and abuse. In many countries same-sex behaviour is criminalized, also discrimination
of this category in different areas is legalized and allowed. In terms of rights violations of the people
based on the SOGI, this phenomenon is worldwide [16, p.331]. For example, in Uzbekistan, the shadow
report found the criminalization of same-sex activities in the Criminal Code [26], similar situation
in Cameroon [24], Serbia, in particular, was reluctant to undertake steps to acknowledge and protect
transsexual individuals [25], even in the US, a signatory of the UN Statement on Human Rights, Sexual
Orientation and Gender Identity, shadow report pointed out the hate crimes, discrimination at work,
prohibition to have a family etc. [15].

First of all, the International Human Rights Law does not have a special reference to the LGBTI
groups or SOGI features. Such circumstances obviously hinder the protection of this category of
people in terms of SOGI and brings a ground for questioning the association of sexual orientation or
gender identity with recognized human rights and their universal nature [7, p. 66], undermining further
development of the protection instruments.

However, it should be noted that both terms either LGBTI group or SOGI refer to sexual orientation
or identity and despite the absence of the “sexual orientation” term in Articles 2 and 26 of the ICCPR,
there are terms “sex” somehow close to “sexual orientation” and colocation “other status”, which means
that the list of protected characteristics is not limited. Consequently SOGI “is on its face an obvious
case of an ‘other status’ by which human beings are singled out for invidious discrimination” [7, p. 20].
A similar argument is supported by the EU practice since the Explanatory Report reads that “inclusion
was considered unnecessary from a legal point of view since the list of non-discrimination grounds is
not exhaustive” [4, p. 5].

! Article 2(1) reads: “Each State Party to the present Covenant undertakes to respect and to ensure to all individuals within its
territory and subject to its jurisdiction the rights recognized in the present Covenant, without distinction of any kind, such as
race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social origin, property, birth or other status”.

2 Article 26 reads: “All persons are equal before the law and are entitled without any discrimination to the equal protection
of the law. In this respect, the law shall prohibit any discrimination and guarantee to all persons equal and effective protection
against discrimination on any ground such as race, colour, sex, language, religion, political or other opinion, national or social
origin, property, birth or other status.”

* United Nations Human Rights Committee
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Respectively UNHRC in Toonen v Australia stated that Article 2 of the ICCPR with “sex” and Article
17 regarding the right to privacy cover ‘’sexual orientation” [28]. In another decision [33], UNHRC
recognized the discrimination against same-sex couples as a violation of Article 26, including the
“sexual orientation” into the category “other status” of Article 26.

Although, these jurisprudences were considered as providing “explicit protections against
discrimination on the basis of sexual orientation” [14, p. 86], and laid down the ground for further
development. In terms of the arguments in favor of the protection of sexual orientation by international
human rights law should be noted that the prohibited grounds of discrimination are not exhausted, and
the jurisprudence of the treaty bodies constitutes and contributes the international law [12]. At the same
time, this approach and interpretation did not receive universal recognition and the discussion has not
been finished.

It should be noted that the history of recognition of the protection of the rights of LGBT or SOGI
is a multistage lengthy process with a lot of back and forth. As an illustration, even in 1950 same-sex
conduct criminalization was justified by the European Court of Human Rights [19, p. 618]. It was also
noted that in the period of 1940s — 1960s sexual orientation-based discrimination was permissible in
international law [6, p. 66].

However, gradually, the situation has been changing. The last UN Ground-breaking statement
on sexual orientation and gender identity by a record number of 85 States [29] though demonstrates
certain progress, also reflects the lack of consent in the area, regardless of the gradually increasing
number of countries from 67 in 2007 and 54 in 2006 respectively. In particular, the other 57 countries
made the opposite statement — a response with critics of the attempt to introduce “notions that have
no legal foundations in any international human rights instrument” claiming that these notions are not
“universal” human rights [11, p. 2]. The universality of human rights has been a subject of strong
questioning regarding inclusion of the sexual orientation [20, p. 15]. One of the important steps forward
was adoption the of UNHRC Resolution # 17/19 Human Rights, sexual orientation and gender identity
[31] which explicitly expressed concern “at acts of violence and discrimination, in all regions of the
world, committed against individuals because of their sexual orientation and gender identity”. Despite
certain constraints, the UN has strengthened the efforts in the area of protection against violence
through the establishment of a mandate of the “Independent Expert on protection against violence and
discrimination based on sexual orientation and gender identity” [17].

Apart from equality and non-discrimination, there are other rights susceptible to violations when it
comes to SOGI (Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity): the right to privacy as outlined in Article 17,
freedom of expression per Article 19, and family and marriage rights as specified in Article 23.

The same-sex marriage issue, in particular, is the focus of scholars and practice. The researchers argue
that same-sex marriage grounds on Articles 23 and 26 of ICCPR, since the non-recognizing of same-sex
marriage demonstrates inequality and discrimination against the person willing to marry another person
of the same sex [2, p. 24]. UNHRC in his General Comment #19 recognized the existence “of various
forms of family” [11, p. 2]. Also, some step forward was made when UNHRC recognized the protection
of unmarried same-sex couple in the same manner as unmarried heterosexual family [30].

Also, special attention should be paid to the violation of the freedom of expression envisioned by
Article 19 of the ICCPR in the case of the “laws against LGBT propaganda.” In 1982 in the case
Hertzberg v Finland UNHRC did not find the violation of Article 19 when the radioprogramme dealt
with homosexuality was banned. Later on in 2012 in the case Irina Fedotova v. Russian Federation the
UNHRC found that the conviction of the person for the LGBT propaganda is “a violation by the Russian
Federation of article 19, paragraph 2, read in conjunction with article 26 of the Covenant” [13]. Thus,
the applicability of sexual orientation was found regarding new Article 19 and protection of freedom of
expression was supported.

The further development of the application of international human rights to the people in regard
to their sexual orientation and gender identity was stated in the Yogyakarta Principles [27], which
encompass comprehensive recommendations and guidelines for promoting and implementing equality
and a non-discriminatory environment for LGBTIL.

Conclusions

The analysis conducted on the selected ICCPR guaranteed rights — equality and non-discrimination
(Articles 2 and 26) — illustrates that Human Rights is a dynamic concept, responsive to social dynamics,
which ensures its dual, idealistic and realistic nature. The examination of the evolution of these rights
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in relation to individuals’ sexual orientation and gender identity highlights bottlenecks and challenges
within International Human Rights Law. These challenges include the absence of specific characteristics
in international law, the progressive role of treaty body jurisprudence in effectively applying protection,
and

ongoing debates about the universality of human rights.

Despite variations in implementation status and timelines, the guaranteed ICCPR rights remained
realistic. Moreover, there has been substantial progress, even concerning the most recent and debated
rights for LBTI individuals. The gradual and often lengthy process of recognition and implementation of
these SOGI-related rights is a natural outcome of the diversity among different countries and societies.
While there may be some inconsistencies and complexities in the development of human rights, they do
not diminish the inherently progressive nature of civil and political rights and standards.

REFERENCES:

1. Case of Brooks, S.W.M. v. Netherlands, Application No. 172/1984. April 09 1987, URL: https://
www.hrlibrary.umn.edu/undocs/session42/172-1984.htm (date of access: 2023-10-30).

2. Brown, J.E. Human Rights, Gay Rights, or Both? International Human Rights Law and Same-
Sex Marriage. Florida Journal of International Law. 2016. Ne 28/2. P. 218-239.

3. Charter of the United Nations: international treaty: adopted 26 June 1945: entered into force 24
October 1945. Treaty Series. 1945. Vol. 1. P. XVI.

4. Explanatory Report to the Protocol No. 12 to the Convention for the Protection of Human Rights
and Fundamental Freedoms, Council of Europe. URL: https://www.rm.coe.int/09000016800cce48
(date of access: 2023-10-30).

5. Dembour, M. What Are Human Rights? Four Schools of Thought. Human Rights Quarterly.
2010. Ne 1. P. 32.

6. Donnelly J., Whelan D. International Human Rights. New York: Taylor & Francis Group, 2017. 392 p.

7. Donnelly, J. Non-Discrimination and Sexual Orientation: Making a Place for Sexual Minorities
in the Global Human Rights Regime. Innovation and Inspiration: Fifty Years of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights. Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts and Sciences, 1999. P. 20.

8. Fedotovav. Russian Federation, Communication No. 1932/2010 dated 0f31.10.2012 by UNCHR,
case no. CCPR/C/106/D/1932/2010. URL: https://www.juris.ohchr.org/casedetails/1272/en-
US (date of access: 10.08.2025).

9. Habermas, J. The Concept of Human Dignity and Realistic Utopia of Human Rights.
Metaphilosophy. 2010. Ne 4. P. 465-479.

10. Haraldsson and Sveinsson v. Iceland, Communication No. 1306/2004 dated of 24.07.2007 by
UNCHR, case no.CCPR/C/91/D/1306/2004. URL: https://www.juris.ohchr.org/casedetails/1375/
en-US (date of access: 10.08.2025).

11. Human Rights Committee. General Comment No. 19: Protection of the Family, the Right to
Marriage and Equality of the Spouses (arts. 23). International Human Rights Reports. 1990.
Vol. 1. P. 1-32.

12. International Human Rights Law and the Criminalization of Same-sex Sexual Conduct.
International Commission of Jurists. URL: https://www.icj.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/06/
International-human-rights-law-and-the-criminalizaion-of-same-sex-sexual-conduct-anyalsis-
brief-2010.pdf (date of access: 10.08.2025).

13. International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. UN, 16 December 1966. URL: https://
www.refworld.org/docid/3ae6b3aa0.html (date of access: 10.08.2025).

14. Kukura, E. Sexual Orientation and Non-Discrimination. Peace Review: A Journal of Social
Justice. 2005. Ne 17. P. 181-188.

15. Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Rights in the United States . The Council for Global
Equality.  2010. URL: https://www.globalequality.org/storage/documents/pdf/iccpr_lgbt
shadow_report 2010_final.pdf (date of access: 10.08.2025).

17. About LGBTI People and Human Rights. Office of the High Commissioner for Human
Rights (OHCHR). URL: https://www.ohchr.org/en/sexual-orientation-and-gender-identity#
:~:text=LGBTI%20stands%20for%20lesbian%2C%20gay%2C%20bisexual%2C%20
transgender%20and%20intersex (date of access: 10.08.2025).

277



Cepis [TPABO. Bunyck 90: yactuna 5

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

O’Flaherty, M. Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity. International Human Rights Law. Oxford
University Press. 2010. P. 322-330.

Independent Expert on Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity. Office of the High Commissioner
for Human Rights (OHCHR). URL: https://www.ohchr.org/en/special-procedures/ie-sexual-
orientation-and-gender-identity (date of access: 10.08.2025).

About LGBTI people and human rights. Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights
(OHCHR). URL: www.ohchr.org/en/sexual-orientation-and-gender-identity#:~:text=LGBTI1%20
stands%20for%201lesbian%2C%20gay%2C%20bisexual%2C%?20transgender%20and%20
intersex (date of access: 10.08.2025).

Otto D., Between pleasure and danger: lesbian human rights. European Human Rights Law
Review. 2014. Vol. 6. P. 618-628.

Saiz I., Bracketing Sexuality: Human Rights and Sexual Orientation — A Decade of Development
and Denial at the UN [Working paper No. 2]. Sexual Policy Watch. URL https://sxpolitics.org/
wp-content/uploads/2009/03/workingpaper2.pdf (date of access: 10.08.2025).

Taylor, P. Article 26: Equality before the Law. In: A Commentary on the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights: The UN Human Rights Committee’s Monitoring of ICCPR Rights.
Cambridge University Press, 2020. P. 729-786. URL: https://www.cambridge.org/core/books/
commentary-on-the-international-covenant-on-civil-and-political-rights/article-26-equality-
before-the-law-equal-protection-of-the-law/E907CF808F5D592180D6C042F3438461 (date of
access: 10.08.2025).

Tedeschini, M. Human Rights as a Limit to Utopian Thinking? MenschenRechtsMagazin. 2019.
Ne 24.1/2. P. 12-23.

Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Rights in the United States. The Global Equality.
URL: www.globalequality.org/storage/documents/pdf/iccpr_lgbt shadow report 2010 _final.
pdf (date of access: 30.10.2023).

The Status of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender Rights in Cameroon 2010. Office of the
High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR). URL: https://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/
hrc/docs/ngos/LGBTI_Cameroon HRC99.pdf (date of access: 30.10.2023).

The Violations of the Rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, and Transgender Individuals in Serbia.
Heinrich Boll Stiftung. URL: https://www.boell.de/en/democracy/promotion-of-democracy-
shadow-report-violations-rights-Igbt-serbia-12907.html (date of access: 30.10.2023).

The Violations of the Rights of Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual and Transgender Persons in Uzbekistan.
Organization for Security and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE). URL: https://www.osce.org/
files/f/documents/0/a/68798.pdf (date of access: 30.10.2023).

The Yogyakarta Principles: Principles on the application of international human rights law in
relation to sexual orientation and gender identity. Yogyakarta Principles. URL: https://www.
yogyakartaprinciples.org (date of access: 30.10.2023).

Toonen v. Australia, Communication No. 488/1992 dated of 31 May 1994, case no. CCPR/
C/50/D/488/1992 by UN Committee on Civil and Political Rights. URL:https://juris.ohchr.org/
casedetails/702/en-US (date of access: 30.10.2023).

Ground-breaking statement on sexual orientation and gender identity by record number of 85
States. International Service for Human Rights (ISHR). URL: https://new.ishr.ch/news/ground-
breaking-statement-sexual-orientation-and-gender-identity-record-number-85-states  (date of
access: 30.10.2023).

Complaint No. 1361/2005. UN Human Rights Committee. URL:https://digitallibrary.un.org/
record/602323/files/CCPR_C 89 D 1361 2005-EN.pdf (date of access: 30.10.2023).

Human Rights, Sexual Orientation and Gender Identity. Report of the Human Rights Council. UN
Human Rights Council. URL: https://www.docs.un.org/en/A/66/53 (date of access: 30.10.2023).
Universal Declaration of Human Rights dated 10 December 1948. United Nations. URL: https://
www.un.org/en/about-us/universal-declaration-of-human-rights (date of access: 30.10.2023).
Case of Young v. Australia, Application No. 941/2000. UN Committee on Civil and Political
Rights. URL: https://juris.ohchr.org/casedetails/1076/en-US (date of access: 30.10.2023).

Zeid Ra’ad Al Hussein. Do Not Dare To Tell Me Human Rights Are Not Universal. The
Raoul Wallenberg Institute of Human Rights and Humanitarian Law. URL: http://www.rwi.
lu.se/2017/11/28/not-dare-tell-human-rights-not-universal (date of access: 30.10.2023).

278



