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The foundational first session of the Committee on the Protection of the Rights of all Migrant 
Workers and Members of their Families (the "Committee") assembled as a treaty body 
committed to the effective, progressive and responsive promulgation and implementation of 
the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of all Migrant Workers and 
Members of their Families (the "Convention"), which entered into force on 1 July 2003. 

The Committee is composed of Mr Francisco Alba, Mr Francisco Carrión-Mena, Ms 
Ana Elizabeth Cubias Medin, Ms Ana María Dieguez, Mr Ahmed Hassan El-Borai, Mr 
Abdelhamid El Jamri, Mr Arthur Shatto Gakwandi, Mr Prasad Kariyawasam, Mr José Serrano 
Brillantes and Mr Azad Taghizade. 

Ms Maria Francisca Ize-Charrin, Representative of the United Nations (UN) Secretary-
General Mr Kofi Annan, paid due regard in opening the inaugural session to the preceding 
instruments to the Convention: the International Labour Organisation (ILO) Convention C097 
(Convention concerning Migration for Employment, Revised 1949), ILO Convention C143 
(Convention concerning Migrations in Abusive Conditions and the Promotion of Equality of 
Opportunity and Treatment of Migrant Workers, 1975), and the Declaration on the Human 
Rights of Individuals who are not Nationals of the Country in which they Live (General 
Assembly Resolution 40/144 of1985).  
 
1. Election of officers 
 
The Committee elected Mr Kariyawasam as Chairperson. Ms Dieguez, Mr El-Borai and Mr 
Serrano Brillantes were each elected as Vice-Chairpersons. Mr Alba was elected to the post 
of Rapporteur.  

Mr Kariyawasam, in accepting his election, described the Convention as an exceptional 
instrument - complex, innovative and challenging. To Mr Kariyawasam, the Committee must 
construe within its mandate a balanced regard of both monitoring and advocacy functions, in 
line with securing a greater number of ratifications of the Convention and, ultimately, 
facilitating a greater fluidity and security of inter-State movement for working populations. 
 
2. Consultation with State parties 
 
The Committee, largely engaged in private sessions toward the development of provisional 
rules of procedure and in deliberation over proposed State party report guidelines, reopened 
its doors mid-week for its first formal interaction with States parties to the Convention. 

Attending States parties included Azerbaijan, Colombia, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, 
Guatemala, Kyrgyzstan, Mexico, and Sri Lanka. Turkey, a signatory to the Convention, was 
also represented. 

Belize, Bolivia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Burkina Faso, Cape Verde, Ghana, Guinea, 
Mali, Morocco, the Philippines, Senegal, Seychelles, Tajikistan, Timor-Leste, Uganda, and 
Uruguay are the remaining States parties to the Convention. 
 
State party report guidelines 
 
With no less than 21 of 25 States parties due to submit initial reports to the Committee in 
July 2004, State interests were chiefly directed at the submission format yet to be prescribed 
by the Committee.  

Guatemala, El Salvador and Colombia appealed for simplicity of format, a structure 
that, to Sri Lanka, must look to the successes and failures of other treaty bodies, whilst 



Committee on the Protection of the Rights of all Migrant Workers and Members of their Families, 
1st Session (Geneva, 1 to 5 March 2004) 

 

International Service for Human Rights 2

remaining attentive to the proposed harmonisation of report procedures currently a subject of 
UN deliberation.  

The Committee agreed in principle to the benefits of simplicity insofar as simplicity 
does not infringe on specificity and detail in reporting. That is, reports must be both simple 
and substantive. Mr El-Borai maintained that detail is essential to the understanding of the 
conditions of migrant workers in States and is equally crucial to the Committee’s analytical 
and interpretive abilities. Further, Mr Serrano Brillantes considered the development of 
guidelines an indefinitely tentative process given that submission format must continue to 
evolve and change with the growing ratification of the Convention, namely to adequately 
incorporate industrialised migrant-receiving States.  
 
Proposed second session 
 
In a constructive and welcome step, Ecuador, Mexico, Guatemala and Azerbaijan proposed a 
second session of the Committee in October 2004 to augment the implementation of the 
Convention. The Committee supported this proposal in principle, subject to Secretariat 
approval and budgetary capacity. 
 
Inter-organisational co-operation 
 
A third tier of discussion addressed the importance of opening a dialogue with the Global 
Commission on International Migration (GCIM), the International Organisation for Migration 
(IOM), the ILO, and the Office of the High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR). This was a 
point furthered by Egypt in lobbying the Committee to send a representative to the working 
groups and forums of each of the above organisations.  

Mr Kariyawasam acknowledged inter-organisational interaction as an obligation of the 
Committee (as per Article 74(4) to (6) of the Convention). Nonetheless, the Committee’s 
ability to attend conferences is also conditional to budgetary capacity. 
 
3. Consultation with NGOs 
 
In a positive gesticulation, non-governmental organisations (NGOs) were well represented at 
their designated session of consultation with the Committee. 

Represented NGOs included Amnesty International (AI), December 18, the Friends 
World Committee for Consultation (Quakers), Human Rights Watch (HRW), Migrant Workers 
International (MRI), the International Federation for Human Rights (FIDH), the International 
Catholic Migration Commission (ICMC), the International Centre for Migration and Health 
(ICMH), the Migrant Forum in Asia (MFA), the NGO Group for the Convention on the Rights 
of the Child, the Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF), and the 
World Organisation Against Torture (OMCT).  
 
Committee-NGO co-operation 
 
Discussion traced the need for a co-operative and constructive relationship between NGOs 
and the Committee – in the words of Ms Cubias Medina, a "strategic partnership". To AI, the 
importance of this relationship is magnified by the heterogeneity of the rights of migrants, 
crossing from the civil and political into considerations of trafficking, racial and cultural 
discrimination, and sexual and economic exploitation. 

To NGOs, capacity building (per ICMC), open dialogue (per MRI) and, all importantly, 
the according of due consideration and seriousness to NGO submissions are central to the 
achievement of an effective relationship. 
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NGO Group for the Convention on Migrant Workers 
 
In line with the achievements of the NGO Group for the Convention on the Rights of the 
Child, December 18 recommended the establishment of an NGO Group for the Convention on 
Migrant Workers. This progressive proposal was well supported by present NGOs and warmly 
received by the Committee at large. Messrs Gakwandi and Kariyawasam, however, were 
swift to distinguish the two Conventions on the bases of content, subject and breadth of 
ratification. To Mr Kariyawasam, the foundation of a convention-oriented NGO group is a 
proposal that, whilst positive, is premature given the adolescence of the Convention and 
Committee, and the current limited State party membership. 
 
4. Outcome of the session 
 
Engaged in private sessions for the greater part of the week, the Committee closed without 
providing any substantive assistance to States toward the required format of State party 
reports, or NGOs as to the modalities of NGO-Committee co-operation and communication to 
be implemented. The Committee assured both State parties and NGOs that appropriate 
directions will be swiftly and comprehensively communicated.  

Mr El Jamri  provided the single focused, albeit allegorical, statement on the future 
course of action elected by the Committee. The Committee will pressure a single 
(unspecified) industrialised migrant-receiving nation to ratify the Convention. It is hoped that 
this concentrated approach will secure ratification and will spark the necessary momentum 
toward greater host nations and, in due course, universal ratification of the Convention. 


