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The public part of the neeting was called to order at 10.30 a. m

ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (agenda item 2) (continued)

1. The CHAI RPERSON wel comed M. McCarthy, the representative of the High
Commi ssi oner for Human Ri ghts, who w shed to address the Conmttee.

2. M. MCARTHY (O fice of the Hi gh Conmi ssioner for Human Ri ghts) drew the
Conmittee's attention to a nmatter to which Ms. Robinson, |ike her

predecessor, attached great inportance. On 11 April 1997 the Commi ssion on
Human Ri ghts had adopted resolution 1997/21, in which it had requested the
Secretary-Ceneral to submt to the Commission at its fifty-fourth session an
anal ytical report on the issue of fundanmental standards of humanity
identifying, inter alia, common rules of human rights |aw and internationa
humanitarian | aw that were applicable in all circunstances. He read out
paragraphs 4 and 5 of the resolution. He also recalled the provisions of

par agraph 6 of the Vienna Programre of Action (A/ CONF.157/24 (Part 1)), which
he al so read out.

3. Bearing those points in mnd and given also that the Internationa
Covenant on Civil and Political R ghts and its nonitoring body, nanmely the
Conmittee, were central to the international systemfor the protection of
human rights, he invited the Conmttee to consider what contributions it could
make to di scussion of the issue of mnimm humanitarian standards. It was

i mportant for the Cormittee's views on the issue to be comrunicated to the
Commi ssion on Human Rights, so that the Comm ssion could take theminto
account inits work. |If the Cormittee so wi shed, he could send nenbers the
rel evant docunents, in particular the draft m ninum humanitarian rul es
presented at the International Wrkshop on M ni mum Hurmani tari an Standards hel d
in Cape Town in Septenber 1996, and the report of the Wrkshop

4, Ms. EVATT observed that the resolution of the Comm ssion on Human Ri ghts
had been adopted in April 1997 and that the Human Ri ghts Committee was about
to conclude its session and woul d not be neeting again until spring 1998. She
wondered, therefore, whether the issue raised by M. MCarthy was a matter of
urgency and, if so, what tinme-frame the Conmittee shoul d observe.

5. M. EL SHAFEI, M. PRADO VALLEJO and Lord COVILLE said that, if the
Conmittee nenbers were to make a useful contribution to the debate, they
shoul d have at their disposal all the necessary docunents. They hoped that
the O fice of the H gh Comm ssioner would send them those docunents as soon as
possi bl e.

6. M. SCHEININ said that the issue raised by M. MCarthy was of sone

i mportance and coul d be considered in the context of a possible revision of
the Conmttee's general comment 5 on article 4 of the Covenant. The Committee
coul d perhaps set up a small working group to prepare, for its

si xty-second session, a draft document on the question of a possible revision
of general comment 5, including sone discussion of the issue of mninmm

humani tari an st andards.

7. M. POCAR asked what the end product of an exam nation of the issue of
m ni mum humani tari an standards would be. Wuld it be, for exanmple, a kind of
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decl aration of principles that could ultimtely be adopted by the

CGeneral Assenbly? M. Scheinin's idea seened to be a good one and the
Conmittee could conmuni cate the outconme of its deliberations to the
fifty-fourth session of the Conm ssion on Human Ri ghts, which was due to be
held at the sanme tine as the sixty-second session of the Commttee.

8. M . BUERGENTHAL endorsed M. Scheinin's suggestion as refined by
M. Pocar. Even if the Committee did not nmanage to produce a final draft
whil e the Comm ssion on Human Rights was in session, it should informthe
Conmi ssion that the issue was being considered by a working group

9. M. MCARTHY (O fice of the Hi gh Comm ssioner for Human Ri ghts) noted
that the Committee had, in the past, at tinmes asserted that the provisions of
the Covenant constituted m ni mum humani tarian standards. In that sense the

Committee's views were of great inportance and he suggested that the
secretariat m ght undertake a compilation of the Conmittee' s work and
jurisprudence in that area.

10. The CHAI RPERSON t hanked M. MCarthy and assured himthat the Conmittee
woul d | ook very carefully at the issue of m nimum humanitarian standards,

al t hough naturally such rules nust not fall short of the provisions of the
Covenant. A small informal working group on the issue would be set up and the
Conmittee woul d ensure that the Conmmi ssion on Human Rights was infornmed in
tinmely fashion of the outcone of its deliberations.

Report of the eighth neeting of persons chairing the hunan rights treaty
bodi es (unedited docunent of the fifty-second session of the General Assenbly,

distributed at the neeting in English only)

11. M. EL SHAFEI, introducing, on behalf of the Chairperson, the report of
the eighth neeting of persons chairing the human rights treaty bodies, said
that it was a conprehensive, detailed docunent dealing with a whole range of
i ssues of interest to all the treaty bodies. Wth regard to those issues of
specific concern to the Conmttee, he drew attention first of all to the
possibility, nentioned in paragraph 27 of the report, of giving internationa
agenci es such as the World Bank, the United Nations Devel opnent Programre
(UNDP), the International Labour Organization (ILO, the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organi zation (UNESCO and the

United Nations Children's Fund (UNICEF), a greater role in encouraging States
to ratify the various international human rights instruments. He warned

agai nst the potentially dangerous or counterproductive nature of such an
initiative, whereby international finance institutions would approach States
in order to persuade themto ratify a given international instrument. He
hoped that the Committee would exanmine the issue in detail and that the

Chai rperson woul d report its opinion to the follow ng nmeeting of persons
chairing the treaty bodies.

12. Anot her issue dealt with in the report concerned the cooperation of

non- gover nment al organi zations in nonitoring conpliance with the views adopted
by the Committee followi ng the exam nation of conmunications from i ndividuals,
and he said that the Conmittee should reflect upon the advisability of that
initiative as well. Even though non-governnental organizations had an

i mportant part to play in that area, it would undoubtedly be preferable for
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the Conmttee to deal directly with the Governnents of the States parties
concerned. Wth regard to the handling of the communications thensel ves, he
understood that the Chairperson had discussed with the H gh Comm ssioner for
Human Ri ghts the question of an increase in financial resources, which would
better enable the Cormittee to carry out its work, in view of the considerable
backl og of conmunications and the fact that it had not been possible, during
successi ve sessions, to deal reasonably expeditiously with even those

comuni cations that were ready to be exam ned.

13. Lastly, he drew attention to the need to | ook regularly at the question
of the neetings of States parties to the various human rights instrunents and
to reinforce the collaboration anong the States parties to the Covenant in

i mpl ementing the Conmittee' s views.

14. M. YALDEN inquired whether the docunents referred to, particularly in
par agraph 14 of the report of the eighth neeting of chairpersons, could be
distributed to the nenbers of the Conmittee, in view of their specia

rel evance for the operation of the international treaty bodies. He also asked
whet her the Wrking Group on the nethods of work of the Conmittee would be in
a position to submt its proposals on procedural reforms to the next neeting
of persons chairing the treaty bodies, which, it was hoped, mght be held in
February 1998

15. Referring to paragraphs 22 and 69 of the report, he asked whether there
were any plans to consider the way the Conmittee shoul d handl e the nedia,
because the reporting of the Conmttee's work, especially in the press, left
much to be desired.

16. The CHAI RPERSON said that the meeting requested for February had by no
means been confirnmed and that in any case, since the W rking Goup on the

met hods of work had not yet decided what position it was going to take on the
directives, the Comrmittee could not give her a clear nandate.

17. The Committee could place an itemon nedia relations on the agenda for
its next session. For her own part, during the current session she had noted
that the Cormmittee's work in considering State party reports had received w de
press cover age.

18. M. YALDEN said that a nunmber of del egations attached great inportance
to the meeting of persons chairing the human rights treaty bodies; the
Canadi an del egation, for exanple, was to subnmt a draft resolution to the
CGeneral Assenbly requesting the necessary authorization and financing for such
a neeting.

19. Ms. EVATT said she wished to raise a matter of serious concern: if
not hi ng was done, it was possible that the Conmittee, at its

Ssixty-third session in July 1998, would not have the benefit of the

col | aboration of the menmbers of the secretariat currently seated with the
Chairperson at the Committee table, nanely M. Tistounet, Ms. Edel enbos,
Ms. Moral es, Ms. Dupuy, Ms. Saddier and M. Schm dt

20. M . BUERGENTHAL said he considered it inmportant for the Commttee to be
able to give its opinion on sone of the issues raised in the report of the
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nmeeti ng of persons chairing the treaty bodies. The Commttee was entitled to
have its say on certain matters and should be able to devote at |east half a
day to discussing those matters during its sessions.

21. More specifically, he wondered whether, in view of the inportance the
nmeeti ngs of persons chairing the treaty bodies were bound to acquire, it would
not be appropriate to establish subcomm ttees on specific issues, where it
woul d be easier to study questions of particular concern to the Human Ri ghts
Committee, such as nmethods of work and procedures relating to comunications.

22. Wth regard to the nedia, he shared M. Yalden's view and supported a
nunber of M. El Shafei's suggestions. However, he saw nothing problematic in
what was said in paragraph 27 of the report, on the potential role of the
Worl d Bank, UNDP, ILO UNESCO and UNI CEF in exploring the contributions those
agenci es m ght make to encouragi ng and assi sting Governnents to ratify the
core international human rights instrunents.

23. The CHAI RPERSON said that the Comm ttee usually devoted half a day
during its March session to matters raised in the nmeetings of persons chairing
the human rights treaty bodies and that, if the neeting planned for

February 1998 was confirnmed, Conmittee menbers could address their
observations on the report to her, so that she could comrunicate themto that
nmeeti ng.

The neeting was suspended at 11.45 a.m and resuned at 12.55 p. m

CLOSURE OF THE SESSI ON

24. After an exchange of courtesies, the CHAI RPERSON decl ared cl osed the
sixty-first session of the Human Rights Committee.

The neeting rose at 1 p.m




