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Message from the Director of the
Human Rights Treaties Division

A forward looking report by the Secretary-General
for a satisfactory outcome?

John W.
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On 23 October, the High Commissioner for Human
Rights, Ms. Navi Pillay, presented her annual report to
Member States attending the 68" s essi on of t
Assembly. On the treaty body strengthening process she
stated:

h e

I would Iike to commend- t he
facilitatorsgyowér ntnteent alnt eprr ¢
treaty body strengthening
Representatives of Indonesi
matters over the ¢ se of
substantive text t have
readings provi des soun
comprehensive and sustaina
chall enges faced by the trec¢

n not e of t he

whi chyoextr amest
| t he first h a
pe that a Ssubst
his deadline. M
nsi ve and det
15 November 2

our
hey
a

have t a
Al RES/ 68/
rocess un
incerely
eached by
he <comprehe
reqguested by

On 15 November, the United Nations will release a unique
report providing a detailed cost assessment of the current
treaty body system (which requires pulling together the
budget of three departments — OHCHR, UNOG and UNIS)
and the costing of the current draft elements of the GA
resolution. This forward looking Secretary-General report
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will also deconstruct key costs of the work of treaty bodies, including with regard to one week of session dedicated
to the treaty reporting procedure and one for the individual complaints procedure. The SG report also identifies a
number of significant savings in different areas that the treaty body system can generate, if States agree, and that
would be then re-invested in to reinforce the system. This report is truly ground breaking as to our knowledge no
UN mechanisms in the past has been fully assessed financially, compiling information from three different parts of
the UN: the substantive secretariat (OHCHR), the Conference Management Secretariat (UNOG) and the UN
Information Service.

Now that States are entering the peak phase of negotiations, it is time to remind all actors involved in the process
the principles that the Chairpersons of the ten treaty bodies highlighted adopted last May during their recent 25™
Annual Meeting:

fIThe outcome of the intergovernmental process should strengthen the human rights protection t h a t the tr

body system offers and intensify the scrutiny o f i mpl ementation of obligations
system
fThe independence o f treaty body members is the source of t he

guarantees the impartial treatment of States parties. The Addis Ababa guidelines enshrine and operationalize these
principles

fIThe outcome of the intergovernmental process should address the challenges faced by the treaty body system in
a comprehensive and sustainable manner

YAl cost-saving and other measures to improve the efficiency of the treaty bodies must be reinvested in the

treaty body system and, through additional resources, the treaty
material and human resources from the regular budgett o adequately carry out their
respective treaties

The work of the treaty bodies should be modernized so as to take full advantage of technological developments,
while at the same time making it universally accessible for persons with disabilities, thereby honouring the principle
of reasonable accommodation

The President of the General Assembly, Mr. John W. Ashe (Antigua and Barbuda), has (re)appointed on 6
November the co-facilitators, Ms. Greta Gunnarsdottir (Ambassador of Iceland) and Mr. Mohamed Khaled Khiari
(Ambassador of Tunisia). They wi || prepare next round ¢
The Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights stands of course ready to continue supporting the
intergovernmental process, as requested. On their side, all human rights treaty bodies will certainly find ways to

input in the final phase of the negotiations. We all stand ready for the best possible outcome. A
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I nterview with
" f eel It

The Treaties Division interviewed Patrick
Thornberry, who is leaving the Committee on
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD)
at the end of 2013 after 13 years of service as
member and rapporteur of the Committee. He
shared with us his insightful views and ideas
on the work of the treaty body system as well
as CERD.

13
Kirby

Patrick Thornberry, of

E OHCHR/ Danielle

years

Could you share your thoughts and impressions of
leaving the Committee after so many years of
service? Any regrets?

| started to work as a member of the Committee from
2001, firstly for a year
predecessor, without the need for an election by States
parties. After this, | was elected three times as a
member for a term of 4 years in 2002, 2006 and 2010. |
functioned as rapporteur from 2002 to 2008.

| have learned a great deal about human rights issues in
a wide range of countries and have come to understand
better how human rights principles are interpreted and
applied in different national contexts, as well as the
distress of victims of racial discrimination.

Patri
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ck Thornberry,
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| think it is a great privilege to work with the Committee,
but it comes with a huge responsibility. It is important
work. In terms of my own feelings, | will certainly miss
the engagement with the States parties and other
stakeholders as well as colleagues. In personal terms, |
feel it is the right decision to step down. Three
mandates was enough time to make a decent
contribution to the Committee’s work.

You have also worked with the Council of Europe on
minority rights. How would you compare that
experience with your experience of the CERD?

Most of my work was with the Organization for Security
and Co-operation in Europe (OSCE) on minority issues
— with the High Commissioner on National Minorities. |
think the main difference between working with
European organizations and working for the UN is the
sheer number and cultural variety of States in the UN
context. Another difference is the working methodology.
When | worked with the OSCE, | went on many country
visits — such visits were part of the regular methodology
for the OSCE. | guess this is very difficult for the treaty
bodies, which have a very large number of States
parties. Of course, you also have special procedures
and other mechanisms which carry out country visits.
While visits help to grasp the immediacy of situations, it
is possible to work effectively on the basis of written
information transmitted to Geneva, especially when
BSUpled Wih thé prBSEREe bf rBpreséritdtiPes of civil
society at the dialogues with States parties.

What is the most remarkable achievement of the
Committee?

One of the achievements is to disseminate the message
that racial discrimination can exist in any country. It is

U Qmp6r@nt that thle Seates” faried ire@dgiz€ thht &Heym

have racial discrimination issues - there was a tendency
in the past to deny the existence of such discrimination.
The Committee has really raised awareness of States
parties, and thereby helped to forestall some of the
negative consequences of racial discrimination.

Further, by putting in place early warning and urgent
action procedures, the Committee has assisted in
raising the consciousness of States parties on the most
serious practices of racial discrimination impacting on
vulnerable populations.
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How much impact do you believe that the Committee
has made on the ground, through its concluding
observations, general recommendations, communi-
cations, etc? What do you think we can do to
increase the impact on the ground?

As a professor of a university in the UK, it has been
difficult to measure the impact of our research on the
ground to gather evidence of human rights
improvements which might have resulted from our work.
In CERD, we observe that, besides their improved
awareness of racial discrimination, governments tend to
take their responsibilities seriously and inform their
publics on the principles of the ICERD and the
concluding observations of the Committee. It is very
important that civil society has adequate space to
address this crucial human rights issue.

What change would you like to see in the work of
the Committee and the treaty bodies in the future?

| think this question is also related to the current treaty
body strengthening process and | believe that the treaty
bodies should actively engage in the process. We have
excellent secretariats to support the treaty bodies, but
they are severely stretched. More resources should be
provided.

| also feel that self-evaluation is important and some
systemic questions need to be addressed. There are
also many issues regarding how to ensure that the
recommendations made by the Committee are better
implemented.

There are also human rights questions which | would
like the Committee to address or pay attention to in the
near future. One is the human rights nexus between
development and indigenous peoples, including the
relationship between business corporations and
indigenous rights. The General Recommendations
made so far by the Committee could be supplemented
by further recommendations focused on this question.
The legal framework to address this important question
requires elaboration as it relates to the provisions of the
ICERD. Further, there are often important ethnic
dimensions behind many human rights problems — the
Committee should continue to highlight and indeed
intensify its focus on these dimensions.

Could you tell us about CERD’s new general
recommendation on racist hate speech and your
role in the adoption of this general recomm-
endation?

We went through quite a tough session to adopt this
recommendation. The recommendation suggests that
the full resources of the Convention should be mobilised
to combat hate speech - procedural as well as
normative resources. The issue of hate speech and free
speech is and remains controversial. We have tried hard
to distinguish hate speech from protected free speech.
Inter alia, the general recommendation insists that the
criminalization of hate speech should be confined to
serious cases, to be proved beyond reasonable doubt,
while other means should be pursued to address less
serious cases. We have also endeavoured to highlight

the use of other measures to prevent and combat hate
speech, including education for tolerance, and counter-
speech. Free speech is itself an effective antidote to
hate speech. The Committee has tried to clarify the
understanding of key terms, and the relationship
between hate speech and free speech, bearing in mind
that hate speech has the potential to silence the free
speech of its victims.

As regards my contribution to this general
recommendation, | was a co-rapporteur with Mr.
Diaconu and prepared the first draft.

The Committee n the Elimination of
8 1! session in Geneva (Augus
E OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby

What advice do you have for new members of the
treaty bodies, who have just stepped in the system?

| think each member will find out in their own way the
best means to fulfil their mandate, with all its important
responsibilities. It is a challenging job and also hard
work. One should study the issues very carefully and try
to understand the contexts in which racial discrimination
is alleged to occur.

The Committee is composed of members with widely
differing backgrounds and experience. It is important to
speak with one voice as a group, on the basis of
consensus. Members should freely and forthrightly
express their views and, at the same time, respect the
views of other members - and the principle of
consensus.

Leaving the Committee, | have mixed feelings.
However, a change in membership is good for the
Committee as a functioning whole and for the members
themselves. New members bring fresh enthusiasms and
new ideas to the system. This is important for the
continued viability and success of the Committee. A



OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION Newsletter No 21/ July - October 2013

Adoption of

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination =~ (CERD) has adopted General
Recommendation (GR) No.35 on combating racist
hate speech, at its 83rd
August 2012, the discussion was launched at a thematic
discussion day with a wide range of stakeholders,
including representatives from Permanent Missions to
the United Nations Office at Geneva, NHRIs, civil
society organizations, academics, and interested
individuals.

The GR underlines that effectively combating racist hate
speech involves the mobilization of the full normative
and procedural resources of the Convention. Thus, it
focuses not only on article 4 of the Convention, but also
on articles 5 and 7. The GR further emphasizes that the
criminalization of forms of racist expression should be
reserved for serious cases, to be proven beyond
reasonable doubt and governed by principles of legality,
proportionality and necessity, while less serious cases
should be addressed by means other than criminal law.

The GR identifies five types of conduct which should be
sanctioned as offences punishable by law under article
4 of the Convention, name
based on racial or ethnic superiority or hatred; (ii)
incitement to hatred, contempt or discrimination against
members of a group on grounds of their race, colour,
descent, or national or ethnic origin; (iii) threats or
incitement to violence against persons or groups on the
grounds in (ii) above; (iv) expression of insults, ridicule
or slander of persons or groups or justification of hatred,
contempt or discrimination on the grounds in (ii) above,
when it clearly amounts to incitement to hatred or
discrimination; and (v) participation in organizations and
activities which promote and incite racial discrimination.
The Committee also recommends that public denials or
attempts to justify crimes of genocide and crimes
against humanity, as defined by international Ilaw,
should be declared as offences punishable by law,
provided that they clearly constitute incitement to racial
violence or hatred.

For the qualification of such conduct as offences
punishable by law, the GR underscores the importance
of the intention of the speaker and the imminent risk or
likelihood that the conduct desired or intended by the
speaker will result from the speech in question. It also
emphasizes that contextual factors should be taken into
account, namely: (i) the content and form of speech; (ii)

CERD Gener al

Recommendat

the economic, social and political climate prevalent at
the time the speech was made; (iii) the position or status
of the speaker, noting the particular role of politicians;
(iv) the reach of the spe

s e s s i audiencen andA meganss of trandmisSian; andh (v) the

objectives of speech, noting that speech protecting or
defending the human rights of individuals and groups
should not be subject to criminal or other sanctions. The
GR also stresses that measures to monitor and combat
racist hate speech should not be used as a pretext to
curtail expression of protest at injustice, social
discontent or opposition.

Because racism can be the product of, i nt er
indoctrination or inadequate education, the GR
highlights that education for tolerance, and counter-
speech, may function as especially effective antidotes to
racist hate speech, and outlines various measures that
should be taken by States parties in this regard. A

The advance edited version of the GR can be found on
our webpage at:
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CERD/Pages/
CERDIndex.aspx
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Latest update

Where does the inter-governmental process
on treaty body strengthening stand?

A. On 20 September 2013, the General Assembly
adopted a resolution by which it extended the inter-
governmental process on treaty body strengthening until
the first half of February 2014 in order to finalize the
elaboration of an outcome (A/RES/68/3). The General
Assembly requested the President of the General
Assembly to appoint two co-facilitators to continue open,
transparent, and inclusive negotiations. It further asked
the Secretary-General to provide a comprehensive and
detailed cost assessment to provide background context
to support the intergovernmental process by 15

November 2013, including based on, but not limited to
the report of the former Co-facilitators (A/67/955).

Meeting on 19 April

the GA treaty body

on Enforced Disappearances (CED),
members of CEDAW, and from | eft
Chairperson of CBheAsW,a HETr Maya,

Representative of I ndonesi a
Per manent Representative of

New York and Mr . Emmanuel
OHCHR/ Danielle Kirby
Q. On what basis will member States

continue negotiations?

A. As a result of the intense efforts of the former
Co-facilitators (Permanent Representatives of Iceland
and Indonesia to the United Nations in NY), there is a
draft substantive text under consideration. This text,
which was the subject of two readings already, provides
a basis for a comprehensive and sustainable solution to
the challenges faced by the treaty bodies and is
included in the report of the Co-facilitators which was
presented to the General Assembly.

Q. Can you tell us about the cost-
assessment requested from the Secretary-
General?

and
lcel And
De c B u x will @ontinue foeprovide support ¢Etbe freshly appointed

on the treaty body

A. OHCHR and UNOG are actively contributing to
the cost assessment, requested in resolution 68/3,
which is being prepared under the overall leadership of
the UN Budget Division in New York and will be
presented as a background paper to the President of the
General Assembly to support the inter-governmental
process on treaty body strengthening. The assessment
gives an overview of the current cost of the system as
well as an indication of potential cost implications — both
savings and additional resources — of the elements and
measures put forward in the substantive text. It is the
first time that so much information about the treaty
bodies, their work and their resources has been
consolidated and analysed in such depth. The
information provided in the cost assessment will provide
States will all necessary elements to take informed
decisions.

Q. What will be the role of treaty body
Chairpersons and members going forward?

A. Informal consultations among member States
are expected to resume in January 2014. All indications
are that the treaty bodies will continue to be consulted
by the Co-facilitators as they have been over the past
two vyears. The presence of most treaty body
Chairpersons in New York for the General Assembly has
allowed them to express their support for a package
agreement in which any savings from efficiency
measures will be reinvested directly in the treaty body
system in order to strengthen the protection of all right-
holders. Once the inter-governmental process

2 01 3f acni |G etnaet canpudess ttheetreaty badies will of course play a major
strengt heni ngrolerirrtheimplenagnthtion oftheutoome. t e e

with the participation of

tge r ma“r':he !S te rofdiof OHEHRPE! i ne.

HE Ms. Gur]nar_sd ttll’. Gr ®t a, .
tQHCHR eincluging thepughdts iNew York effice,

Co-facilitators and the inter-governmental process. The
High Commissioner, in her landmark speech delivered in
Washington on 1 October 2013, at the American
University, Washington School of Law, urged the
General Assembly, to act on current proposals to
strengthen the treaty body system and thus secure the
essential passage from treaty ratification to real
implementation for all States parties. The meeting was
hosted by Claudio Grossman, Dean of the American
University, Washington School of Law and Chairperson

of the Committee against Torture. A

To read the full statement of the High
Commissioner:
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/Display
News.aspx?News|D=13939&LangID=E

St
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"Strengthening the United Nations 'Human
by Suzanne Egan, published Iin Human R
T in exploring ways of i mprov
his article discusses in detail the potential of the r ecogni sed el ements of transf
proposals in the High Commissioner ‘s report on treaty c o mmonl y used across a rang
body strenghtening and their overall feasibility in the busi nesses, hospitals, t o g
current political environment. agenci es. Their depl oyment b
context of treaty body reforn
The article points to the rapid growth of the treatybody o j rritate the sensibilities
system as a great challenge, which enormously { he consultation process. A
increases the workload of the system without - onsultation of the States |
corresponding human and financial resources and st rengthening records the Vvie
imposes heavier burdens on States parties to meet { her e was a need for a 6l eadi
reporting and implementation obligations under the { he process6; that States sho
human rights treaties. In this context, treaty body 35 peing on a par with civil
strengthening has become inevitable. ultimately the outcome of th
The article notes that the High Commissioner’s report is States to be olegally valid a
a product of “a sustained and well-executed F| ndeed, despite objections f
consultation process”. She argues that the proposals partjes, the OHCHR appears to
made by the High Commissioner in her report are { 5 encourage this process on
concrete and practical, and, if implemented, willimprove o diA s . o
the effectiveness of the treaty body system. The article
further questions whether the two key main actors in
this process, the treaty bodies and States parties, are
willing and ready to take up their responsibilities in
improving the system.
In the conclusion, the author asserts analyses that . .
“‘many of the proposals targeted at the treaty bodies are The f lve cand I_ dat Ie S
constructive, specific and cost-free and will require Commi ttee agail nst To
mainly a change of mind set to implement. Some of the el ecti on of t he 14t
more ambitious proposals, however, would require .
significant political will from the States Parties and a States par ties
corresponding injection of financial resources.” T ) ) )
he five candidates elected to the Committee
Some excerpts from the paper: against Torture, fqr a term pf four years as of 1
January 2014, are (in alphabetical order):
ié. i n a context of scar e resources, it i s si mpll y
unrealistic to expect t he trn a
comprehens-uper 6béel ow
Ms. Saadia Belmir Morocco
AThe real_ guestion wil/ be _er.AIessioBruni Italy els wi
move to i mpeEemmdnmtecommendat i
HC reporbks the board, give|MrJensModvig Denmark
i nnovate from their i ndi vii dMr. Bhogendra Sharma Nepal need
previous recommendations a OMr.KeningZhang China
i é one of t he di stinguiflshing features of the
0str _engt hening processo6 t ra;Fthglg]o%ne%tte;.ﬁ]a} k M- i_BFl_ ”b'Jt_arfGI' oMf -
previous reform efforts hia s been t he elicitation of
stakehol der Vi ews. Thi s a fe-pefg=fmgete S e TSR e s
assumption of | eadership by the OHCHR and her office
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l nducti on

Experts on the

The Induction workshop for new members of the
African Committee of Experts on the Rights and Welfare
of the Child (ACERWC) was held in Harare, Zimbabwe
on 10 — 13 September 2013. OHCHR'’s Regional Office
for South Africa participated in the Induction Workshop
along with experienced members of ACERWC and from
civil society representatives.

The ACERWC, established by the African Charter on
the Rights and Welfare of the Child, consists of 11
experts serving in their personal capacity. Four of the
expert members ended their terms in July 2013 and
were replaced by four new elected members. The
workshop aimed at helping the new members to
understand the mandate, roles and responsibilities, as
well as to become familiar with the working environment
of the African Union. The workshop also provided an
opportunity to exchange information and discuss
lessons learned with seven existing experts.

The induction workshop covered a number of topics in
the field of children’s rights including: the international
and regional standards relating to the rights of the child;
overview of the United Nations human rights
mechanisms and the African Union; global emerging
issues on children’s rights and the current situation of
children’s rights in Africa; overview of the African
Charter on the Rights and Welfare of the Child and the
ACERWC; and cooperation between the Committee on
the rights of the Child (CRC) and the AU (ACERWC).
The experts also met with ministerial staff of the
Government of Zimbabwe.

OHCHR's presentation on the UN human rights system
introduced the UN Charter based human rights

® ACERWC

The Charter About the Committee

wor kshop

AFRICAN COMMITTEE OF EXPERTS ON
THE RIGHTS AND WELFARE OF THE CHILD

The Committee’s Work

new member s
and Wel far e

for
Ri ght s

mechanisms and the UN treaty based human rights
system/mechanisms. The discussion focused on
possible avenues for effective collaboration, particularly
in relation to the building for the capacity of the
ACERWC. Concrete recommendations include:

9 Sharing induction materials and methodologies
between CRC and ACERWGC,;

9 Developing strategies to advance children’s rights
through the UPR process;

9 Facilitating a more systematic engagement of
ACERWC with the UN Special Procedure, especially
those with mandates related to children’s rights, and
mandate-holders from Africa;

1 Briefing ACERWC on the methodologies and best
practices of the Sub-Committee on Prevention of
Torture (SPT) with regard to visits to places of
detention for children and explore ways to enhance
the cooperation between ACERWC and SPT in this
area, including through sharing schedules of visits;
and

1 Facilitating information exchange between ACERWC
and CRC.

ACERWC has made progress in its efforts to
meaningfully collaborate with the CRC. Both
organizations have established a focal point to facilitate
collaboration. The fact that the Chairperson of the
ACERWC Benyam Dawit Mezmuri s al so a
the CRC is believed to open up more opportunities to
strengthen cooperation between the two bodies.A

88 English
i B Francais (French)

Documents DATABASE

Civil Society Participation

We are a group of experts mandated by the African Charter on the Rights &
_Welfare of the Child to monitor and report on the fulfillment of child rights in Africa

of
of
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Human Rights Committee Views reg
communi cations No. 2094/ 2011/ 21:
Australi a: |l ndefinite detention
on security grounds
Optional Protocol to the Covenant which gives the
During its 108th session, on 20 August 2013, the S:r:\nTaI::\et: competence fo  examine individual
Human Rights Committee considered communications P '
No. 2094/2011 and No. 2136/2012 and concluded that BA CK GROUND::
Australia’s mdeﬂmtg detention of 46 recognized Most of the refugees arrived in Australian territorial
_refugees on secunty_ grounds amo_unt_eq to cr_uel, waters between March 2009 and December 2010 and
inhuman _and degrading treatment, inflicting serious were first disembarked on Christmas Island. Five were
psychological harm on them. rescued at sea and initially disembarked in Indonesia
The Committee said Australia should release the before arriving at Christmas Island. At the time of the
refugees, who have been held for at least two and a  submission of their complaint to the Committee, they
half years, and offer them compensation and were being held at several detention centres. In their
rehabilitation. complaints, lodged in 2011 and 2012, the refugees
. . argued that, as they were not informed of the reasons
;hi. refugfees M 42 Tam'? fr}gm St” L: nka,h thr:eg for their security assessment, they were unable to
N mlgya rom hyaljmar anR. ah UV(\I:aII - brought their identify any possible legal errors which could allow
complaints to the Human Rights ommltte_e, arguing  them to apply for a judicial review in the Australian
that they were unable to challenge the legality of their courts
detention in Australian courts. '
Thev had b ved f h Id not The Australian authorities argued that all the claims
ey had been recoghized as refugees who could not —yere jnadmissible. They further indicated that solutions
be returned to their home countries but were refused were being explored, including resettlement or safe
visas to stay '.T AL_Jsliralla dbecause thsyk\j/vgre- dee_me? 0 return to the refugees’ countries of origin, if the risk of
gotse ? S?,CU."I'.tY risk, and so were held in immigration  parm no longer existed. In the meantime, the authorities
etention faciiities. were of the view that it was not appropriate for
The Committee reached its conclusion based principally  individuals with an adverse security assessment to live
on the fact that the refugees were not informed of the ~ . ~ .
reasons for the negative security assessment and so ¢ K S /| 2Y Y AGGSS al AR I d
were unable to mount a legal challenge to their NSt SI as i K g NSFdza3sS§Saz ¢
indefinite detention. « A z ‘ ~
FT2NJ | fSI-éu 62 YR |
“The combination of the arbitrary character of (their) 2 FF S NI GKSY 02 Y LIS Y &

detention, its protracted and/or indefinite duration, the
refusal to provide information and procedural rights to
(t hem) and t he di fficult
cumulatively inflicting serious psychological harm”, the
Committee members wrote in their conclusions adopted
on 25 July and made public on Thursday.

The Committee decided that the treatment of the
refugees by Australia constituted treatment contrary to
Article 7 of the ICCPR, under which “no one shall be
subjected to torture or to cruel, inhuman or degrading
treatment or punishment”.

It further stated that Australia is obliged, under Article 2
of the Covenant, to provide all 46 refugees with
effective remedy. This includes releasing them under
individually appropriate conditions, and offering them
rehabilitation and appropriate compensation.

Australia is also under an obligation to take steps to
prevent similar violations in the future, the Committee
concluded.

The Committee monitors implementation of the ICCPR
by States parties. It considered this case under the First

NSKIFIOATAGIGAZ2Y ®
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individuals with the classified details would also
undermine the security assessment process and
compromise Australia’s security.

Since the complaints were lodged, seven of the
refugees - a mother and her son, who was born in
2007, and a
visas and released fr9m detention to settle into the
Australian community. A

Human Rights Committee Views on these cases
can be found at:
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CCPR/Pages/Juris

rudence.aspx
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cat

CRPD Views regarding communi
Zsolt Buj dos and five others v
Hungary: Right of persons wi

During its tenth session, on 9 September 2013, the
Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
(the Committee)
(Zsolt Bujdosdé and five
with intellectual disability in Hungary, who are under
guardianship, brought their complaint to the Committee
in September 2011, alleging that Hungary breached
their rights under article 29 (participation in political and
public life), read alone and in conjunction with article 12
(equal recognition before
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (the Convention).
The six authors claimed that they were automatically
deleted from electoral registers by direct application of
article 70(5) of the Constitution, could not participate in
parliamentary elections and municipal elections in 2010
due to the restriction in their legal capacity, remained
disenfranchised, and could not participate in elections.
The authors argued that they were able to understand
politics and participate in elections, and that the ban,
which took no account of the nature of their disability
and their individual abilities, was unjustified.

Under article 70(5) of the Hungarian Constitution,
applicable at the time of the complaint, all persons
under guardianship were automatically excluded from
voting. Hungary changed its Constitution in 2012. The
Fundamental Law now requires judges to make a
decision on suffrage based on an individual
assessment. The Hungarian authorities argued that
under this new legislation, courts can only remove the
right to vote in the case of a complete lack of legal
capacity.

The Committee considered that article 29 of the
Convention does not foresee any reasonable restriction,
nor does it allow exceptions for persons with disabilities.
Therefore, it found that an exclusion of the right to vote
on the basis of a perceived or actual psychosocial or
intellectual disability, including a restriction pursuant to
an individualized assessment, constitutes discrimination
on the basis of disability. Recalling that States parties
must recognize and uphold the legal capacity of
persons with disabilities on an equal basis with other in
all aspects of their lives, including political life, the
Committee also determined that, under Article 12 of
Convention, States parties have a positive duty to take
the necessary measures to guarantee to persons with
disabilities the actual exercise of their legal capacity.

considered
ot

Therefore, the Committee found that, by depriving the
complainants of their right to vote, based on a perceived
or actual intellectual disability, the State party failed to
comnplymwithu its ioldigationscunder Mnticle 29, fe2dOalbrie

t h
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With respect to remedies, the Committee recommended
that the State party reinstate the complainants on the
electoral roll and provide them with adequate
compensation for moral damages as well as for the

{egal cogtsaingyrredyin filipgpihis cenymymicatien. iThe n

Committee further recommended that the State party
take measures to prevent similar violations by
considering repealing legislations which the Committee
found to be contrary to the Convention. The Committee
also called on Hungary to enact laws that recognize,
without any capacity assessment, the right to vote for all
persons with disabilities, and provide for adequate
assistance and reasonable accommodation for that
purpose. In that regard, the Committee stated that the
Hungarian authorities should uphold and guarantee in
practice the right to vote for persons with disabilities by
ensuring that voting procedures, facilities and materials
are appropriate, accessible and easy to understand and
use, and where necessary, at [the person’s] request,
allowing assistance in voting by a person of their
choice.A

CRPD Views on this case can be found at:
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/CRPD/Pages/
Jurisprudence.aspx )

You[TD) Q

S §'ney 20

e FONMCEALLUM

How to read when you're blind: Ron McCallum at TEDxSydney

Mr . Ron Mc Cal l um,
on the persons with
http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pY6ul P70HY
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Hi glhe v e | Meeting of the General A:
Disability and Devel opment (HLI

The High-level Meeting of the General Assembly on Disability and Development (HLMDD) took place at the UN
in New York on 23 September, the day before the opening of the General Debate of the 68th session of the General
Assembly. The meeting adopted an action-oriented outcome document in support of the aims of the Convention on
the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (the Convention) and the realization of the Millennium Development Goals.
The outcome document, which resulted from an extensive participatory process, calls
for the full implementation of the Convention and its Optional Protocol, which are
considered as both human rights and development instruments. The document urges

S = A / the United Nations system and Member States to remain engaged in the realization of
E--"‘. T | \ A _[the MDGs and other internationally agreed development goals for persons with
R gk o T | disabilities towards 2015 and beyond. It further encourages the international

- ¢~ | community to seize every opportunity to include disability as a crosscutting issue in the
;ﬁ :) global development agenda and to give due consideration to disability in the emerging
post 2015 UN development agenda with a view to enhancing cooperation, and to
provide relevant technical assistance to Member States upon their request.

The Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (the Committee) adopted a
statement on the inclusion of the rights of persons with disabilities in the post-2015
development agenda, whi ch i s available on the Committ
the Committee encourages States to mainstream the human rights based approach in
their plans, programs and projects related to the post-2015 agenda on development
D | sq b | Ilt U & and disability and take into account the full participation of persons with disabilities in
designing, implementing, monitoring and evaluating all public policies. Ms. Maria
Development Soledad Cisternas Reyes, t he Chair of the Committee, sp
session of the High-Level Meeting. In her speech, she highlighted that mainstreaming
human rights, particularly the rights of persons with disabilities in the post-2015
development agenda was a must and that the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (the
Convention) should be consulted as a legal framework as well as guiding principles for policy-making. She also
emphasized that all development policies and programmes should be inclusive and accessible for persons with
disabilities and ensure that persons with disabilities to enjoy all human rights and that States parties should be held
accountable for that. She also encouraged the international community to provide necessary technical and financial
assistance in this regard.A

For more information:
http://www.un.org/disabilities/default.asp?id=1590

Draft UN Secretary General's Bull e

Adr aft UN -Geercereadla'rsy Bul l etin on accessibility for pers
been adopted in July 2013 by the Inter-Departmental Task Force on Accessibility, a UN Secretariat-wide task force,
which was established in 2010, under the auspices of the High Commissioner for Human Rights, to promote the
development of accessibility standards across the UN. According to the draft, which is currently the object of con-
sultations within the Secretariat, the Organization shall prohibit discrimination on the basis of disability with regard
to all matters concerning all forms of employment and take measures to ensure that persons with disabilities have
access to physical facilities, conference and services, documentation and information, continuing learning and em-
ployment and retention. The organization is called upon to eliminate barriers that prevent persons with disabilities
from employment opportunities and to create an inclusive workplace to safeguard the rights of persons with disabi-
lities. The bulletin further establishes monitoring and compliance mechanisms to ensure the implementation of the
accessibility policy. Upon request, the Organization is further called upon to provide reasonable accommodation to
persons with disabilities, which may include any adjustment of rules, practices, conditions or requirements to take
into account the specific needs of an individual with disabilities, with the aim of enabling a staff member with disabi-
lities to fully participate in the work of the Organization on an equal basis with others. The draft is expected to enter
into force in early 2014.A
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Adoption of a Tr e at v/
to Published Wor ks f s

Bl ind, Visually | mp! =
Print Disabled (the /S s

The Diplomatic Conference of the World Property”[

Intellectual Organization (WIPO) adopted the Marrakesh /&
Treaty to Facilitate Access to Published Works for Persons s,
Who Are Blind, Visually Impaired or Otherwise Print | 5
Disabled (The Marrakesh Treaty) in Marrakesh, Moroccoon ¢t p:// www. yout ube

.com/ watch?v=0PG

26 June 2013. 4over wiled i st =PLsm_LOFHpPHBBREZYKkEql qJL

The treaty has been signed by 53 WIPO Members States since its adoption. The treaty requires its contracting
parties to adopt national law provisions that permit the reproduction, distribution and dissemination of published
works in accessible formats. It also provides for the exchange of accessible formats across borders by
organizations that serve persons who are blind, visually impaired, and print-disabled. The treaty seeks to improve
access for the blind, visually impaired, and print-disabled to publish works in different formats, including Braille,
large print text and audio books. The adoption of the treaty is the culmination of years of constructive engagement
by organizations representing persons with disabilities, and in particular, persons with visual disabilities. The
Marrakesh Treaty will enter into force once 20 States will have deposited their instruments of ratification or
accession.A

For more information: http://www.wipo.int/
treaties/en/ip/marrakesh

Children 2013;:
Children with Di

UNICEF launched its publication, “State of the World’s
Children 2013”, in May 2013, which focuses on children with
disabilities. The report calls for inclusive and equitable
approaches in the areas of early childhood development,
education, health, nutrition, humanitarian response and
protection; and recommends the ways in which
Governments and other stakeholders, including the private
sector and international donors and agencies, can advance
Twegeerl d Diasline Joseph, seaHeedgenda forthe Melagidncdf &hildren with disabilities in
llaughs while playing with a cgpifisddetids. 2the N&pbrt stafe§ tHaf &dcfaF incldsion of
L€ LSJIN|d gg::'/ g'o — ncoa re FaeaPt UG qreh With dishblitids is possible but only when the social

perception of children with disabilities is changed; that society
should recognize children with disabilities as full right-holders, like other children, not mere beneficiaries of charity;
and that their voices must be heard and heeded in the development of policies and programmes affecting them.
The report further examines the challenges involved in ensuring that children with disabilities have fair access to
services, and explores promising initiatives in the areas of health, nutrition, education and emergency
programming. It also discusses principles and approaches that can be adapted to advance the inclusion of
children with disabilities.A

For more information: http://www.unicef.org/sowc2013/
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GA High Level

AHigh Level Di al ogue

Development (HLD) took place on 3 and 4 October 2013
at United Nations Headquarters in New York during the
General Assembly's 68th session. The theme of the
HLD related to identifying concrete measures to
strengthen coherence and cooperation at all levels, with
a view to enhancing the benefits of international
migration for migrants and countries alike and its
important link to development, while reducing its
negative impacts. The High Level Dialogue consisted of
four plenary sessions, and four interactive round-table
meetings:

Round table 1 focused on the effects of international
migration on sustainable development and identifying
relevant priorities in view of the preparation on the post-
2015 devel opment

Round table 2 focused on measures to ensure respect
for and protection of the human rights of all migrants,
with particular reference to women and children, as well
as to prevent and combat the smuggling of migrants and
trafficking in persons and to ensure orderly, regular and
safe migration;

Round table 3 focused on strengthening partnerships
and cooperation on international migration, mechanisms
to effectively integrate migration into development
policies and promoting coherence at all levels; and

Round table 4 focused on international and regional
labour mobility and its impact on development.

Throughout the two days, there were also numerous
side events organized by States, OHCHR, other UN
agencies, IOM and civil society.

The engagement of the Committee on Migrant Workers
(the Commi ttee) in t he

visibility to the Convention on the Protection of the
Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families (the Convention) and to the Committee and
many references were made to the Convention during
the HLD by States, OHCHR, UN agencies, IOM, and
civil society. The Secretary-General, in his opening
statement, called upon all States to ratify the
Convention. The High Commissioner in her statement
reiterated this call. The Assistant Secretary-General
highlighted the Committee's General Comment on
migrant domestic workers in the side event co-hosted by
ILO and OHCHR on migrant domestic workers. Most

Di

al ogue on Migrati

importantly, the outcome document, in the form of a
adeclaratibhi, gnotest the ncontributiod of applicable
international conventions, including the International
Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant
Workers and Members of Their Families, to the

international system for the protection of migrants.

The Committee issued a press release immediately just
prior to the HLD. The press release focused on the
changing patterns of migration and the exploitation and
discrimination faced by migrant workers in sectors such
as construction and agriculture, the urgent need to
protect the human rights of migrant workers, the fact
that no major destination countries have ratified the
Convention, and that the Convention is the best strategy
to prevent abuses and to address the vulnerability that
migrant workers face as well as to maximize the benefits

f rame wor k ;of migration.

The Committee also sent letters to all Permanent
Missions in New York. In the letters, the Committee
highlighted the benefits of the Convention and
addressed the concerns and misconceptions regarding
the CMW Convention. The letters also sought to garner
support for the request by the Committee for one extra
week of meeting time due to the increased workload
resulting from the adoption of a fixed reporting calendar
and other efficiency measures.

A press conference was organized on 3 October 2013
with Mr. Francois Crepeau, the Special Rapporteur on
the protection of migrants, and Mr. Prasad
Kariyawasam, member of the Committee and former
Chair. (http://www.un.org/News/fr-press/docs/2013/Conf131003-
MIGRANTS.doc.htm). In the press conference, which
followed the Lampedusa tragedy in which hundreds of
migrants lost their lives, the Committee called upon
States to urgently adopt a new approach to migration

H i thtplaces Ehg rights of migrants Gtghg forefrgnbA,
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Hu man
OHCHROG s

WORLD

WE WANT

Since Rio+20, OHCHR has been actively
promoting human rights in deliberations to define
the post-2015 development agenda, through
research, advocacy, consultations and expert
meetings.

OHCHR'’s substantive engagement has primarily
focused on supporting the UN-led global thematic
and national consultations, through which
consistent and clear demands to fully and
meaningfully integrate human rights as a central
element of the post-2015 development agenda
emerged.

In May 2013," A New Gl obal
the

Ri ght s -

Par t mpm Member" States pto rtarn dwdman
Se EGremtearay 6lse v éli g hP a ragpiration® finto concrete goals,

2i0nl 5t hDee vPeolsotp ment Agend

engagemenz015 nPrtdee PO st

I'n Jul A 20% 3, of Dignity fo
Secr eGaneghalghl i ghted that I
should be part of the =*far
2015, and that new goal s al
into account human rights a
I n Sept emb@NDGH®B13RAA Millio
The Worl d We r aMairt t reite
overwhel ming call for the

on human rights and for inc
further states that it i s

rights t hat t he new agend
inequalities and go beyond
and calls explicitly for ci
included in the new agenda.
OHCHR involvement at the G/
New Yor k on 21001 & pevtel opm
agenda

The High Commissioner participated in the Hi g h

l evel Roundtable discussi ol
2015 sustainable devel opme]
Speci al Event on Arcgaediesad i

the Office of the President of the General
Assembly. In her speech, the High Commissioner
pointed out the emerging demands for human
rights in Post-2015 from the ground and called
rights
targets and

Emi nent BPar ¢ dire2 OPLdbs tD e v e | imdigatoesn YWhile calling for the integration of
Agenda put forward a number of human rights human rights in the post-2015 development
messages and proposals, in relation to c i v i | agendal the High Commissioner emphasized that
politicaltnimnviegmt@dciotuynt ab da depasate, stand-alone goal on human rights was

equal ithye report argued
should be only considered met once it is met for all
groups, so no one is left behind.

At their 25" annual meeti ng the
Chairs of the Human Rights Treaty bodies adopted
a joint statement on the Post-2015 development
agenda. The statement underlined the critical link
between development and the full range of human
rights, including the right to development, and
called on the international community to adopt a
Post-2015 agenda that engages treaty bodies and
special procedures as accountability mechanisms,
linking development goals to legal obligations of
States under human right treaties.

hat anecessaryy b osdated otmat tthe r gntre
development agenda should be built on human
rights.

N OHBHRY als@ Ordadised an official side event
("From Aspirati-omonsorAecd iy
government of France. Panellists included the
Tunisian Minister for Social Welfare as well as the
French Human Rights Ambassador and senior
representatives from UN Women and Social
Watch. At the side event, the panellists highlighted
the need to address both freedom from want and
freedom from fear in the new development agenda
and the need to integrate the principles of non-
discrimination and equality. The presentations
further advocated for strengthening accountability
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mechanisms at global, regional and national New publitcation
levels.

WHO WI LL BE ACCOUNT
Next steps in the intergoveHrurrm@_tnal Rqr@thetsg °PDmdlL 5t h
Pos2t015:

Devel opment Agenc

1 Intergovernmental negotiations leading to a post-
2015 devel opment agenda cunched at the
beginning of the 69" GA (i . e. Sept e

1 Rio+20 processes, such as the OWG, the inter-
governmental committee of experts on Sustainable
Development Financing and the process to develop
options for a technology facilitation mechanism
complete their work by then;

1 The President of the General Assembly will
convene GA events on “The Post-2015
Development Agenda Setting the Stage”;

1 The SG is requested to submit a synthesis report
drawing on the full range of inputs available by the
end of 2014;

1 A Summit at the Heads of States and Government
level will take place in September 2015 for adoption
of the Post-2015 agenda.

OHCHROG s nued

process

cont i

State deliberations on the post-2015 agenda have now
moved to the 30-seat Open Working Group on
Sustainable Development Goals (OWG) inter-
governmental discussions. The OWG is tasked with
preparing a proposal on the format and content of the
post-2015 framework and proposed Sustainable
Development Goals (SDGs). In March 2013, the OWG
started to meet periodically to discuss specific thematic
issues selected by the Group.

OHCHR, as member of the UN Task Team, which is
mandated to provide technical support to the OWG, has
contributed to a number of issue briefs so far, and is co-
leading the drafting of the issues brief on ‘human rights
and the right to development’ (for OWG 6th session, 9-
13 December 2013) and on
(for OWG 8t h7 sFeesbsriucarr,y 320
Commissioner will deliver a keynote presentation on
human rights on 13 December during the OWG 6th
session in New York.A

: _- OHCHR published a new
.u publication, entitled “WHO WILL

M Rights and the Post-2015
WHO WILL BE Development Agenda.” This
ACCOUNTABLE? publication focuses on the

Humon Rights and the Posl-2015

question  of  accountability,
understood from a human rights
perspective.

It starts from the premise that two key weaknesses
have undermined the effectiveness of the current
Millennium Development Goal framework in helping to
fulfil the rights and aspirations of those living in poverty.
The first is that neither the Goals nor the plans for

e n g a g2eOnieSpriplenyehtihghthebn hh@ve bées hdequately framed in

human rights terms. This has meant that States‘ pre-
existing human rights commitments have been
overlooked and undercut in both the design and the
delivery of the Goals. A second weakness is
accountability. The Goals represent perhaps the most
serious global commitment ever made to eradicating
the scourge of poverty. In practice, however, robust
mechanisms have not been put in place to hold States
and others to account for fulfilling these pledges and to
answer to the millions of people who continue to suffer
avoidable deprivation as a consequence.

The publication notes that it is critical that any new
post-2015 accountability mechanism takes careful
account of the role played by existing international
human rights accountability mechanisms, and avoids
unnecessary duplication or drawing resources and
priérify d ffoe S thel Matler. IARye AeW adlobdl irevigw

1 fhéchanismhfér pd3ti2@1B development commitments

should explicitly refer to international human rights
treaty standards, and should ensure rigorous
independent review, effective civil society participation
and high-level political accountability.

This publication will be of interest to treaty body
members, policymakers, development practitioners,
human rights and civil society organizations and all
those striving for a more just and sustainable global
development agenda.A

To access the publication:
http://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/\WWhoWill
BeAccountable.pdf
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LATEST TREATY SIGNATURES - RATIFICATIONS - ACCESSIONS
July - October 2013

CERD Convention the EIlimination of Raci al Difscri
* Signatureby Angola ( 24 September 2013)

CESCR |l nternati onal Covenant on Economi c, Socf| al
* Accession by Haiti( 8 Oct ober 2013)

OP-ICESCR Optional Protocol to the I nternational Co vV e
Cul tur al Ri ght s

* Ratification by The Former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia( 14 August 2013)
* Signatureby Angola( 24 September 2013)

* Signature byBenin( 24 September 2013)

* Ratification by Montenegro( 24 Sept ember 2013)

OP-ICCPR-1 I nternati onal Covenant on Civi l and Poll| tic
|l ndi vi dual Communi cati ons

* Ratification by GuineaBissau( 24 Sept ember 2013)

OP-ICCPR -2 Second Optional Protocol to the I nternafior
Rights aiming at the abolition of the Deatt
*  AccessionbyBolivia( 12Jul y 2013)
* Ratification by GuineaBissau( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature by Angola( 24 September 2013)
CAT Convention against Torture and Other cruel,
and Puni shment
* Signature by Haiti(1 6 August 2013)
* Signature by Angola( 24 September 2013)
* Ratification by GuineaBissau( 24 Sept ember 2013)
OP-CAT Optional Protocol to the Convention agal nst
Degrading Treatment and Puni shment
* Signatureby Angola( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by GuineaBissau( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by Mongolia ( 24 September 2013)
* Accession by Burundi( 18 Oct ober 2013)
CRC-0OPSC Optional Protocol to the Convention on | he
Children, Child Prostitution and Child [Porr

* Ratification by Czech Republic( 26 August 2013)
* Ratification by the Russian Federation ( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by SaintLucia( 8 Oct ober 2013)
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LATEST TREATY SIGNATURES - RATIFICATIONS - ACCESSIONS
July - October 2013

CRC-OPIC Opti onal Protocol to the Convention on tphe R
communications procedur e
* Signature by El Salvador ( 25 July 2013)
* Signature by Benin( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by Coéte d'lvoire ( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* SignaturebyGhana( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by Guinea-Bissau( 24 September 2013)
* Ratification by Montenegro( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* Ratification by Portugal ( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature by Seychelles( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature by Poland ( 30 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature by Mongolia( 4 Oct ober 2013)
CM Il nternati onal Convention on the Protection of
Member s of their Families
* Ratification by Mozambique ( 1 9 August 2013)
* Signature by Armenia( 26 Sept ember 2013)
CRPD Convention on the Rights of Persons with]|Dis
* Signature by Democratic People’s Republicof Korea( 3 Jul y 2013)
* Accession by Singapore ( 18 July 2013)
* Accession by Kuwait ( 22 August 2013)
*  Accession by Zimbabwe ( 23 September 2013)
* Ratification by Papua New Guinea( 23 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature byBahamas ( 24 September 2013)
* Signature by Guinea-Bissau ( 24 September 2013)
* Accession by Venezuela (Bolivarian Republicof) ( 24 Sept ember 2013)
* Ratification by Zimbabwe ( 26 Sept ember 2013)
*  Accession by Kiribati ( 27 September 20183)
OP-CRPD Optional Protocol to the Convention on |t he
* Ratification by Albania ( 2 0 1 3)
* Accession by Zimbabwe ( 23 Sept ember 2013)
* Signature by GuineaBissau( 24 September 2013)
CED Il nternati onal Convention for the Protecftion
Di sapearances
* Ratification by Lithuania( 14 August 2013)
* Signature by GuineaBissau( 24 September 2013)
For information on the status of ratification and |sign
treaties and other international treaties, as welll as
http://treaties.un.org/Pages/Treaties.aspx?id=4&subid=A&lang=en
An overview of the ratification status is accessille o
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/ layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/Treaty.aspx?Treaty=CAT&Lang=en
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As of 31 October 2013, the status of ratification of international human rights instruments is as
follows:

[ Optional [ Treaty
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KINDLY NOTE THAT ANY DOCUMENT AND/OR CORRESPONDENCE FOR OHCHR
SHOULD BE SENT TO REGISTRY@OHCHR.ORG

AFRICA

Benin CRC 3" to 5 ™ periodic report CRC/C/BEN/3 -5
(26/07/2013)
CCPR 3" periodic report CCPR/C/BEN/3
(26/07/2013)
Ethiopia CED Initial report CED/C/ETH/1 (21/10/2013)
Cameroon CERD 19" to 21 ' periodic report

CERD/C/CMR/19 -21 (09/10/2013)

Kenya CESCR 2" to 5 " periodic report E/C.12/KEN/2 -5
(01/07/2013)
Mali CM 2" periodic CMW/C/MLI/2 (01/10/2013)

Namibia CEDAW 4™ to 5 " periodic report
CEDAW/C/NAM/4 -5 (23/07/2013)

Niger Common HRI/CORE/NER/2013 (16/10/2013)
Core
Document
CERD 15" to 22 "™ periodic report

CERD/C/NER/15 -22 (16/10/2013)

TR r;

Sierra Leone CRC 3" to 5 ™ periodic report CRC/C/SLE/3 -5
(02/09/2013)
Zimbabwe CRC 2" periodic report CRC/C/ZWE/2

17
|

(16/07/2013)

ASIA AND THE PACIFIC

Australia CAT 5™ periodic report CAT/C/IAUS/5 (31/07/2013)
ggﬁ Korea, Republic of CCPR 4" periodic report CCPR/C/KOR/4
+= (16/08/2013)
ﬂ . Mongolia Common HRI/CORE/MNG/2013 (02/07/2013)
Core
Document
Timor Leste CEDAW 2" to 3 " periodic report
j CEDAW/C/TLS/2 -3 (17/09/2013)
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KINDLY NOTE THAT ANY DOCUMENT AND/OR CORRESPONDENCE FOR OHCHR
SHOULD BE SENT TO REGISTRY@OHCHR.ORG

LATEST STATE PARTY REPORTS RECEIVED

EUROPE, NORTH AMERICA
AND CENTRAL ASIA

E Croatia CEDAW 4™ t0 5 ™ periodic report
CEDAW/C/HRV/4 -5 (02/09/2013)
- Armenia CED Initial report CED/C/ARM/L (14/10/2013)
- Cyprus CRPD Initial report CRPD/C/CYP/1
b (02/08/2013)
Common HRI/CORE/CYP/2013 (02/08/2013)
Core
Document
] ] Denmark CEDAW 8™ periodic report of Denmark
H CEDAW/C/DEN/8 (02/07/2013)
. Ireland CRC 3" to 4 ™ periodic report CRC/C/IRL/3 -4
(02/08/2013)
Kazakhstan CAT 3™ periodic report CAT/C/KAZ/3
(03/07/2013)
I Netherlands CED Initial report CED/C/NDL/1 (02/07/2013)
|
CERD 19" to 21  periodic report

CERD/C/NDL/19 -21 (19/07/2013)

Norway CERD 21to2 2" periodic report
CERD/C/NOR/21 -22 (04/09/2013)

Portugal CEDAW 8" to 9 " periodic report
CEDAWI/C/PRT/8 -9 (18/10/2013)

Serbia CAT 2" periodic report CAT/C/SRB/2
(02/09/2013)

Slovakia 3" to5 " periodic periodic

CRC/C/SVK/3 -5 (16/10/2013)

Spain CEDAW 7" to8 M periodic report
CEDAW/C/ESP/7 -8 (01/10/2013)

Sweden CESCR 6" periodic report E/C.12/SWE/6
(26/07/2013)
The FYR of Macedonia CAT 3™ periodic report of Macedonia

|(')
0
]

CAT/C/MKD/3 (06/09/2013)
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KINDLY NOTE THAT ANY DOCUMENT AND/OR CORRESPONDENCE FOR OHCHR
SHOULD BE SENT TO REGISTRY@OHCHR.ORG

LATEST STATE PARTY REPORTS RECEIVED

LATIN AMERICA AND
THE CARIBBEAN

i Chile Common HRI/CORE/CHI/2013 (10/10/2013)
Core
Document
L Guatemala CRPD Initial report CRPD/C/GTM/1(17/10/2013)
* Paraguay CED Initial report CED/C/PRY/1 (23/08/2013)
]
.@,l Peru CcM Initial report CMW/C/PER/1 (14/08/2013)
I Y I Saint Vincent and the CEDAW 4" to 8 ™ periodic report CEDAW/C/VCT/4 -8
Grenadines (09/08/2013)
Suriname CCPR 3" periodic CCPR/IC/SUR/3 (16/10/2013)
I
CERD 13™ to 15 ™ periodic report CERD/C/SUR/13 -15
(16/10/2013)

NORTH AFRICA AND
MIDDLE EAST

ey Iraq CERD 15™ to 19 ™ periodic report of Iraq
CERD/C/IRQ/15 -19 (22/07/2013)
CRCi OPSC Initial report CRC/C/OPSC/IRQ/1 (22/07/2013)
CCPR 5" periodic CCPR/C/IRQ/5 (11/10/2013)
Israel CCPR 4" periodic CCPR/C/ISR/4 (14/10/2013)
Saudi Arabia CAT 2" periodic CAT/C/SAU/2 (17/10/2013)
Yemen CESCR 3" periodic report E/C.12/YEM/3 (11/07/2013)

21


mailto:REGISTRY@OHCHR.ORG
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/coredocs.htm
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/coredocs.htm
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/coredocs.htm
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CRPD
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CED
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CMW
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CEDAW
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CCPR
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CERD
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CERD
http://www2.ohchr.org/english/bodies/crc/sessions.htm
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CCPR
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CCPR
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CAT
http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx?Treaty=CESCR

OHCHR - HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION nNewsletter No 21/ July - October 2013

YOU CAN BE OF CRUCIAL ASSISTANCE TO TREATY BODIES
ENGAGE WITH THE HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES DIVISION !

-Byr ai Ssawageness witdsedbundmytituencies about upcoming consider
-Byencour @githnggrs to provide

information to relevant treaty

-Byf aci | iabh@teinmguraging implementation of treaty body recomme!
Committee Committee Secretary

Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination Ms. Gabriella Habtom

(CERD) ghabtom@ohchr.org

cerd@ohchr.org

Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights
(CESCR)
cescr@ohchr.org

Ms. Maja Andrijasevic  -Boko
mandrijasevic -boko@ohchr.org

Human Rights Committee  (HRCttee)
ccpr@ohchr.or

Ms. Kate Fox
kfox@ohchr.org

Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination Against
Women (CEDAW)
cedaw@ohchr.org

Mr. Jakob Schneider
jschneider@ohchr.org

Committee against Torture (CAT)

cat@ohchr.org

Mr. Joao Nataf
jnataf@ohchr.org

Subcommittee on Prevention of Torture (SPT )
opcat@ohchr.org

Mr. Patrice Gillibert
paillibert@ohchr.org

Committee on the Rights of the Child (CRC)
crc@ohchr.org

Ms. Allegra Franchetti
afranchetti @ohchr.org

Committee on Migrant Workers (CMW)
cmw@ohchr.org

Mr. Bradford Smith
bsmith@ohchr.org

Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities
(CRPD)
crpd@ohchr.org

Mr. Jorge Araya
jaraya@ohchr.org

Committee on Enforced Disappearance s (CED)

ced@ohchr.org

Ms. Maria Giovanna Bianchi
mgbianchi@ohchr.org

Annual meeting of the Treaty Bodies Chairpersons
mc.icm@ohchr.org

Ms. Birgit Van Hout
bvanhout@ohchr.org

Child
HR(At(,L CRC Ramal Economic

C Disabilities® ral.!llsapp(,ara?]”mn Enforced

Migrant PC
CERD Pre vunmﬂ

CED CRPD Eliminatiot «gTorture

Women _Social

Subcommittee Dlscrlmlnaltlon Snyv
htS”  CEDAW
(‘rscn CCPR
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HRTD NEWSLETTER

é Il s issued on a quarterly basi s -épthmformationi ew t o pr o)
on the work of the treaty bodies, including interviews, analysis of decisions
and activities.

é Il s available on the treaty bodiesd webpage on the
http://www2.ohchr.ora/english/bodies/treaty/newsletter _treaty bodies.htm

é Can be accessed by OHCHR staff on the OHCHR |[I ntr al
information on the work of the Human Rights Treaties Division, at:
http://intranet.ohchr.org/Offices/Geneva/HumanRightsTreatiesDivision/Pa
ges/HRCTDpage.aspx

é Wel comes your views ! Pl &lRTDenewstettet@molochrorgs  at
USEFUL TOOLS AND LINKS

€ Webpage on the Treaty bodies strengthening process:
http://www?2.ohchr.org/English/bodies/HRTD/index.htm

é Treaty Body hipal/tbiatérretsobchr.org

€ Universal Human Rights Index: A user - friendly search engine with
access to all recommendations of treaty bodies, special procedures and the
Universal Periodic Review (UPR): http://uhri.ohchr.org/

€ Civil Society Section mailing -list: subscribe to email updates about
human rights treaty bodies and other UN human rights activities:

http://www.ohchr.org/EN/AboutUs/Pages/CivilSociety.aspx

OHCHR SOCIAL MEDIA

Twitter : twitter.com/unrightswire

Facebook : facebook.com/unitednationshumanrights
Google+: aplus.to/unitednationshumanrights

Storify : storify.com/UNrightswire

Elickr: flickr.com/photos/unhumanrights

YouTube : youtube.com/UNOHCHR

Tumblr__: united -nations__-human__-rights.tumblr.com/

7 A\, UNITED NATIONS
g@ Y HUMAN RIGHTS
— OFFICE OF THE HIGH COMMISSIONER

CONTACT US'!

Your comments are important:
HRTD -newsletter@ohchr.org
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