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The neeting was called to order at 10.45 a.m

OPENI NG OF THE SESSI ON

1. The CHAI RMAN decl ared t he session open and wel coned the nenbers of the
Commi ttee.

STATEMENT BY THE ASSI STANT SECRETARY- GENERAL FOR HUMAN RI GHTS

2. M. FALL (Assistant Secretary-CGeneral for Human Rights) said that, for
the thirteenth tine, the Comrittee against Torture was to exam ne the
situation worldwide with regard to what the Vienna Decl aration and Programe
of Action had stigmatized as one of the worst kinds of human rights
violations. He paid tribute to the inportant work of the Committee, which
non- gover nmental organi zations relied upon in their efforts.

3. In his latest report on the work of the Organization (A 49/1), the
Secretary- General, enphasizing the fruitful work of the human rights treaty
bodi es, had referred to the fornulation of reconmendations to States parties
concerning the inplenmentation of the various treaties and the nore active role
that the treaty bodies were seeking to develop in order to ensure respect for

i nternational standards in practice; stressed the need to strengthen ties with
the specialized agenci es and non-governnmental organi zati ons and establish

cl oser connections between the findings of the treaty bodi es and the programe
of advisory services and technical cooperation; drew attention to the goal of
achi eving universal ratification of the basic human rights treaties set by the
Vi enna Decl arati on and Programme of Action; regretted that only 82 States had
ratified the Convention against Torture and QG her Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading
Treatment or Puni shnent; and strongly encouraged all Menber States that had
not yet done so to ratify the international human rights instrunents, and
especi ally the Convention agai nst Torture.

4, The Secretary-CGeneral had sent a letter, dated 21 Septenber 1994, to the
heads of the States concerned urging themto expedite ratification of the

rel evant instrunents and had instructed the H gh Conm ssioner for Human Ri ghts
to engage in dialogue with Governnments with a view to achi eving universa
ratification of the various international instruments. The Centre for Hunman
Ri ghts woul d continue to provide technical assistance to States in overcom ng
any difficulties that they mght encounter in attaining that goal

5. He was pl eased to announce that, since the publication of the
Secretary-CGeneral's report, the United States of America and CGeorgi a had
ratified the Convention (on 21 Cctober and 26 October, respectively).

6. Reporting on inportant devel opnents since the end of the Committee's
twel fth session in April 1994, he referred first to the thirteenth neeting of
the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victins of
Torture, held at Geneva from17 to 27 May 1994. dGven the limted neans at
its disposal, the Board had been unable to provide in full for the
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unpr ecedent ed nunber of projects requested, requiring nore than US$ 5 mllion
but it had been able to subsidize 106 projects in 60 countries, for a total

of $3.7 mllion. Requests from African, Eastern European and Asian

organi zati ons had been constantly increasing, whereas the nunber of new
projects originating in Latin Anerica had decli ned.

7. The Board had continued the policy it had adopted the previous year of
financing fewer academ c studies, focusing instead on granting direct
assistance to victinms and encouragi ng projects to provide | egal assistance in
national courts for defending the right of victins of torture to restitution,
conpensation and rehabilitation. The Chairman of the Board had al so replied
to a larger nunber of urgent requests emanating either fromindividual torture
victins or from organi zati ons whose activities were in danger of being

di sconti nued.

8. The Speci al Rapporteur on the question of torture of the Conm ssion on
Human Ri ghts continued to receive an al arm ng nunber of conmunications on
cases of torture. Since the beginning of 1994, he had received

some 120 urgent appeal s concerning persons alleged to have been tortured or
to be in danger of being tortured during i ncomuni cado detention or during
interrogation, i.e. twice the nunber of appeals for the sanme period in 1993.
That showed not only that torture was on the increase worldw de, but also that
groups and individual s were becom ng nore and nore aware of the phenonenon,
largely as a result of the unstinting efforts of the non-governnental

organi zations. The Special Rapporteur had witten to sone 50 Governnents to
informthem of the allegations of torture that he had received concerning

t hem

9. Anot her subject of direct interest to the Cormittee was the fact that the
Working Group on the draft optional protocol to the Convention against Torture
and Gt her Cruel, Inhuman or Degradi ng Treatment or Punishnent had, at its
third session, drawn up seven new articles for the draft protocol, in addition
to the seven it had already el aborated at its previous session. The report of
the Wrking Group on its activities would be nmade available to the Committee
as soon as possi bl e.

10. The chai rpersons of treaty bodies, neeting from19 to 23 Septenber at
Ceneva, had considered the set of problens that all the treaty bodies had to
face, including overdue reports, questions concerning reservations and the
succession of States in respect of human rights instrunments, nechanisns to
prevent human rights violations and, above all, neasures to inprove

coordi nati on of work anmong the various committees. The neeting had studied
ways of involving the specialized agenci es and non-governnental organizations
nore closely in the work of the treaty bodies.

11. Lastly, he assured the Committee that he hinself and the Centre for Human
Ri ghts woul d make every effort to assist it in its endeavours.
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ADOPTI ON OF THE AGENDA (item 1 of the provisional agenda) (CAT/C 27)
12. The provisional agenda (CAT/C 27) was adopt ed.
ORGANI ZATI ONAL AND OTHER MATTERS (agenda item 2)

13. After a procedural discussion in which M. LORENZO M. SORENSEN and
Ms. ILIOPOULOS STRANGAS took part, it was decided that the Committee shoul d
begin its consideration of agenda itens 5 and 6 at the current neeting.

SUBM SSI ON OF REPORTS BY STATES PARTI ES UNDER ARTI CLE 19 OF THE CONVENTI ON
(agenda item 3)

14. M. BRUNI (Secretary of the Cormittee) drew the Conmittee's attention to
the annotations to agenda item 3 contained in docurment CAT/ {27 and to
docunents CAT/C5, 7, 9, 12, 16/ Rev.1l, 21/ Rev.1 and 24, which contained lists
of the States parties which should have submitted their initial reports

bet ween 1988 and 1994, and to documents CAT/C/ 17, 20/Rev.1l and 25, which
contained lists of those States parties whose second periodic reports had

been due in 1992, 1993 or 1994. The situation relating to initial reports

due in 1988 was virtually unchanged since the Cormittee's previ ous session

27 initial reports had been requested, two of which, in respect of Togo and
Uganda, had not yet been received. At its seventh session, the Comittee had
invited each of the two States parties in question to submit one docunent
containing, the initial report and the second periodic report, due in 1992

It had al so reconmended, at its previous session, that the Centre for Human

Ri ghts shoul d provi de Uganda with technical assistance in preparing its
reports; as a result, a representative of the Ugandan Governnent was currently
attendi ng such a course, at the ILO s International Training Centre in Turin.
In the case of Togo, 10 reminders, including a letter fromthe Chairman of the
Conmittee to the Mnister for Foreign Affairs, renai ned unanswered.

15. At its eleventh session, the Committee had requested Belize to submt,
by 10 March 1994, a fresh version of its initial report, which was too
cursory; despite two reminders fromthe Secretariat, nothing had yet been
received. 1n 1989, 10 reports had been requested. That of Guyana had not
been received to date, despite seven rem nders. |In that instance, too, the
Conmittee, had at its tenth session, invited the State party to submt its
initial and second periodic reports in a single docunent.

16. O the 11 initial reports requested in 1990, those of Brazil and Cuinea
had not yet been received, despite several renminders. Since there had been a
delay of nore than three years, the Chairman, at the Conmittee's request, had
held talks with the representative of Brazil, and had sent a letter to the
GQui nean M nister for Foreign Affairs. The Committee might |ikewi se wish to
ask those two States parties to subnit their initial and second periodic
reports in a single docunent.

17. O the seven initial reports requested in 1991, that of Cuatenal a had
just been received by the Secretariat; those of Malta and Somalia had not
yet been received, and rem nders had been sent. Mlta's report was over
three years overdue; in that case, too, a neeting between the Chairnman and a
representative of Malta could perhaps be consi dered.
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18. O the 10 initial reports requested in 1992, those of Croatia, Estonia,
Jordan, Venezuel a, Yenen and Yugosl avia had not yet been subnmitted; the States
parties had al ready been sent one or two reminders. Estonia had indicated, in
March 1994, that its report was being prepared and would be subnmitted shortly.
Wth regard to Croatia, a governnent representative was currently attending
the course of training in report preparation already nentioned.

19. O the eight initial reports expected in 1993, only two had been
received. Five of the six States parties whose reports were overdue - Benin,
Bosni a and Her zegovi na, Cape Verde, Latvia and the Seychelles - had been sent
rem nders.

20. Qut of a total of 81 initial reports due between June 1988 and
Cct ober 1994, 57 had been submitted and 24 were overdue.

21. O the 26 second periodic reports, requested for 1992, 14 were overdue;
the State parties concerned - Afghanistan, Austria, Belize, Bulgaria,

Caner oon, Denmark, France, Luxenbourg, the Philippines, the Russian
Federati on, Senegal, Togo, Uganda and Uruguay - had received a third rem nder
in Septenber 1994. O the nine periodic reports requested for 1993, six were
over due.

22. Greece, whose second periodic report had been considered in April 1994,
had subnmitted sone additional information - and would be forwarding further
details later - in response to questions asked by nmenbers of the Comittee.

23. M. SORENSEN said that the problemof |ate submission of reports had been
di scussed in the neetings of Chairpersons of treaty bodies, whose concern had
been voiced at the Vienna Wrld Conference on Human Rights. It had been
suggested that, as a last resort, the chairnman of the body concerned could
send a letter to the State party and that, if there was no satisfactory reply,
i mpl enentation of the relevant instrunment in the State party concerned coul d
be reviewed in the absence of the latter's report; the State party coul d,
however, send a representative if it so desired. The chairpersons of the
treaty bodies felt that such action was within the nandates of those bodies,
but it seened that sone nmenbers of the Comittee against Torture did not think
that the Committee had a mandate to do so. In his view, such action was
warranted in the case of Togo, which was not only |ong overdue in subnmtting
its reports but, unlike Uganda, had failed to respond to the Conmittee's

rem nders. In that connection, he would like to know whet her any other treaty
body had taken steps of that kind.

24. Ms. KLEIN (Representative of the Secretary-General) said that the
Conmittee on Econonic, Social and Cultural Rights had decided to review, in
the absence of a State party's report, the inplenentation of the rel evant

i nternational covenant in the country concerned; in such a case, a letter
woul d be sent to the States party's permanent representative requesting the
submi ssion of a report within three nonths, failing which the situation would
be reviewed on the basis of information fromother sources. The Committee on
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the Elimnation of Racial Discrimnation had |ikew se considered such a
procedure, confined to cases in which only one report had ever been subnitted.

25. Replying to a question by M. BURNS, as to whether the wording of
article 19 of the Convention was reflected in other instrunments, she said

that the International Convention on the Elimination of AIl Fornms of Racia

Di scrimnation provided that initial reports were to be submitted within

one year after the entry into force of the Convention for the State concerned,
and thereafter every two years and whenever the nonitoring committee so
requested. The wording of the International Covenant on Econom c, Social and
Cultural Rights was not so precise with regard to the timng of reports;

consi deration was the responsibility of the Econonmi ¢ and Social Counci l

26. M. BURNS said that he foresaw problens ahead if the wordi ng of the
various relevant instrunents did not reflect a uniform mandat e.

27. M. LORENZO agreed. He added that the Committee's own nandate in that
regard shoul d be discussed at its current session, and that a time for the
di scussion shoul d be established forthwith.

28. M. AL LAVEDRA said he agreed with the two previ ous speakers.

29. M. SORENSEN said he thought it would be a good idea to study the
provisions of article 19 with a viewto the Conmittee's consideration of its
mandat e for the procedure suggested.

30. M. EL IBRASHI said he agreed that consideration of article 19 was highly
rel evant to the discussion of the Coomittee's nmandate, and that it might take
pl ace the foll owi ng week.

31. The CHAI RMAN said that there appeared to be a consensus in favour of
di scussing the Conmittee's nandate at the current session, but not

i medi ately, and suggested that the Committee might wish to make tinme
avai l abl e for that purpose in the course of the follow ng week

32. It was so agreed.

33. M. LORENZO suggested that the Committee, night find it useful to conpare
the provisions of its own Convention with those of the other five human rights
Conventions, for which purpose copies of the other conventions woul d be

needed.

34. Noting that the United States and Georgia had just ratified the
Convention, he asked whether those States parties had recogni zed the
conpetence of the Conmmittee with respect to the provisions of articles 21 and
22 of the Conventi on.

35. M. BRUNI (Secretary of the Cormittee) said that copies of the | atest
conpil ation of international human rights instrunments (ST/HR/ 1/ Rev.5, vols.
and 1l1) would be distributed at the end of the neeting.
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36. The United States had nade a declaration in respect of article 21 of the
Convention, but not of article 22; it thus accepted the conplaints procedure
bet ween States but not that of individuals against a State. It had al so
entered reservations in respect of article 30, paragraph 1. A copy of the
United States instrunent of ratification, which had been received by fax,
coul d be nmade avail able for consultation, although it had not yet been

transl ated or passed by the | egal departnent. Information that Georgia had
acceded to the Convention had al so been received by fax, and there had been no
nmention either of reservations or of declarations under articles 21 and 22.

The first part of the neeting (public) rose at 11.55 a. m




