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Message from the Director of the  

Human Rights Treaties Division 

 

Strengthening the treaty body system:  

Last sprint for a comprehensive agreement? 

S ince the launch in 2009 by the High 

Commissioner for Human rights, Ms. Navy 

Pillay, of the treaty body strengthening process all actors 

of the system have engaged in an open and demanding 

marathon. The current intergovernmental process - that 

builds on the High Commissionerôs initial one - could well 

end in the next few weeks. Negotiations among States 

are in full drive right now in New York and at the time we 

write some options are still clearly open. Diverging views 

exist on some points but they still can well be reconciled 

during the final sprint. The main direction, however, 

remains clear and undisputed: strengthening the treaty 

body system for the benefit of rights holders. 

 

 After initial challenges, we are very happy that 
finally treaty bodies and their experts have been 
associated to the maximum extent to the 
intergovernmental treaty body strengthening process. 
They are the best placed to provide advice on the 
functioning of the system, its achievements and 
challenges, and therefore their voice had to be heard 
clearly in the New York context. Their involvement has 
been welcomed by all and made possible through the on-
going efforts of the co-facilitators of the process, 
Ambassador Ms. Greta Gunnarsdottir (Iceland) 

 

Comments? Sharing views?  

Questions? Suggestions?  

Contact us on  
HRTD-newsletter@ohchr.org 

Meeting with Co-facilitators and Committee on Enforced 

Disappearances (CED) held on 19 April 2013 in Geneva, HE Mr. Desra 

Percaya, Permanent Representative of Indonesia and HE                  

Ms. Gunnarsd·ttir Gr®ta, Permanent Representative of Iceland to the 

United Nations in New York É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  

mailto:HRTD-newsletter@ohchr.org
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and Ambassador Mr. Desra Pecaya (Indonesia).  

 

 A number of Treaty body members participated 
in New York to each of the informals, at their own cost, 
as the GA process had not foreseen any funding for the 
participation of treaty bodies. The co-facilitators also 
travelled two-days to Geneva during April 2013 and met 
with in session committees CED, CMW and CRPD and 
also with a few members from CEDAW (3) and CAT (1). 
They also further engaged with CAT, CESCR and CRC 
during their sessions through video-conference. In 
addition, the co-facilitators suggested earlier this year 
that the Annual Meeting of Treaty Bodies Chairpersons 
be moved to New York to facilitate their involvement in 
the process. This was materialized during the third week 
of May and resulted in a very productive and useful week 
for all treaty body Chairs as well as for Member States. 
 
 In their final report, the ten Chairpersons adopted 
five key principles suggested to Member States in 
finalizing the outcome of the treaty body strengthening 
process: 
 
1. The outcome of the intergovernmental process 
should strengthen the human rights protection that the 
treaty body system offers and intensify the scrutiny of 
implementation of obligations as provided by the treaty 
body system; 
 
2. The independence of treaty body members is the 
source of the credibility and integrity of the system and 
guarantees the impartial treatment of States Parties. The 
Addis Ababa Guidelines agreed on and endorsed at the 
24
th
 meeting of Chairpersons of human rights treaty 

bodies in 2012 enshrines and operationalizes these 
principles; 
 
3. The outcome of the intergovernmental process 
should address the challenges faced by the treaty body 
system in a comprehensive and sustainable manner; 
 

4. All cost-saving and other measures to improve 
the efficiency of treaty bodies must be reinvested in the 
treaty body system and, through  additional resources, 
treaty bodies should be equipped with the proper 
material and human resources from the regular budget to 
adequately carry out their responsibilities under the 
respective treaties; 

 

5. The work of the treaty bodies should be 
modernized by fully benefitting from the opportunities 
created by technological development, while at the same 
time making it universally accessible for persons with 
disabilities, and honor the principle of reasonable 
accommodation. 

 

 These five principles are in our view crucial for 
the success of the intergovernmental process. In the final 
sprint, we trust that States will embrace these principles 
to ensure that the outcome of the General Assembly 
process will truly reinforce the treaty body system and 
ultimately the protection of human rights in the daily life of 
all people worldwide.Â 

 

 

A mural painting by Massimo Campigli, representing some builders at work during the construction of the Palais des Nations - Room 

XII is also called the Italian room. É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  
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On the occasion of the coming into force of the Optional Protocol  

to the International Convenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 

HRTD Newsletter interviewed Bruce Porter, Director of the Social Rights 

Advocacy Centre in Canada  

O n the occasion of the coming into force of the Optional Protocol to the International 

Convenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, 

HRTD Newsletter interviewed Bruce Porter, Director of 

the Social Rights Advocacy Centre in Canada, an 

organisation which is part of the NGO coalition for the 

Optional Protocol to the Covenant on Economic, Social 

and Cultural Rights and of the ESCR-Net Working 

Group on Adjudication, in order to obtain impressions of 

practitioners and civil society. 

 

 Can you kindly elaborate on your 
involvement and that of your organisation in the 
process leading up to the adoption of the Optional 
Protocol? 
 
 My involvement in the Coalition started from my 

grassroots work on poverty and housing issues in 

Canada. It is on the level of human rights practice that 

the contradiction of rights without remedies is most 

keenly felt.  It doesnôt seem much of a right if you tell 

people they have a right to housing but that there is 

nowhere to go to claim it.  With growing numbers of 

people who are homeless and hungry in one of the most 

affluent societies, I experienced during the 1990ôs first-

hand the effects of denying access to adjudication and 

remedies for social rights.  The NGO Coalition for an 

OP-ICESCR was formed around the year 2000 and 

joined with others who had been working on this issue 

for many years at the then Commission on Human 

Rights. We tried to ensure that advocates engaged in 

local struggles could engage in in lobby efforts at the 

Commission and later at the Human Rights Council.  

Finally an Open Ended Working Group was struck in 

2004. Mandated but mandated only to consider the 

option of such a protocol.   

 

 The first meeting of the Working Group was a 

memorable experience. Listening to the many 

reservations and suggestions to curb the scope of such 

an instrument (for instance to restrict only to negative 

rights, or to the most egregious violations) I feared for a 

while that instead of a comprehensive protocol affirming  

that all ESC rights must have effective remedies, we 

might get an instrument that seriously compromised this 

principle. However, the process turned out to be 

remarkable and the quality of discussions improved over 

time as the reluctance ebbed away and misconceptions 

were dispelled. I personally believe that the end product 

is a very good optional protocol and that the inevitable 

compromises are reasonable. The last critical issue in 

the negotiations in the Working Group was on the 

standard of review and on what kind of deference 

should be accorded governments. I believe the final 

compromise reached is good.  Drawing on the 

reasonableness standard developed by the South 

African Constitutional Court, article 8(4) of the OP 

recognizes that the State may choose from a range of 

options that may be in compliance with the Covenant 

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION 

Bruce Porter, Director of the Social Rights Advocacy Centre in  

Canada  É OHCHR/ Christine Wambaa  
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It is on the level of human rights 
practice that the contradiction of 
rights without remedies is most 
keenly felt.  
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but that the final assessment of whether a measure is 

reasonable in terms of complying with the obligation to 

fulfill Covenant rights rests with the Committee.  The 

integrity of the adjudicative process is thus preserved 

without deferring to one party or the other on the issue 

of what measures constitute compliance with the 

Covenant. 

 

 In terms of strategizing how the OP will be 
used, do you think it is best to bring forward 
relatively simple cases first?  
 
 I believe we need to be cautious so as not to 

over strategize. As practitioners we emphasise that 

ultimately these rights belong to rights-holders and it is 

they who will bring the claims forward.  Our role is 

therefore to support important cases to ensure that the 

best arguments are advanced and that the Committee 

receives the information it needs.  Some would prefer 

the Committeeôs first case to be something relatively 

familiar with lots of existing jurisprudence, such as 

forced evictions. There would be other advantages, 

however, if the Committee were to consider a more 

novel systemic issue early on, such as an allegation of 

failures to take reasonable measures to address 

homelessness or hunger.  The Committee would have 

the opportunity to demonstrate its competence in 

assessing whether reasonable measures have been 

taken, with due regard to any limitations states may face 

in terms of resources.  The Committee might, in such 

cases, at least recommend as a remedy that the State 

party design and put in place a reasonable strategy with 

timelines and monitoring mechanisms, with follow-up 

procedures to ensure that the remedy is properly 

implemented.  

 

 The Coalition for the Optional Protocol 
developed a paper with recommendations for the 
rules of procedure and I understand that ESCR-Net 
will be publishing a Commentary on the OP.  What 
were some of the issues of concern there?   
 
 In the NGO Coalitionôs submission on the rules 

of procedure our main focus was to encourage the 

Committee to adopt rules that reflect the purpose and 

nature of the OP.  The OP-ICESCR was drafted so as to 

encourage the Committee to access evidence and 

documentation from a variety of sources.   Our focus 

was to encourage the Committee to have the benefit of 

full evidence and documentation from a variety of 

sources.  This is beneficial and reassuring to all parties 

involved, including States parties.   

 

 Yes, ESCR-Net is in the process of producing a 

publication with expert commentaries in order to share 

national and regional experience, provide research into 

relevant international human right jurisprudence and 

consider the drafting history of the OP. We hope that it 

will be of considerable use to practitioners and 

stakeholder groups as well to States and to the 

Committee itself in meeting the exciting challenges and 

opportunities of the new OP.  It should be published 

within a few months. 

 

 In your view, what difference will the 
Optional Protocol make for the advancement of ESC 
rights? 
 
 Like all human rights, ESC rights canôt be 

properly understood or valued without hearing from 

victims of violations. Hearing about violations from those 

affected is important to figuring out what needs to be 

changed, to convince decision-makers to comply with 

ESC rights and to encouraging States to promote 

compliance.  Putting a face to the issues dispels the 

impression that ESC rights are only about a United 

Nations body telling a State party to do more social and 

economic problems described in statistics. It is the most 

marginalized groups who suffer most from violations of 

ESC rights ï those living in poverty, especially women 

and girls, people with disabilities, etc.  ESC rights should 

be given new life and vibrancy under the OP and this 

will give international human rights more relevance for 

these groups. 

 

 Policy makers and program administrators can 

get things wrong even when they have the best 

intentions. ESC rights claims provide a corrective 

mechanism that leads to better programs and policies.  

Weôve seen this in the context of development programs 

and the recognition of the value of a rights-based 

approach. 
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Recent entry into force OP-CESCR (from right to left,                       

Mr. Zdzislaw Kedzia Chairperson of ICESCR, HE Ms. Graa 

Andresen Guimar«es, Ambassador of Portugal, Ms. Heisoo 

Shin, Mr. Mr. Aslan Khuseinovich Abashidze, members of 

CESCR, HE Fedor Rosocha, Ambassador of Slovakia and HE. 

Alberto P. D'Alotto Permanent Representative of Argentina.  

É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  
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 In your view, why should states ratify the 
Optional Protocol? 
 
 I think States from a wide range of domestic 

legal systems will benefit from ensuring that victims 

have access to adjudication and remedies in relation to 

right under the ICESCR.  Ensuring access to remedies 

is part of what States Parties have committed to. In the 

ratification campaign we emphasise that ratification 

should not proceed along regional lines or be linked to 

specific domestic provisions.  Personally, I am keenly 

awaiting the first ratification by a traditional common law 

country such as the United Kingdom, Canada or South 

Africa.  

 

 I do not think we should try to sell the Optional 

Protocol to potential States Parties as bringing about 

only small changes without much impact.  Admittedly, it 

will likely involve only a few cases with modest impact in 

any particular State, but I think States should ratify it 

because it is so critically important to ensuring the 

integrity and effectiveness of the UN human rights 

system to giving equal status to ESC rights once the 

Optional Protocol is up and running, States will see the 

benefit in terms of protecting the rights of these groups 

and this will encourage ratifications.  

 

 How will you be working at the national level 

to support the functioning of the Optional Protocol? 

 

 The quality of adjudication often depends on the 

quality of the claims so we will try to ensure that 

compelling cases are brought before the Committee, 

that claimants are provided with good support and that 

the Committee is provided with relevant information and 

perspectives.   The Adjudication Working Group will 

assist potential rights claimants and practitioners in 

countries that have already ratified the OP to ensure 

that it is used effectively there.  We will also work in 

countries that have not ratified the OP-ICESCR to assist 

bringing cases under other human rights treaties which 

engage ESCR.  For instance, access to health care is 

part of the right to life as has been recognised by the 

Human Rights Committee. Understanding the 

convergence and interdependence of ESCR with other 

human rights will ensure that the OP-ICESCR provides 

guidance to courts and other treaty bodies in developing 

their own competence.  Other treaty bodies should not 

retreat from engaging with ESC components of rights 

that fall within their mandate. The Convention on the 

Rights of Persons with Disabilities will be particularly 

important.  I think we will see converging standards of 

reasonableness across a range of human rights treaty 

bodies and these can be applied in a wide range of 

domestic legal contexts. 

 

 In your view, how has economic and 
financial crises impacted on the realisation of 
economic, social and cultural rights? 
 
 People are becoming more aware that the 

measures taken in response to the economic and 

financial crisis need to situated within a human rights 

framework.  The repercussions on human rights can be 

grave. If austerity measures are necessary, 

governments have the obligation to implement them in 

line with international human rights obligations.   

 

 The risk is that the crises may be used both as 

a justification for retrogressive measures and for 

inaction in relation to emerging issues. The obligation to 

progressively realize ESC rights is not irrelevant in times 

of austerity.  If anything, it is more important because of 

the increased vulnerability of marginalized groups. This 

is a critically important time for ESC rights.Â 
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OP-ICESCR - HE Ms. Graa Andresen Guimar«es, Permanent 

Representative of Portugal and Mr. Zdzislaw Kedzia, Chair-

person of CESCR É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  

New publications  
PACIFIC HUMAN RIGHTS LAW DIGEST, VOLUME 2, PHRLD 

 

An extremely useful publication on how international human rights 
instruments have been applied (or not) recently in domestic courts in the 
Countries of the Pacific region, publication by the Pacific Regional 
Rights Resource Team (RRRT) 

http://www.rrrt.org/images/hr_law_digest_ii.pdf 

 

http://www.rrrt.org/images/hr_law_digest_ii.pdf
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A t the request of the Co-facilitators of the inter-

governmental process on treaty body streng-

thening (the Permanent Representatives of Iceland and 

Indonesia to the UN in New York) and in order to allow 

for maximum synergy between the Chairpersons and the 

inter-governmental process, the treaty body Chair-

persons held their annual meeting in New York from 20 

to 24 May 2013. 

 

 On Monday 20 May, Mr. Claudio Grossman, 

Chairperson of the Committee against Torture, and 

Mr. Malcolm Evans, Chairperson of the Sub-Committee 

for the Prevention of Torture, were elected as Chair and 

Vice-Chair of the human rights treaty bodies for one year.  

 

 The Chairpersons first reported on the follow-up 

given by their respective Committees to the 

recommendations contained in the High Commissionerôs 

report on the strengthening of the treaty body system. 

They then met the Co-facilitators of the intergo-

vernmental process on treaty body strengthening, who 

sought the views of the Chairpersons on the proposals 

contained in the ñWay 

Forwardò document 

prepared by the co-

facilitators following a 

series of informal 

consultations with 

Member States, treaty 

bodies and civil society 

organizations between 

January and May 2013.  

 

 On 21 May, the 

Chairpersons held 

informal consultations 

with member States and 

groups of States. In the 

statement delivered on 

behalf of all Chairpersons, 

Mr. Grossman emphasized 

that any structured 

calendar of reporting 

and consideration 

should meet the 

following criteria: (1) any 

structural solution 

should eliminate the 

unequal treatment of States parties by operating on the 

basis of universal compliance with reporting obligations; 

(2) any structured system put in place should be regular 

and predictable, leading to efficient utilization of 

resources and facilitating advance planning for all parties 

concerned; (3) any scheduling of reports should follow as 

closely as possible the periodicity in the treaties, so as 

not to prejudice the legal reporting obligations of States 

parties; (4) non-reporting should be an exception and not 

the norm - any structured calendar should not be 

permissive as regards non-reporting; and (5) eliminate 

backlogs and ad hoc requests for meeting time to the 

General Assembly. In their dialogue with Member States, 

the Chairpersons further asserted the independence and 

impartiality of treaty body members and, in this context, 

referred to the Addis Ababa Guidelines.  

 

 The Chairpersons also held an informal consul-

tation with civil society organizations and representatives 

of national human rights institutions on the treaty body 

strengthening process.  

 

 In accordance with the mandate of the annual 

meeting, the Chairpersons also considered the harmoni-
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The 25 th  Annual Meeting of the Chairpersons of the United Nations Human 

Rights Treaty Bodies ï New York (20 - 24 May 2013)  

The Chairpersonsô involvement in the  

intergovernmental Treaty Body Strengthening process  

LƴŦƻǊƳŀƭ Ŏƻƴǎǳƭǘŀǝƻƴ ƻŦ /ƘŀƛǊǇŜǊǎƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƳŜƳōŜǊ {ǘŀǘŜǎ ƛƴ bŜǿ ¸ƻǊƪΣ нм aŀȅ нлмо É OHCHR 
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zation of working methods. In particular, each 

Chairperson presented the modalities of the interactive 

dialogue with States Parties within her or his Committee. 

 

 During the second part of the annual meeting, 

the Chairpersons discussed the role of treaty bodies with 

respect to the Post-2015 agenda for development and 

adopted a joint statement after consultation with stake-

holders. In the joint statement they adopted, the Chair-

persons underlined the critical link between development 

and the full range of human rights, including the right to 

development, and called for the use of indicators in order 

to measure compliance, while at the same time noting 

that the realization of human rights goals goes beyond 

quantified targets. The Chairpersons also called on the 

international community to adopt a Post-2015 agenda 

that engages treaty bodies and special procedures as 

accountability mechanisms by linking development goals 

to legal obligations of States 

under human rights treaties. 

In this context, they recalled 

that building the capacity of 

States to discharge their 

conventional obligations, 

including their reporting 

obligations, is a prerequisite 

both to achieve the Post-2015 

development agenda as well 

as the implementation of 

human rights norms.  

 
 On the last day of the 

meeting, the Chairpersons 

adopted decisions and 

recommendations in the 

following areas: the intergo-

vernmental process on treaty 

body strengthening, the 

independence and impartiality 

of treaty body members, the 

harmonization of working 

methods, the consideration by 

treaty bodies of the 

recommendations contained 

in the High Commissionerôs 

report on treaty body 

strengthening, non-reporting 
by States Parties, and the 

Post-2015 development 

agenda. A press conference 

was held at the end of the 

meeting.  

 

 In addition to the 

agenda, the meeting had 

before it the following 

documents: working methods 

of the treaty bodies (HRI/MC/2013/2 and 

HRI/MC/2013/3) and implementation by treaty bodies of 

the recommendations contained in the High 

Commissionerôs report on strengthening the treaty body 

system (HRI/MC/2013/4).Â 

  

To read more about the Meeting of Chairpersons, log 

on to: 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/AnnualMeeting/P

ages/MeetingChairpersons.aspx 

 

To access all the documentation related to the 25
th
 

meeting: 

http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExterna

l/SessionDetails1.aspx?SessionID=787&Lang=en 

United Nations Headquarters in New York  É UN Photo/Yutaka Nagata 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/AnnualMeeting/Pages/MeetingChairpersons.aspx
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/AnnualMeeting/Pages/MeetingChairpersons.aspx
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionDetails1.aspx?SessionID=787&Lang=en
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionDetails1.aspx?SessionID=787&Lang=en
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Interview of Mr. Claudio Grossman  

 

1. Can you kindly explain why this year the 

Meeting of Chairpersons of the human rights treaty 

bodies was held in New York?  

 

 It was possible that the co-facilitators, the 
ambassadors of Iceland and Indonesia to the UN, for the 
inter-governmental process relating to the treaty body 
strengthening process initiated by the UN General 
Assembly, would be finalizing their report. In that context, 
being in New York, the presence of the treaty bodies in 
New York created an opportunity to present the expert 
views of the committees concerning new proposals, 
reiterating our opinions on other issues identified in the 
process, and engaging state parties.  

 

2. In your view, what were the most noteworthy 

issues discussed and what do you [think] were the 

highlights of the meeting?  

 

 Noteworthy issues included the independence 

and impartiality of the members of human rights treaty 

bodies. These are very important principles with serious 

implications. An expression of these principles is the 

recognized authority of the treaty bodies to adopt, 

administer and reform their own rules of procedure and 

working methods, attributes that are essential to the 

performance of their functions. During the 24
th
 annual 

meeting of chairpersons in 2012 the committee chairs 

had already adopted the ñAddis Ababa Guidelinesò and 

the majority of committees had also incorporated them 

into their rules of procedure while the remaining 

committees were in the process of considering their 

adoption. We were pleased to perceive the 

overwhelming support and recognition for the initiative of 

the committee chairs as well as confirmation of the value 

of the underlying principle, namely, that the authority on 

these matters of the collective organs made up of 

independent experts should be respected. 

 

 Other issues discussed included the 

harmonization of working methods such as a common 

format for concluding observations, the possible 

alignment of the methodology for interactive dialogue 

with state parties, the utilization of modern technologies 

(e.g., web casting, accessibility for persons with 

disabilities), and improving the efficiency of treaty bodies. 

We had the opportunity to present the opinions of the 

treaty bodies to the co-facilitators and the state parties as 

well on different matters: 

 

(a) overview and non-reporting by state parties: we 

expressed deep concern about late and non-

reporting which have a serious impact on the 

legitimacy of the rule of law; 

 

(b) the structural lack of resources for treaty bodies to 
perform their functions. In fact, if there would be 
full state party compliance with reporting duties, 
the treaty bodies would not, under the current 
allocation of resources, be able to examine the 

 

 

Ms. Navi Pillay, High Commissionner for Human Rights and Mr. Claudio Grossman, Chairperson of the Committee against Torture 

(CAT) during the 50th session held in Geneva in May 2013 É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  



 

 9 

    
 

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION Newsletter No 19-20 / January - June 2013 

 country reports in a timely manner. Equally, there 
is a backlog with regard to reviewing 
communications due to a lack of resources. 

 

(c) capacity building, which is essential to be able to 
receive proper reports and comments and 
contributions by state parties and civil society. We 
fully promote capacity building and the allocation 
of additional resources to make that possible. 

 

(d) encouraging the submission of information to the 
treaty bodies. Our experiences show how 
beneficial it is to have information that allows the 
committees to provide their expertise to the state 
parties, enabling the state parties to analyze, 
respond, and provide additional information that 
will help the committees and society at large better 
understand in an objective manner the issues at 
stake. Related to this matter is the legal 
requirement of zero tolerance for reprisals against 
individuals and organizations that provide 
information to the committees, and the affirmation 
of this requirement was, not surprising, well 
received in the meeting with state parties. 

 

(e) we reiterated the value we give to the leadership 
of the High Commissioner for Human Rights and 
that we welcome her report on treaty body 
strengthening including her proposal for a 
comprehensive reporting calendar, which was 
positively received and endorsed in principle by 
the 25

th
 meeting and reiterated in the meeting with 

state parties. 

 

 During the meeting, we also presented the 
principles that needed to be taken into account during 
the inter-governmental process. These principles were 
the result of years of international experience by the 
independent experts and are the yardstick by which the 
results of this process should be measured. These 
principles should be the pillars of the treaty body 
strengthening process: 

 

1. The outcome of the intergovernmental process 
should strengthen the human rights protection that 
the treaty body system offers and intensify the 
scrutiny of implementation of obligations as 
provided by the treaty body system; 

 

2. The independence of treaty body members is the 
source of the credibility and integrity of the system 
and guarantees the impartial treatment of States 
Parties. The Addis Ababa Guidelines agreed on 
and endorsed at the 24

th 
meeting of Chairpersons 

of human rights treaty bodies in 2012 enshrines 
and operationalizes these principles; 

 

3. The outcome of the intergovernmental process 
should address the challenges faced by the treaty 
body system in a comprehensive and sustainable 
manner; 

4. All cost-saving and other measures to improve the 
efficiency of treaty bodies must be reinvested in 
the treaty body system and, through  additional 
resources, treaty bodies should be equipped with 
the proper material and human resources from the 
regular budget to adequately carry out their 
responsibilities under the respective treaties; 

 

5. The work of the treaty bodies should be 
modernized by fully benefitting from the 
opportunities created by technological 
development, while at the same time making it 
universally accessible for persons with disabilities, 
and honor the principle of reasonable 
accommodation. 

 

3. As the newly appointed Chair of the Meeting 
of the Chairpersons, can you comment on the role 
played by treaty body members in the treaty body 

strengthening process?  

 

 The experience and knowledge of the treaty 
body members is an important intellectual and practical 
asset for the United Nations as a whole. Accordingly, 

presentation of this experience and knowledge as they 
relate to the strengthening process and the topics under 
discussion contributes to shaping and influencing the 
exchanges among member states. In addition, the 
informal dialogue we hosted with all member states as 
well as the meetings we hosted with different groups of 
states provide further lines of communication that, in my 
opinion, are very valuable for an ongoing communication 
on matters of common interest such as the strengthening 
of the treaty bodies of the United Nations. 

 

Mr. Claudio Grossman, Chairperson of the Committee against 

Torture (CAT), during the celebration of the CATôs 25th Anniver-

sary in Palais des Nations,Geneva, May 2013 É OHCHR/ Danielle 

Kirby  
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4. Do you wish to share any views on how you 

intend to fulfill your mandate in the coming year?  

 

 In my view it would be important that the chairs 

of the treaty bodies do not see their role just to interact 

on an ad hoc basis, but instead see their role as an 

important part of their task in representing their 

committees to be regularly in touch to exchange 

information, best practices, and challenges in the 

performance of our functions.  In making this possible, 

resources pose limitations that we cannot ignore. I will 

be raising with the High Commissioner for Human Rights 

some alternatives ideas for the chairs to be in touch 

using modern technology. From the point of view of 

substance, a priority for us this year will continue to be 

the treaty body strengthening process and what we 

ourselves can do to contribute to that goal. For example,  

all of the committees are well advanced on matters of 

independence and impartiality and adopting the ñAddis 

Ababa Guidelines.ò That process needs to be completed, 

as well as the process to ensure joint action in cases of 

reprisals. Additionally, different treaty bodies have taken 

different measures to harmonize working methods. All of 

us need to develop that even further, learning from each 

other in the process and contributing to the full 

realization of protecting and promoting human rights 

efficiently and effectively. 

 

5. Any reflections regarding the future role of 

the annual meeting of Chairpersons?  

 

 The annual meeting of Chairpersons plays very 

important functions that in my view could be further 

expanded. Let me mention some. The first is that it 

serves as a clearinghouse, receiving and distributing 

information on the activities, challenges, and best 

practices of the treaty bodies to comply with their 

convention obligations. Second, it is a place for the 

exchange of ideas among individuals who, representing 

their committees, have extensive knowledge and 

experience in the protection and promotion of human 

rights. Connected with this is networking and personal 

relations which open opportunities for further 

collaboration. The chairs also provide a point of contact 

for state parties and civil society to reach out and get 

informed about developments within treaty bodies, 

challenges faced by treaty bodies, as well as consensus 

among experts on matters of relevance involving the 

performance of their functions. It is very important to 

stress in this matter that the committee chairs do not 

operate in a vacuum. They represent 10 committees and 

172 independent experts. At the same time, they bring to 

those committees and independent experts initiatives 

and experience that, if validated by the committees, will 

contribute even further to the full realization of the 

conventions with the added legitimacy of being a 

common practice undertaken by the treaty bodies as a 

whole.Â 

A mural painting by Massimo Campigli, representing some 

builders at work during the construction of the Palais des Nations 

- Room XII is also called the Italian room É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby 
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O n the 28 May 2013, the Second Meeting of States Parties to the CED was held in New 

York. The meeting was opened by the Representative of 

the Secretary-General, Mr. Ibrahim Salama, Office of the 

United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights, 

who made a statement.  

 Her Excellency Mar²a Cristina Perceval, 

Permanent Representative of Argentina, made a 

statement.  

 His Excellency Martin Briens, Deputy Permanent 
Representative of France, was elected as Chair of the 
meeting by acclamation.  

 In accordance with article 26, paragraph 4, of the 
International Convention for the Protection of All Persons 
from Enforced Disappearances, the meeting proceed to 
elect five members Committee on Enforced 
Disappearances to replace those whose terms are due to 
expire on 30 June 2013. 

 The following candidates were elected after 
the first ballot as members of the Committee on 
Enforced Disappearances to serve from 1 July 2013 
to 30 June 2017: Mr. Mohammed al-Obaidi (Iraq);    
Mr. Santiago Corcuera Cabezut (Mexico); Mr. Luciano 
Hazan (Argentina); Mr. Juan Jos® L·pez Ortega 

(Spain); and Mr. Kimio Yakushiji (Japan).  

 Delegates also engaged in a panel discussion on 
implementation of the Convention.  

 Her Excellency Mar²a Cristina 
Perceval, Permanent Representative of 
Argentina, made opening remarks.  

 Statements were made by 
Ms. Estela de Carlotto, Abuelas de 
Plaza de Mayo; Ms. Lita Boitano, 
Familiares de Desaparecidos y 
Detenidos por Razones Pol²ticas;        
Ms. Fatou Bensouda, Prosecutor, 
International Criminal Court; Ms. Marta 
V§zquez, Madres de Plaza de Mayo, 
L²nea Fundadora; Mr. Jos® Luis D²az, 
Amnesty International; Ms. Taty Almeida, 
Madres de Plaza de Mayo, L²nea 
Fundadora; and Mr. Ibrahim Salama, 
Office of the High Commissioner for 
Human Rights, who also delivered a 
statement on behalf of Mr. Emmanuel 
Decaux, Chairperson of the Committee 
on Enforced Disappearances.  

 The representatives of Armenia, 

Cape Verde, Costa Rica, El Salvador, Japan, Mali, 

Morocco, Switzerland and Uruguay, and the 

representative of the International Committee of the Red 

Cross, made statements and posed questions to the 

panel members. Â  

 

 

Elections of five new members of the  

Committee on Enforced Disappearances (CED)  

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION Newsletter No 18 / Oct. - Nov. - Dec. 2012 
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The Committee on Enforced Disappearances with Co-facilitators and Ms. Nicole 

Ameline, Chairperson of CEDAW , 18 April 2013 in Geneva É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  

To read more about the Second Meeting of States 

Parties to the CED and results of elections: 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CED/Pages/Electi

ons2012.aspx 

 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CED/Pages/Elections2012.aspx
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CED/Pages/Elections2012.aspx
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T he 25
th
 Meeting of States Parties to the 

International Convention on the Elimination of 

All Forms of Racial Discrimination was held in 

Conference Room 3 (CB) in New York on 3 June 2013 

from 10:15am to 12:45pm. Having obtained the required 

majority the following eight members were elected:  

 Mr. Noureddine AMIR (Algeria), Mr. Marc 

Bossuyt (Belgium), Ms. Anastasia Crickley (Ireland),    

Ms. Afiwa-Kindena Hohoueto (Togo), Mr. Anwar Kemal 

(Pakistan), Mr. G¿n Kut (Turkey), Mr. Jos® Augusto 

Lindgren Alves (Brazil), and Mr. Yeung Kam John Yeung 

Sik Yuen (Mauritius). 

 A second ballot was organized to decide which of 

the top two runners-up should take the remaining seat. 

As a result, Mr. Melhem KHALAF was duly elected. 

 Under agenda item 6, ñOther mattersò, the 

representative of Liechtenstein made a statement 

suggesting that meetings of states parties should include 

on their agenda an item to allow for a substantive 

exchange of views on matters falling under the 

competence of States Parties.  

 In accordance with OHCHRôs gender policy, and 

in line with the last CERD resolution in the GA, the 

Chairôs script drew attention for the first time to the 

gender balance within the Committee and the candidates. 

The result of the election will increase the number of 

women on the Committee from three to four from 2014. 

 We would also like to draw your attention to the 

election of members of TBs guide developed by our 

colleagues in New York for UN delegates based in New 

York: 
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewYork/Pages/Resources.aspx Â 

Elections of new members of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial in 

Discrimination (CERD)  

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION Newsletter No 18 / Oct. - Nov. - Dec. 2012 
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The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination during the 82nd session in Geneva considering the report of New Zealand 

(22 February 2013) É OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby  

To read more about the 25
th
 Meeting of States Parties 

to the International Convention on the Elimination of 

All Forms of Racial Discrimination log on to:  

http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cerd/elections25.htm 

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewYork/Pages/Resources.aspx
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/cerd/elections25.htm
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F rom 21 to 22 May 2013, around 50 
parliamentarians, representatives of Ministries 

and members of the Economic, Social and 
Environmental Council participated in a seminar to lobby 
for the ratification of the OP-ICESCR and the second 
OP-ICCPR. The seminar was organized jointly by 
OHCHR-West Africa Regional Office (WARO) and 
Amnesty International Senegal, and aimed at promoting 
ownership of stakeholders and encouraging the 
ratification by Senegal of the two abovementioned 
optional protocols. 
 
 The seminar received considerable press 
coverage, especially concerning the second optional 
protocol to the ICCPR. Indeed, the death penalty has 
been abolished in Senegal since 2004, however, the OP 
has not been ratified up until now. The seminar provided 
a forum to raise awareness among parliamentarians, 
state authorities and civil society on the need to formalize 

the abolition of the death penalty on an international level 
through the ratification of the OP. The importance of this 
step has been underlined recently by propositions made 
by certain parliamentarians to reintroduce the death 
penalty in Senegal. 
 
 Senegal has already signed the OP-ICESCR in 
September 2009 and the recent entry into force of the 
OP creates a momentum for its ratification. This seminar, 
which is part of the extensive lobbying activities under-
taken by OHCHRôs West Africa regional office in Senegal 
for the ratification of the OP, allowed parliamentarians to 
familiarize with the contents of the OP-ICESCR and to 
understand the importance of its ratification. 
 
 In the final declaration of the seminar, 
participants committed to undertake all necessary 
actions for the ratification of both optional protocols.Â  

Seminar organized jointly by OHCHR WARO and Amnesty International  

Senegal to advocate for the ratification of the OP - ICESCR  

and the second OP - ICCPR  

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION Newsletter No 18 / Oct. - Nov. - Dec. 2012 
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50 parliamentarians, representatives of Ministries and members of the Economic, Social and Environmental Council participated in a 

Seminar organized jointly by OHCHR WARO and Amnesty International Senegal on the ratification of the OP-ICESCR and the second 

OP-ICCPR, 21-22 May 2013 É OHCHR 
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T hrough OHCHR's accounts on Facebook and Twitter, as well other social media platforms, 

OHCHR strives to give the treaty bodies increased 

visibility, to create greater awareness of their expert 

findings, and to involve a greater number of 

stakeholders.  

 

 On Facebook, OHCHR posts, together with a 

related photo, a short summary of the discussion of 

each State partyôs report, including the link to the 

discussion summary on the OHCHR website and to the 

committeeôs page where the full reports can be found. 

Also posted is the link to the concluding observations at 

the end of each treaty bodyôs session, as is also done 

for thematic discussions or the examination of individual 

complaints. Moreover, users are also often asked to do 

a search in the Human Rights Index on how their 

country is doing in order to promote the Index.  

 

 On Twitter, OHCHR tweets about the 

examination of each countryôs report, including the link 

to the discussion summary on the OHCHR website and 

the committeeôs page with the full reports. Also tweeted 

is the link to the concluding observations at the end of 

each treaty bodyôs session, as we do for thematic 

discussions or the examination of individual complaints.  

 

 
Tweet 1: Convention on the elimination of racial 

discrimination: 18 Retweets, 5 Favorites 

 

Tweet 2: UN Human Rights Committee recommendations on 

Lithuania and Maldives: 21 Retweets, 1 Favorite  

Post: CRC Albania: 43 Shares, 101 likes 

 

 

 

 Online monitoring tools enable us to analyse our 

social media activity and study the audience. 

Impressions measure the number of times a specific 

tweet appears in Twitter feeds to determine the ñviralityò 

of a specific tweet which can be used to benchmark 

impact. 

  

 In 2012, by way of example, for the Committee 

on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, the 

Committee on the Elimination of All Forms of 

Discrimination Against Women, and for the Human 

Rights Committee, a total of 1,184,624 potential users 

were reached.Â 

 

 

Social Media and the Human Rights Treaty Bodies  
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