
MEETING OF THE CHAIRPERSONS OF THE HUMAN RIGHTS TREATY BODIES 
14th Session (Geneva, 24 to 26 June 2002) 
 
 
Five of the six Chairpersons of the human rights treaty bodies were present at the session, 
including Ms Charlotte Abaka (Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against 
Women), Ms Virginia Bonoan-Dandan (Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights), 
Mr Peter Thomas Burns (Committee against Torture), Mr Ion Diaconu (Committee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination), and Mr Jaap Egbert Doek (Committee on the Rights of 
the Child). Mr Prafullachandra Bhagawati of the Human Rights Committee was unable to 
attend the first day of the meeting but was represented by Mr Schmidt of the Secretariat. Ms 
Abaka was elected Chairperson and Mr Doek was elected Vice-Chairperson. 
 
Opening statements 
 
The meeting commenced with a statement from the High Commissioner for Human Rights, 
Ms Mary Robinson. She noted that this meeting was an important time for dialogue among 
the treaty bodies, indicating that they should be mindful of the events of 11 September and 
the World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia and Related 
Intolerance. She commented on the growing workload of the treaty bodies, recognising that 
their duties would continue to increase in light of the draft Optional Protocol to the 
Convention against Torture and other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment, 
the two Optional Protocols to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, and the open-ended 
working group of the Commission to examine the question of a draft optional protocol to the 
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights. Moreover, the results of the 
Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights' (OHCHR) campaign for global ratification 
of the core human rights treaties had resulted in 94 new ratifications this year, which in turn 
would also create more work. While noting the constant commitment of the OHCHR to the 
work of the treaty bodies, she stated that nonetheless they must continue. Among the new 
developments, she recognised that this year marked the first Inter-Committee Meeting (ICM) 
of the treaty bodies, the new requirement of the Committee on the Rights of the Child that 
country reports be limited to 120 pages, the Follow-Up Rapporteur to follow up 
recommendations of the Human Rights Committee and the Committee against Torture and 
the expected document processing unit of the OHCHR which strives to co-ordinate timely 
delivery of documents and serve as a resource for both experts and members of treaty 
bodies.  
 
Review of recent developments 
 
A. Updates by each chairperson on their respective committees  
 
The Chairpersons updated the meeting on the activities of their respective bodies. Each body 
marked the considerable pressures they felt due to time and resource constraints; a number 
of methods have been devised to overcome these limitations, including compressed reports, 
page limits, shortened meeting times, extraordinary sessions, and considerable reviews of 
working methods. 

Both the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women and the 
Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural rights remarked on their successful informal 
meetings with State parties, while the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination 
and the Human Rights Committee observed that they have begun the process of reviewing 
States in the absence of either reports or the reporting countries. The Committee on the 
Elimination of Discrimination against Women scheduled a third exceptional meeting to further 
address the backlog, while the Human Rights Committee had conducted two reminder 
campaigns, which had resulted in increased State reports.  
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The World Conference against Racism has contributed direction to the work of the 
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, which has scheduled a thematic 
debate on descent for their August 2002 session. The Human Rights Committee noted that 
their draft General Comment on Article 2 was being circulated among Committees for 
comments, while the Committee on the Rights of the Child highlighted the entering into force 
of its two Optional Protocols. The Committee observed the interesting implications of the 
United States of America who intends to ratify both Optional Protocols without ratifying the 
Convention itself. Ms Bonoan-Dandan’s informal meeting with members of the International 
Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank this year served as the first contact between the 
Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the Bretton Woods institutions. 
Though the meeting was confidential, further discussions are to be held at the World Bank. 
The Committee is developing new guidelines for a human rights approach to poverty 
reduction strategies. 

The Committee on the Rights of the Child hopes to soon pass an amendment to Article 
43 of its Convention, increasing the panel of experts from 10 to 18. The changes to the 
Committee against Torture focused on the appointment of an interim rapporteur for individual 
communications, as well as a pre-sessional Working Group on Communications, which 
lessened the work burden during the actual session. The Committee on the Elimination of 
Discrimination against Women has installed an electronic database to track communications. 
No communications however have so far been received. The Human Rights Committee 
changed its working methods so that each country report has a task force of between four 
and six members taking the lead during examination of States. The Committee also 
implemented a follow-up procedure that had interacted with Syria and the Dominican 
Republic. 
 
B. World Conference against Racism, Racial Discrimination, Xenophobia, and Related 
Intolerance 
 
The newly established Anti-Discrimination Unit addressed the body on the developments 
within the OHCHR following up the World Conference against Racism. The OHCHR 
established the Anti-Discrimination Unit and two working groups: a group of experts to study 
racial discrimination faced by people of African descent, and an intergovernmental working 
group to make recommendations with a view to the effective implementation of the Durban 
Declaration and Programme of Action and to prepare complementary international standards 
to strengthen and update international instruments against racism, racial discrimination, 
xenophobia and related intolerance in all their aspects. Furthermore, the Anti-Discrimination 
Unit planned regional seminars in Mexico and Kenya, as well as an annual report on racism. It 
is also charged with mainstreaming the results of the World Conference against Racism into 
the activities of the OHCHR and engaging other UN bodies in Durban-related activities. Mr 
Diaconu expressed disappointment with the outcome of Durban, but mentioned that the 
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination has nonetheless incorporated its work 
by asking questions and making recommendations based on the Durban Declaration. The 
Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women also noted that it had adopted 
a standard paragraph in its conclusions asking for the implementation of the Durban 
Declaration. 
 
C. United Nations Decade for Human Rights Education (1995-2004) 
 
The meeting was then briefed on the United Nations Decade for Human Rights Education. The 
OHCHR has spearheaded this effort mainly focusing its efforts on information sharing, 
through development of a human rights education database and resource collection, and 
strengthening of the human rights educational infrastructure, through assistance to grassroots 
projects and development of human rights training materials. Ms Abaka of the Committee on 
the Elimination of Discrimination against Women requested a human rights manual for health 
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care providers, which specifically addresses the issue of violence against women, while the 
Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination pointed out the importance of such 
education reaching all strata of a State’s population. Ms Bonoan-Dandan of the Committee on 
Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, however, expressed her disappointment with the efforts 
of the OHCHR, who had not taken a lead role in the decade, but rather had allowed NGOs, 
rather than States, to do most of the work of human rights education. She worried that this 
trend would continue as such, noting specifically the dearth of human rights education 
programmes in the Asian and Pacific region. She conveyed her frustration with the conflicting 
requests of the OHCHR: the demands for shorter reports versus the requests for additional 
paragraphs or questions on topics such as human rights education the World Conference 
against Racism.  
 
D. Update on the status of the Annual Appeal 2002 of the OHCHR and the Programme 2002-
2004 to Support Human Rights Organs and Treaty Bodies 
 
Though the OHCHR had initially begun this fundraising campaign as a time-bound programme, 
the unceasing necessity of these outside funds to support the activities of the treaty bodies 
has become apparent. The OHCHR is now focusing on ways to make this a permanent 
appeal, even though it has never been fully funded. To this effect, a follow-up officer was 
hired and the OHCHR hopes to put together a more comprehensive report with comments 
from the bodies.  

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination commented that although 
the appeal was started to support the extraneous activities of the treaty bodies, the usual 
activities were also under-funded. The Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against 
Women concurred with this difficulty, but the OHCHR representative called attention to the 
new document-processing unit of the OHCHR with hopes that the new unit would streamline 
the process of timely document delivery and improve the normal functions of the treaty 
bodies. 
 
E. Follow-up to the recommendations of the 13th meeting 
 
In response to a letter from last year’s chairperson requesting that the Secretary-General 
equalise the honoraria paid to members of the treaty bodies, the General Assembly adopted 
Resolution 56/272 of 27 March 2002 setting the standard honoraria to 1 USD a year. Mr 
Doek felt this held the implication that "human rights is a cheap business". Although the 
Committee against Torture never received an honorarium, Mr Burns took the action as a 
"deliberate statement of the value certain State parties place on human rights treaty bodies". 
The Chairpersons agreed this was a contemptible measure and decided this year’s 
Chairperson will write another letter to the Secretary-General asking for rectification. 
 
F. Co-operation with the Commission on Human Rights  
 
The Chairperson and the extended bureau of the 58th session of the Commission were present 
to express the "utmost importance" they placed on the relationship between the Commission 
and the treaty bodies, which, together with the special procedures, serve as "the pillars of 
the international human rights system". The chairperson asked for input on methods by which 
the treaty bodies’ outcomes could be incorporated into the work of the Commission, 
particularly ways to utilise the General Comments as standard setting tools.  

The Chairperson drew attention to the fact that "important things" had happened 
during this year’s session of the Commission. The impact of these things, good or bad, he 
allowed "each individual’s conscience to decide", but he recognised, undoubtedly, the results 
of this year’s Commission will substantially affect the work of the treaty bodies. The area for 
consensus within the Commission has narrowed, indicated by the number of resolutions that 
had to be passed by vote. Resolution 91, empowering the next Commission to start the 
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process of making its activity more focused, could greatly impact the treaty bodies. Some 
proposals would limit the work of the Commission to four weeks, he gravely stated. Last 
year, the Commission had six weeks of meetings with night sessions. This year, they had six 
weeks without night meetings. In the future, there may be only four weeks with no night 
meetings. This would make the work of the Commission impossible. Even still, other 
proposals have the Commission eliminating agenda item 9, "Question of the violation of 
human rights and fundamental freedoms in any part of the world". The role of the treaty 
bodies will grow, he suggested, in light of these changes, especially if the Commission is not 
available to address specific country situations. 

Though most of the Chairpersons noted that the Commission played the role of the 
"intellectual parent group" to the treaty bodies, they expressed genuine concern over the lack 
of collaboration between the Commission and the treaty bodies. The Commission was 
specifically called upon to demonstrate the positive impact of being a State party to certain 
conventions, to emphasise the universality of human rights and to apply human rights 
standards to countries, even if they were not members of relevant treaties. The treaty bodies 
also noted the increasing role of human rights issues that occur on a broader spectrum than 
they are able to address, such as the effects of globalisation and poverty, and they looked to 
the Commission for assistance in attending to such issues. 

Several Chairpersons felt that the Commission did not reflect the accomplishments of 
the treaty bodies and that, essentially, the Commission and the special rapporteurs ignored 
their work. Only the Chairpersons of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination 
against Women and the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination addressed this 
session of the Commission, while the other Chairpersons were not invited to attend. In 
response to these claims, the bureau representatives stressed that due to the composition of 
the Commission and the need for consensus, the negotiated texts of resolutions often 
resulted in the removal of references to the treaty body comments. Moreover, a Bureau 
member commented, while occasionally the topics of the Commission and the treaty bodies 
may overlap, special emphasis must be placed on the different types of roles they fulfil. The 
Commission has a political nature; the treaty bodies have more of a judicial character. This 
different character is precisely why there was more of a need for co-operation between the 
groups, he remarked. Mr Burns of the Committee against Torture was quick to question this 
"quasi-judicial" role of treaty bodies, saying that it held implications that bodies’ comments 
were binding, a clearly imprecise interpretation. However, the chairperson of the Commission 
clarified the role of the treaty bodies as somewhere between political and judicial. The 
Commission could not create duties for States in the ways the treaty bodies could, but the 
Commission could serve as a political weathervane for human rights activities. The session 
ended with no concrete proposals for increased collaboration. 
 
G. Co-operation with the Sub-commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights 
 
Mr David Weissbrodt, chairperson of the Sub-Commission, characterised the main duty of the 
Sub-Commission as the preparation of studies on critical human rights issues. Observing the 
treaty bodies have little time to conduct outside research on the development of human 
rights, he urged them to consider using the Sub-Commission as a "research tool". He reported 
a variety of areas of shared interest including a paper by Ms Françoise Hampson on 
reservations, a study on the right to clean water, and the Social Forum. He further suggested 
that the treaty bodies should consider preparing a joint General Comment which would hold 
considerable weight if endorsed by all six of the treaty bodies. Mr Weissbrodt recommended 
his current report on the rights of non-citizens as a possible topic for such a joint statement.  

The Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women noted its deeply 
held interest in Sub-Commission activities, having specifically assigned an expert to follow 
their work. The chair of the Committee against Torture requested a copy of Ms Hampson’s 
study on reservations, stating that he had not received it and found the Human Rights 
Committee's General Comment 24 to be too "controversial". Mr Weissbrodt light-heartedly 
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replied that all treaty bodies should agree with General Comment 24 since the International 
Law Commission had got its interpretation of reservations "wrong". He concluded 
encouraging further work on the idea of a joint General Comment. 
 
H. National-level implementation 
 
Many of the Chairpersons expressed the common frustration that national bodies were aware 
of the existence of the treaty bodies, but unclear on the ways to implement their conclusions. 
Many comments considered how to raise the consciousness of NGO contributions. The topic 
of preparation of shadow reports provoked a long discussion. In some cases, countries 
contracted NGOs to complete the entire report, which compromised the NGOs' ability to 
provide critical information. However, other Chairpersons expressed concern over the 
discretionary judgements made in accepting reports from NGOs — in some cases late reports 
from NGOs were accepted, but in other cases they were not. Some Chairpersons advocated a 
closer relationship between NGOs and countries in composing a report together, while other 
Chairpersons saw this as a potential danger. Several Chairpersons expressed concern over a 
perceived imbalance of information that they received: more information is generally provided 
by NGOs on civil and political rights, and some countries have many NGOs following them, 
while others have very few.  

The Human Rights Committee noted that the relationship of the Committee with NGOs 
could sometimes be contradictory and paradoxical: often, the more important the information 
the NGOs had to offer, the more dangerous the State party views the relationship between 
NGOs and the treaty bodies. The challenge to the treaty bodies is to convince States that 
they should use NGOs to create adversarial situations, allowing the NGOs to investigate and 
report on State practice. The Committee is seeking ways to encourage closer relationships 
with the NGOs while at the same time carefully trying not to strengthen the attitude of States 
that NGOs are pressuring them. Mr Bhagawati conveyed his interest in ways that NGO work 
could lead to a closer relationship with the State party.  

All of the Chairpersons envisaged a greater role for UN agencies in composing, 
disseminating, and monitoring concluding comments and State reports. As one chairperson 
noted, the treaty body system now largely functions, "on the backs of NGOs". 

The Chairpersons discussed the resource inequities of UN agencies servicing the treaty 
bodies. Ms Abaka noted that the United Nations Development Fund for Women (UNIFEM) 
was under-resourced and could not serve their needs to the extent that the United Nations 
Children's Fund (UNICEF) assisted the Committee on the Rights of the Child. Mr Burns 
expressed aggravation over budgetary resources that allowed the Committee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination and the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination 
against Women to participate in the Commission but barred the other treaty bodies, giving the 
impression that certain bodies were more effective than others. "It is invidious for one or two 
committees to make their presence felt in the political fora while other committees cannot", 
he remarked. Ms Abaka noted that the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against 
Women's participation in the Commission is part of its normal budget and recommended 
making this a standard practice. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination 
mentioned that it was able to attend the Commission because of its simultaneous timing, but 
with this, the Human Rights Committee noted that it felt threatened that its spring sessions 
will also be moved to coincide with the Commission sessions, which might limit the active 
participation of some States.  

The Chairpersons encouraged the UN agencies to present how they are integrating the 
"human rights approach" into their activities, how they are incorporating human rights 
indicators into common country assessment or development guidelines and how human rights 
are applied in the field. 

Representatives from the Food and Agriculture Organisation of the United Nations 
(FAO), the International Labour Organisation (ILO), the United Nations Programme on 
HIV/AIDS (UNAIDS), the United Nations Development Programme (UNDP), the United Nations 
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Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organisation (UNESCO), the United Nations Population 
Fund (UNFPA), the Office of the High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR), the World Health 
Organisation (WHO), and the United Nations Department of Public Information (DPI) made 
statements. Many of the agencies noted that they would like to strengthen their ties with the 
treaty bodies in their areas of competence, but few provided specific measures with which to 
do so. Most agencies also observed that they could do a better job of communicating and 
interacting with the bodies, but only through a close and sustained relationship.  

The UNAIDS representative made a statement indicating that they would need 
stronger conclusions from the bodies to take more action following-up conclusions and 
chastised the Human Rights Committee, the Committee against Torture and the Committee 
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination for rarely mentioning HIV/AIDS in their reports. 
Though the UNHCR explained their use of the procedures of the Human Rights Committee in 
training their staff, they noted that their reception of the concluding comments of the treaty 
bodies was varied and these reports are distributed to the field when available. The UNHCR 
further noted that their broad field presence limited the spectrum of information that they 
could provide to very specific incidents. The UNDP, as well, mentioned that their deliberate 
field orientation results in more interaction with the special procedures than with the treaty 
bodies. However, the United Nations Development Group, including the OHCHR, had recently 
finished the first trial of a new training module on human rights for country teams which 
would be more widely used after revisions. The UNDP was also interested in input from the 
Chairpersons on ways to formulate human rights indicators that could be used to assess the 
operational capacity of human rights institutions within a State. The ILO representative 
described the work of the treaty bodies as very complementary to the work of the ILO, 
explaining how these different procedures could access different branches of the government. 
The FAO also noted that they have the recent mandate from the World Food Summit to 
elaborate guidelines on the right to food and asked for assistance from the treaty bodies. The 
DPI reported on they new strategy of having both press releases and coverage of meetings 
aimed separately at either journalists or NGOs. Beyond these efforts, the DPI is seeking to 
create a change in culture of the media related to the treaty bodies. Combating the image of 
complexity and highlighting the progressions rather than the pitfalls of the human rights 
system were among their goals. 

The Chair then opened the floor to the various NGOs present in the room, including 
Amnesty International, Human Rights Watch (HRW), the International League for Human 
Rights (ILHR), the International Movement Against All Forms of Discrimination and Racism 
(IMADR), and the World Organisation Against Torture (OMCT). They suggested a variety of 
methods by which the treaty bodies could improve their interaction with the NGOs. Among 
these suggestions, they encouraged the treaty bodies to strengthen their recommendations, 
to develop follow-up teams composed of NGOs, States, and UN agencies and to provide clear 
and precise procedure regarding NGO interaction with the body.  

Several NGOs spoke on the need for the treaty bodies to contribute to defending the 
legal activity of NGOs. Several access-related incidents with the treaty bodies, especially with 
those that have no formal procedure relating to NGO interaction, were detailed. The 
Committee on the Rights of the Child and the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights in particular were cited as having good procedure in dealing with NGOs, but 
technicalities in working methods often disadvantaged NGOs in other Committees. Availability 
of translations, particularly Russian and local languages, was a common complaint. It was 
suggested that all the information related to the treaty bodies should be explained and 
accessible through the OHCHR web site. The NGOs also brought up the risks that national 
NGOs often face when bringing information to the attention of the treaty bodies. Other useful 
NGO activity cited included the creation of manuals for reporting guidelines and 
implementation of conclusions through use of local media and public debates.  
 
I. Informal consultation with States 
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The meeting began with inquiries from the Chairpersons on State reaction to treaty body 
activities. These appeals centred on the Chairpersons’ desire to see conclusions widely 
disseminated and to increase NGO and State collaborative participation in the preparation of 
reports. Periodicity was also a common question; many Chairpersons noted that the current 
combined reporting method is a one-time exception. Some Chairpersons felt that telescoping 
of reports was "penalising those countries that play by the rules". The Committee on the 
Rights of the Child asked for comments on whether or not reports should indicate which 
recommendations were more urgent than others because it is often evident that not all 
suggestions could be implemented in the time between reports.  

Mr Diaconu of the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination noted last 
year’s discussion of a single report compilation for all the treaty bodies, but indicated his 
belief that as each State had legally bound itself to the separate provisions of each treaty, 
one mammoth report would merely allow States to ignore those items of less interest to 
them. He also argued that States should not limit themselves to the legislative framework of 
the treaty provisions, but should seek to apply the recommendations in real life situations.  

A number of States pushed for reform measures in order to improve the efficiency of 
the bodies, to harmonise of their work, to avoid duplication and to distribute document in a 
timely fashion. Chile suggested that briefings on working methods in advance of the 
Committee meetings would be useful. Chile also recommended that Committees structure the 
concluding comments in terms of urgent suggestions. Italy strongly pushed for consideration 
of the merits of a single report for all the Committees. Noting that a single report would force 
co-ordination between several ministries within a single Government, he said the idea could 
address both the issues of duplication and periodicity.  

Canada recounted their interest in long-term reform projects of the treaty bodies and 
supported a proposal to require a list of issues be given to State parties prior to their report 
submission. Australia acknowledged that they were also interested in changes to support the 
Committees’ efficient operation. To that effect, they had sponsored a workshop on 
streamlining the human rights treaty bodies, the outcome of which had four specific 
recommendations: consistent standards for the human rights bodies, a balance in 
observations, more interaction with the States, and a list of discussion issues distributed prior 
to the meeting. Australia also suggested a re-adjustment of the reporting guidelines to move 
toward combining reports. Noting that the Committee against Torture and the Committee on 
the Elimination of Racial Discrimination do not give a list of issues to countries, Australia 
recommended that they adopt this practice. 

Several States expressed their irritation over procedural changes that had already been 
made by the Committees. Cuba encouraged procedural changes in committee work, but 
stated that the absence in the reporting procedure of the State or the State’s report was a 
denial of effective dialogue and a "violation of the very letter of the treaty". The 
representative also insisted that the meeting of Chairs could not replace the legal value of 
plenary decisions taken in the treaty bodies. The Russian Federation appealed to the treaty 
bodies reviewing States in the absence of reports to consider technical assistance instead of 
reviews that could not foster dialogue. Saudi Arabia maintained that the problem is that the 
bodies are "exceeding their mandate" and that they have taken rights that were not ascribed 
to them by interpreting the treaties themselves to revise the working methods. Further, the 
representative mocked the Chairpersons’ mention of "constructive dialogue", claiming that 
the countries presenting reports were only given two hours to present and then were 
subjected to questions from the Committees on a list of unsubstantiated NGO allegations. He 
argued that the superficial way that bodies deal with the countries does not help the treaty 
itself and that the countries "need to review the work of these bodies as we did the 
Commission". 

A number of States expressed concern over the way in which treaty bodies interacted 
with NGOs. The Nigerian delegate recommended internal mechanisms screen out certain 
information before it comes before the committees. There also should be transparency, he 
stated, so that the countries could be aware of the sources of information that the bodies 
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received and respond appropriately. Cuba insisted that the growing role of NGOs was counter 
to the role of the treaty bodies, which should only be concerned with the letter of the 
relevant treaty. Sri Lanka adamantly advocated that no NGO material should be anonymous. 
Noting cases where shadow reports had been submitted only to the experts and not to the 
Secretariat for distribution, the representative argued that State parties will not attend treaty 
body meetings if they feel they are going to a courtroom. States go to the treaty bodies for 
dialogue, he continued, and States would like to receive all NGO information to make this 
dialogue constructive. Australia also warned that NGO reports and other sources should not 
displace the reports prepared by the countries themselves. Remarking on the transparency of 
NGO work, Mr Doek noted that some NGOs have suffered due to their participation with the 
treaty bodies, and though transparency was ideal, it first requires State responsibility to 
protect such activity. 

There were similar concerns expressed over the content of the meetings and the 
conclusions. Chile suggested that countries should be given the list of questions before the 
meetings and that countries may even be helpful in the process of formulating these 
questions. Spain noted their dismay at the separation between the interactive dialogue that 
occurred in the meeting and the final conclusions that were issued. They felt that there was a 
broad cleavage between the conclusions and fruitful dialogue, and urged the Committees to 
discuss the conclusions. He also noted his desire that the conclusions be specific, as the 
wide-ranging observations were not very useful. 

Several delegates criticised the DPI press reports in relation to the treaty bodies, 
stating that they often reported facts that were simply wrong, and that the press reports 
should reflect not only the facts in a correct manner, but also the context of the discussion. 
The Chairpersons of the treaty bodies agreed with these criticisms and urged the DPI to take 
steps to correctly report their activity. 
 
J. Joint meeting with the special rapporteurs, special representatives, independent experts 
and chairpersons of working groups of the special procedures of the Commission on Human 
Rights and of the advisory services programme 
 
The meeting concerned two issues: the exchange of viewpoints, including follow-up to the 
previous meeting, and an evaluation of the follow-up to the World Conference against 
Racism. Mr Doek of the Committee on the Rights of the Child noted that it was impossible to 
develop a relationship with all of the rapporteurs but it was good to have one with those 
relevant to the treaty body, though the contacts depended largely on the personal 
relationships that developed. Ms Bonoan-Dandan noted that the lack of collaboration was 
largely an issue of under-funding as they were not able to meet often, though she believed 
the work of numerous rapporteurs was relevant to the work of her Committee. She stated 
that it was "such a pity" that more work could not be done without resources. 

In response to the situation of resources, Ms Iulia-Antoanella Motoc, Special 
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in the Democratic Republic of the Congo and 
member of the Sub-Commission, noted that everyone needed to be innovative in finding 
alternative means of communicating, such as e-mail and teleconferences. Mr Andreas 
Mavrommatis concurred stating that the resource question will always be a contentious issue. 
He further noted that communication between the rapporteurs and the Committees should be 
a two-way street, with the rapporteurs transmitting their reports to the Committees but also 
the Committees sending relevant State reports and conclusions to the rapporteurs.  

Mr Abdelfattah Amor, Special Rapporteur on freedom of religion or belief, noted that 
the more co-operation would take additional resources, but part of the co-operation effort 
should be co-ordinated by the Secretariat. The Secretariat should attempt to inform the 
rapporteurs present in Geneva of concurrent treaty body meetings. Ms Motoc interjected that 
after much discussion on the necessity of co-operation, there was actually the need for a 
mechanism rather than the reliance on other arbitrary forms of co-operation. 
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There was a statement from the Anti-Discrimination Unit of the OHCHR. The 
immediate activities of the Anti-Discrimination Unit detailed were the publication of the 
Durban Declaration and Programme, briefing sessions on the outcome of World Conference 
against Racism, and regional seminars on implementation. Involvement from the Special 
Rapporteur on the situation of human rights and fundamental freedoms of indigenous people, 
the Special Rapporteur on contemporary forms of racism, racial discrimination, xenophobia 
and related intolerance and the Special Rapporteur on the right to food is expected. The Anti-
Discrimination Unit is also engaged in the search to find a working group of five eminent 
experts to recommend specific measures to eliminate racism against those of African 
descent. 

The discussion then turned to the topic for discussion next year. Several delegates 
expressed dismay with the outcome of this discussion, stating that it was merely a repetition 
of the calls for co-operation with no solid outcome, and Mr Amor suggested that the meeting 
occur once every two years if the meetings would continue as such. It was finally decided to 
choose a thematic debate, possibly the effects of globalisation, for next year by informal 
discussion outside of the meeting.  
 
K. Adoption of the report and setting of the dates for the 15th meeting 
 
Though no draft report was distributed, the tentative agreements of the Chairpersons 
included increasing the meeting with State parties to a full day next year with three or four 
specific agenda items, a half a day of co-operation with NGOs, biennial meetings of the Inter-
Committee Meeting (ICM) pending financial implications, requests for invitations of the Chairs 
to the Commission and a discussion with the rapporteurs on the implications of globalisation. 

Finally, the financial implications and the opening of the ICM meeting were discussed. 
Even though several NGOs and States had requested the ICM meeting be open to the public, 
the Chairpersons decided to "remain silent" on the issue of opening the ICM, thereby allowing 
it to remain closed to the public. Mr Doek, calling States and NGOs a third wheel to this first 
ICM, stated, "It’s our first date; leave us alone !" This year’s meeting of the ICM was 
sponsored by the United Kingdom, but they were cognisant of the need to find another 
sponsor if they wished to meet biennially. 


