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The neeting was called to order at 3.05 p.m

CONSI DERATI ON OF REPORTS SUBM TTED BY STATES PARTI ES UNDER ARTI CLE 19 OF THE
CONVENTI ON (agenda item 4) (continued)

Second periodic report of the Russian Federation (continued)(CAT/ C/ 17/ Add. 15)

1. At the invitation of the Chairman, M. Kol ossovski, M. Kartashkin
M. lvanov, M. Katyshev, M. Butaev, M. Olov, M. Chtcherbak,

M. Ml guinov, M. Boychenko, M. Tchounarev and M. Louki antsev
(Russi an Federation) resuned their places at the Conmttee table.

2. The CHAIRMAN invited the del egation of the Russian Federation to reply
to the questions asked by nmenbers of the Conmittee at the previous neeting.

3. M. KOLOSSOVSKI (Russian Federation) said that all the nenmbers of the
del egation would do their best to answer the many questions asked; any
statistical details requested would naturally be transmtted in witing at a
| ater date.

4, The nmenbers of the Cormittee had shown they were aware that the

Russi an Federation was going through a difficult period in its history. They
woul d be even nore aware of the conplexity of the situation in the |ight of
the further information with which they would be supplied. The structure of
the State and its legislative franmework were not yet firmy established, and
the country was burdened by the econom c and other difficulties related to
transition. The problens nentioned by the Conmttee were thus far from being
sol ved, but the various organs of power and sectors of civil society were
actively debating the subject.

5. Hi s del egati on had nade no reference to the problem of Chechnya, not
because it was unwilling to speak about the human rights situation there, but
because it wished to draw attention to the fact that since hostilities in the
regi on had ceased, the problem of respect for human rights in a situation of
armed conflict no | onger arose. The United Nations Conm ssion on Human Ri ghts
and other nmultilateral institutions had recognized that a new situation

exi sted, and the Russian authorities were toiling unremttingly to find a
political solution to a problemwhich was far fromsinple. In any event, his
del egati on woul d endeavour to reply as best it could to the specific questions
menbers of the Conmittee had put to it about Chechnya; the nmenmbers of the

del egation were all em nent specialists, each of whom would deal with
guestions relating to his particular field, which meant that they mght find

t henmsel ves dealing with different aspects of the sane problem

6. M. KARTASHKI N (Russian Federation), Head of the Presidential Comm ssion
on Human Rights, noted that the nenbers of the Conmittee had considered his
country's report in great detail; he would endeavour to answer some of the
very specific questions asked. In the first place, it had been asked why the
| egislation did not include a precise definition of torture and whether the
adoption of such a definition was planned. The matter had been given carefu
consi derati on when the new Crim nal Code had been drafted; opinions had

di verged since some specialists had wi shed expressly to include a definition
of torture while others had considered it superfluous in a Crimnal Code which
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was al ready very conprehensive. It was a question of nethodol ogy, and not

of political unwillingness to inplenent the Convention agai nst Torture.
Article 1 of the Convention gave an exhaustive definition of torture which the
Russi an Federation had incorporated in the Constitution, since it stipul ated
that universally recognized principles and nornms of international |aw and
treaties were an integral part of the country's |legal system and took
precedence over donestic law. 1In recent years, international agreenents and
the principles of international |aw had very often been invoked in the
Constitutional Court and in other courts. Although the Crim nal Code did not
include a definition of torture, it did contain several provisions concerning
crimnal liability for causing physical suffering or other ill-treatment,
provi sions which were very nmuch in line with the definition of torture given
in the Conventi on.

7. Several nenbers of the Comm ttee had expressed concern at the

Presi dential Decree authorizing detention for 30 days. It was true that,
according to the Constitution and various other |aws, arrest, detention and
pol i ce custody could not exceed 48 hours. The Decree was therefore
controversial. Sonme authors considered it illegal while others, referring to
article 55 of the Constitution and the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights, maintained that, in view of the crinme rate in the

Russi an Federation, sone rights and freedons could be restricted out of a
concern to protect the rights and freedons of everyone. The nmatter woul d be
finally resolved in the new Code of Criminal Procedure to be subnmitted to the
State Duma in the near future

8. It had been asked whether the Presidential Conm ssion on Human Ri ghts

i ntended to consider the question of prisoners' rights and, nore particularly,
the problem of prison visits. Referring to the activities of that Commi ssion
of which he was Chairman, he said that it had been set up on 20 May 1996 by
Presidential Decree; its first concern had been to establish human rights
conmi ssions in all parts of the Russian Federation, since human rights were
nmore likely to be violated in the peripheral regions than in the centre. The
Presidential Commi ssion had begun its official duties proper barely a nonth
previously. On 4 Novenber 1996 it had considered the question of the
protection of Russian citizens abroad. In January 1997 it woul d consider the
rights of persons who had been arrested, detained or held in police custody.
To that end it would benefit fromthe comments and opinions of the menbers of
the Comrittee at the current session, which would help it to take such
measures as would elininate the remaini ng gaps that had been pointed out by
the Conmittee.

9. One nenber of the Committee had asked whether representatives of

non- gover nnent al organi zati ons (NGOs) could visit Russian prisons; that was

i ndeed possible and, if any difficulties arose, the Presidential Conm ssion on
Human Ri ghts could help. Cooperation with the NGOs was extrenely productive
and a nunber of questions still pending should be settled in the near future
to everyone's satisfaction

10. It had been asked whether the Presidential Conm ssion would deal with
the situation in Chechnya. The Conmm ssion had decided to follow the situation
in that part of the Russian Federation closely and to act if the need arose.
He had recently had contacts with representatives of the Hel sinki Human Ri ghts
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Wat ch who were currently in Chechnya to investigate specific cases of
violations by Russian mlitary personnel of the War Code and Russian | aws; he
had asked if they also intended to investigate various specific cases of
violations of the same standards by Chechen conbatants. They had replied
that they did not and that their talks with the Chechen | eaders had been
unsuccessful. Only the representatives of the authorities of the

Russi an Federation had all owed investigators to speak of violations of the

| aws of war by Russian nmilitary personnel, which testified to the open and
sincere attitude of the Russian Federation

11. Several menbers of the Conmmittee had asked about human rights training
and education. Mny organi zations in the Russian Federation were concerned,
as was the Presidential Comm ssion, which had just published a conpendi um
contai ning the text of the European Convention on Human Rights and all related
protocols. Another conpendiumin course of preparation would contain nearly
all the relevant universal or regional international instruments, including
the United Nations Convention of Torture and the European Convention for the
Prevention of Torture. Lectures and sem nars for Russian officers and
sol di ers woul d be broadcast on radio and television. Owher mnistries and
departnments were also involved in such activities, which woul d be described by
ot her nmenmbers of his del egation.

12. It had been asked whether a person could be expelled fromthe

Russi an Federation if he was in danger of being tortured in the country to

whi ch he woul d be sent. The Constitution had no specific provision on that
subj ect, but during extradition proceedings, for exanple, a whole range of
factors, including any risk of torture, were always taken into due account.
Where conditions for granting asylum were concerned, it was not true that a
person nust already be in possession of a | aissez-passer; article 63 of the
Constitution provided for the granting of political asylumto aliens and
statel ess persons in accordance with the generally recogni zed nornms of

i nternational |aw and applications were considered in the Iight of those norns
and principles. 1In the course of the past five years there had never been any
intention of refusing a person asylum on the grounds that he had not been in
possession of a |aissez-passer or residence permt.

13. The question of capital punishnment was a matter of concern for Russian
| eaders and jurists. As the Russian Federation had been admtted to the
Council of Europe, it had three years in which to ratify Protocol No. 6 to
the Convention for the Protection of Hunman Ri ghts and Fundamental Freedons
concerning the Abolition of the Death Penalty. The Presidential Comn ssion
on Human Ri ghts had considered the question and deened it advisable not to
act hastily, but to avail itself of that three-year period in view of the
country's crinme rate. Gven the gravity of the situation and the nunber of
persons guilty of serial nurders, the Conmmi ssion was not in favour of the

i mredi ate adoption of the bill on the abolition of capital punishnment, but
had deci ded to adopt a noratoriumon the execution of sentences, drawn up
when the Russian Federation had entered the Council of Europe. The nunber

of executions had greatly decreased since that date; formerly, 10

to 15 convicted crimnals had been executed every nmonth, but their nunmbers had
dropped considerably, to 3 in June, 7 in July and 1 in August 1996. That was
not good enough, however, and the Russian Federation would have to honour the
commitrents it had made, thus distancing itself fromthe Soviet Union, which
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had ratified international agreements only to allow decades to go by wi thout
bringing its legislation into line with the obligations incurred. The

Presi dential Conm ssion therefore hoped that the law instituting a noratorium
on the execution of convicted crimnals would be enacted as soon as possible.

14. It had been asked whether there was any difference between authorized
residence and political asylum Many foreigners were able to reside in the
Russi an Federation with no difficulty whatsoever once they had | egalized their
situation with the Mnistry of Foreign Affairs; the granting of refugee
status, on the other hand, was the prerogative of the President of the
Russi an Federation alone. Wiile it was easy to obtain a residence permt, it
was a much nore conplex matter to obtain asylum

15. Wth regard to legal training in the Russian Federation, human rights
were indeed studied in establishnents where |aw was taught. He hinself taught
a course on human rights at the Friendship anong Peoples University, in which
the students |earned, inter alia, about the Convention against Torture.
Institutions which taught econonics al so gave courses on international |aw and
human ri ghts.

16. It was certainly perm ssible for any citizen to invoke the Constitution
in court and many had already done so. 1In a whole series of cases pending,
reference had been made directly to international agreenents signed by the
Russi an Federation. The Constitutional Court oversaw the inplenentation of

i nternational instruments, particularly in |abour matters, although many
articles of the Constitution could not take effect wi thout the pronul gati on of
a federal act; article 59 of the Constitution, for exanple, which permtted
any citizen to perform sone other kind of service in lieu of mlitary service,
provi ded that the right to do so was governed by a specific act on that
guestion adopted by the Federation

17. M. 1VANOV (Russian Federation) said that as a nenber of parlianment and
jurist, he took a particular interest in the comments of nmenbers of the
Conmittee and | ooked forward to the continuation of a very fruitful dial ogue.
Several nmenbers of the Comm ttee had asked questions about certain

presi dential decrees, many of which had contributed to the establishnment of
denocracy in the Russian Federation and to the bringing of its |egislation
into line with international norns. |In practice, a presidential decree could
not be amended, although it was true that 50 deputies could appeal to the
Constitutional Court to have a particul ar decree declared unconstitutional
That had been done once, but the case had unfortunately not been cl osed since
there was a serious |loophole in the lawin that it did not inpose any
time-limt on the Court for handing down a decision on the cases before it; it
could therefore procrastinate indefinitely on thorny issues of a politica
nature. The Conmittee could intervene by drawing his country's attention to
that point and stressing that it was crucial that the |l aw shoul d be anmended by
setting a deadline for Constitutional Court decisions. The Comrittee was
perhaps not fully aware of the difficulties encountered, in particular by
Parliament, in incorporating international norns into Russian |egislation.
The principle of the primcy of those nornms over donestic |aw was not yet
universally accepted in the Russian Federation and it would be hel pful if it
could be stated outright and the |egislation amended accordingly. It should
not be forgotten that the situation in the Russian Federation was very
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unstable in the current period of transition. In any event, the reformeffort
was continuing despite the difficulties, and the Cormmittee's recomrendati ons
woul d be extremely useful

18. As M. Kartashkin had said, the Constitution had already been invoked in
court, and the plenary Suprene Council, as it was enpowered to do, had issued
a special decree to the effect that the courts nust enforce the Constitution
directly. Where the direct inplenentation of international norns was
concerned, the situation was |less clear and he was unable to cite a specific
exanpl e of those norns actually being invoked in the courts.

19. While admitting that the Constitution contained no definition of
torture, he pointed out that representatives of public authority who comitted
acts acconpani ed by violence or prejudicial to human dignity could be
prosecuted under article 170 of the Criminal Code and could incur up to

10 years' inprisonnent. |In practice, the problems did not so nuch relate to
the lack of a definition of torture as to the after-effects of the old system
which survived in the | egal profession; |lawers had often been reluctant in
the past to oppose the prosecution. Nowadays, |awyers were acquiring a
stronger role. Under the Code of Crimnal Procedure, any person who had been
arrested or charged had the right to assistance froma | awer, who would al so
intervene in the event of inproper treatnent.

20. Turning to the distressing issue of the situation in Chechnya, which had
been the subject of numerous comments, he said that sone nmenmbers of the
Committee had referred to national liberation struggle, others to terrorismor
banditry, and still others to separatism In his opinion, the |ast-nmentioned
concept nost appropriately described the situation in Chechnya. Wile some of
the ideas for which the Chechen separatists were fighting were understandabl e,
the violent acts they committed could not be ignored. The parlianentary

commi ssi on responsi ble for studying the situation in Chechnya had noted that
in 1994 the Chechen separatists had carried out 305 attacks acconpani ed by the
t hreat ened use of weapons and assault. Many of their acts were in the nature
of banditry. The Committee should thus be very careful in its assessment of
the situation in Chechnya and not only highlight the inadequaci es and of f ences
of the authorities of the Russian Federation. It must be objective and take a
bal anced view of the matter when it canme to draft its concludi ng observati ons.

21. It seened that the nmenbers of the Committee had based their comrents
essentially on information fromhuman rights activists in Amesty
International or the Conmttee of Soldiers' Mthers. Information from NGO or

conmitted organizations |like the Cormittee of Soldiers' Mthers was certainly
i mportant, but should not be the Commttee's only source. He therefore hoped
that in its observations the Commttee would consider the full extent of the
situation in Chechnya. For his part, he would transmt the Committee's
observations and recomendations to the political authorities in his country,
and the Duma in particul ar

22. M. BUTAEV (Russi an Federation), reverting to the question of procedures
for inplenenting the provisions of the Convention in donmestic law, said it
shoul d first be borne in mnd that international instruments took precedence
over donestic law. On 1 January 1997, a new Crim nal Code would come into
force; article 63 of that Code would establish penalties for offences
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commtted in circunstances of particular cruelty for the victim Conplicity
in acts of torture and violations attributable to public officials would al so
be punishable. Public officials who were accessories to acts of torture could
t herefore be brought before the courts. The penal resources of the

Russi an Federation would therefore be expanded as required by internationa

| aw, and notably the Convention agai nst Torture.

23. A nunber of questions had been asked concerning presidential decrees,
especi ally Decrees Nos. 1226 and 1815, which had been adopted during a

period of energency to protect the lives and interests of citizens of the
Russi an Federation. As guarantor of the Constitution, the President of the
Russi an Federation must protect the rights and freedonms of persons residing in
the territory of the Federation. Follow ng analysis of enacted | egislation
proposal s had recently been submtted to the President of the Federation to
repeal the provision which enabled certain persons to be kept in custody for
up to 30 days in social rehabilitation centres. It should, however, be
clearly understood that that did not involve custody in the sense in which the
termwas used in crinmnal law. Persons placed in such centres needed gui dance
and support for a certain period, and placing themin custody could sonetines
be a kind of humanitarian assistance. The allegations that the decrees in
guestion had been ained particularly at persons fromthe Caucasus area or
Chechnya were not borne out by the facts. In any case, the nunber of persons
pl aced in social rehabilitation centres was decreasing (from 984 in 1995

to 176 currently).

24. Wth reference to training progranmes for |aw enforcenent officials,

a huge restructuring programme was in progress, particularly in relation to
training in higher education establishments. The Academnmy of the Mnistry of
the Interior and other bodies published |aw journals and reviews, relating in
particular to infringenments of the norns of international [aw or the situation
in prisons.

25. In reply to a question on paragraph 76 of the report, he said

t hat specialized services were responsible for drafting regul ati ons and

adm ni strative instructions and ensured that they conformed to federal |aw.
In the event of inconpatibility with the provisions of the Constitution, for
exanpl e, the courts and the governnent procurator's office could be inforned.

26. M. KATYSHEV (Russian Federation) described the special and origina
nature of the O fice of the Procurator-GCeneral of the Russian Federation

whi ch was responsible for overseeing the application of the |aw by al
mnistries, departnents, organi zations, public enployees and citizens of the
Federation. Procurators carried out the investigation of offences and
monitored the situation in places of detention

27. Wth regard to the prelimnary investigation and the nmaxi mum duration of
pre-trial detention, article 97 of the Code of Crim nal Procedure provided for
a maxi mum of two nonths, which could be extended to three nonths for the
purposes of the investigation, at the discretion of the procurator of the town
or region. It could be further extended to 6 nmonths by the procurator of an
aut ononous region or a procurator of the same rank, and to 12 nonths by the
Deputy Procurator-Ceneral. Beyond nine nonths, the extension was determ ned
by the seriousness of the offence. The period of pre-trial detention could be
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extended to 18 nonths foll owing a decision by the Procurator-General of the
Russi an Federation, on the advice of a college of procurators. Before the
deadl i ne for the period of detention expired, the exam ning nagistrate was
required to meke available the information concerning the case to the accused
person and his counsel. 1In June 1996, the Constitutional Court of the
Russi an Federation had established that the tine given to the accused and his
counsel to examine the case file should be counted as part of total pre-tria
detention. Any extension of his detention could be challenged by the accused
or his counsel directly before the judge, who was required to exam ne the
conplaint inmediately. After hearing the parties, the judge handed down a
non- appeal abl e deci sion confirm ng or rescinding the extension. The period of
pre-trial detention could only be nodified thereafter if it energed that the
def endant had committed an offence other than that for which he had originally
been held in custody. Those provisions were enforceable during the current
period of transition, but in the future the decision to extend a period of
pre-trial detention would be taken not by a procurator but exclusively by the
j udge.

28. If there was any suspicion of evidence having been obtai ned under
torture, the exam ning magi strate studied all the circunstances of the case
very closely. If there was evidence that a confession had been obtai ned by

unl awf ul neans, those responsible were required to appear before the judge.
In such cases, the |awer and the defendant filed a joint conplaint with the
O fice of the Procurator, who had three days to exanmine it and reach a
decision. Al conmplaints were systematically exam ned with great care.

29. Goi ng back to the situation in Chechnya, he said that in order to
forestall any action against |ocal popul ations and advance the investigations,
a post of mlitary procurator, answerable directly to the Ofice of the
Procurator-General of the Russian Federation, had been created in

January 1995. The Ofice of the Procurator for Chechnya, which had been
abol i shed in 1991, had al so been restored. 1In order to further strengthen

the primacy of the |law in Chechnya and all the northern Caucasus area, an
Interregional Ofice of the Procurator for the Caucasus had been set up

al so answerable to the Ofice of the Procurator-Ceneral. More than

1,004 complaints of ill-treatnment by military personnel had been filed between
January and August 1996; after investigation, 400 had given rise to | ega
proceedi ngs. Since the establishment of the post of mlitary procurator, nore
than 1, 000 persons had been brought to justice and 228 army personnel had been
sentenced. The military procurator was also concerned with forays by arned
groups, many of which perpetrated acts of violence against the civilian
popul ati on.

30. He confirnmed the existence of checkpoints set up by the army in
Chechnya. They had been established by decree in response to the need to
restore a mnimum of order in regions where institutions had been practically
dismantled. As the institutions had begun to operate again, the checkpoints
had been cl osed down and none were |left today. Wen they had been
operational, they had never hindered the freedom of movement of
representatives of the international humanitarian organizations, such as the
International Committee of the Red Cross and Amesty International. As for
any ill-treatnment that might have been neted out at the checkpoints, whenever
a conplaint had been filed and the facts established, the persons found to be
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responsi bl e had been dism ssed. There had been a great nany attacks by
Chechen separatists on peaceful citizens, resulting in hundreds of deaths.

For exanple, on 2 August 1996, a group of partisans had stopped a bus in the
Republ i ¢ of Chechnya, nmade the passengers get out and shot two people, nerely
because they had been relatives of a forner nenber of the Ofice of the
Procurator of Chechnya.

31. Wth reference to the question of extradition, the information which had
appeared in the Russian and foreign press had painted a distorted picture.

The case in question had concerned a Georgi an refugee in Mdscow whose
extradition had been requested by Georgia. He clainmed to have been the victim
of political and religious persecution in that country, although in fact he
had bel onged to a band of partisans and had been facing prosecution in Georgia
for attenpting to overthrow the constitutional order. The Russian Federation
had decided to extradite him since there had been no evidence of his having
been tortured in Georgia. Under the |l aw on asylum a person who had commtted
any offence, in Russia or in his country of origin, was refused asylum

He was therefore deported in accordance with the law. Each case was an

i ndi vidual one and it was al ways possible to | odge an appeal with the Federa

I mmi gration Services.

32. M. ORLOV (Russian Federation), referring to the question of prisons,
said that a solution was beginning to energe in connection with the probl em of
conditions of detention, due in part to deficiencies in legislation but also
to organi zational shortcom ngs. Follow ng contacts with the Council of Europe
and various NGOs, steps had been taken to inprove a situation formerly
characterized by the fact that prison security had been in the hands of

the mlitary. The State had resuned that inportant function, and the
interpretation of the |law and applicable international instruments - including
t he Convention agai nst Torture - was henceforth uniform As to the fornmer

gul ags, great efforts had been nmade to do away with them and only eight prison
colonies currently remai ned. Structural and practical neasures had been taken
to inprove prison conditions and to refurbish ordinary prisons. The Committee
could rest assured that the State intended to inplenent genuine reforms, but
the task was a hard one and the system conplex. Undeni abl e progress had,
however, been made, as was borne out by the budget for the current year, which
had doubl ed conpared with the previous year. |Increased allocations had nmade
it possible to create sone 13,000 places in ordinary prisons. The progranme
was an anbitious one and difficult to inplenment, but the State would do
everything in its power to bring it to a successful conclusion. One of the
difficulties of reformng the prison systemwas to be found in people's
attitudes, which were nuch harder to change than the other factors involved.
Pri son personnel were in the process of being renewed; nore than 5,000 people
had been accepted for prelimnary training, which provided a basic know edge
of the systemand a certain anmount of practice. Training courses of a simlar
type were organized in every region. Wth regard to higher education, the
training of | awers, econonm sts and psychol ogi sts was being given particul ar
attention because they were the specialists nost needed. In neetings with
officials fromthe Council of Europe, the United Nations and research
institutes, it had been decided to prepare teaching nmaterial and information
in order to be able to inplenent the United Nations Standard M ni mum Rul es for
the Treatment of Prisoners.
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33. VWere the health situation was concerned, the Russian authorities did
not deny that problens existed in general, and in the prisons in particular
Wel come aid had been contributed by various NGOs and charitable associ ations
in the formof nedical supplies. Some 180 nedical centres were attached to
prisons and there were about 100 hospitals specializing in the treatnment of
tubercul osis. The Council of M nisters had nmade provision for specific
measures to inprove the health situation in the country, in consultation with
the Mnistry of Health and ot her concerned bodies.

34. The restrictions on the food rations distributed to unconvicted and
sentenced prisoners had been lifted by a mnisterial decree of 1994 and food
standards had been inproved. Obstacles to the distribution of parcels sent to
det ai nees had been renmoved. Solitary confinenment was not regarded as a form
of punishnment, but was used as a security measure in specific circunstances.

35. M. KOLOSSOVSKI (Russian Federation) said that his del egati on had been
unable to reply to all the questions raised and woul d endeavour to provide the
Committee with additional information as soon as possible.

36. M. PIKIS pointed out that the Committee had not denounced the |ack of a
definition of torture in Russian law but the fact that acts of torture were
not of fences under Russian crimnal |law, as required by article 4 of the
Conventi on.

37. The CHAIRMAN said that it was vitally inportant for States parties to
the Convention, whether advocates of nonismor dualism to adopt a definition
of torture in their |egislation which would cover all points touched on in
articles 1 and 4 of the Convention. Since the Convention defined facts and
not penalties, each State party nust meke provision for appropriate penalties
inits Crimnal Code

38. M. KOLOSSOVSKI (Russian Federation) said that the nenbers of his

del egati on had taken note of all the Commttee's observations. Where the
United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victins of Torture was concerned, the
Russi an Federation was unfortunately not currently in a position to
participate for financial reasons, but would endeavour to make a contribution
in the future

39. The CHAI RMAN t hanked the Russian del egation and invited it to attend the
Committee's 268th neeting in order to hear the Comrittee's reconmendati ons and
concl usi ons.

40. The Russian del egation wi thdrew.

The neeting was suspended at 5.45 p.m and resuned at 5.50 p. m

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

41. M. BRUN (Secretary of the Committee) announced that he had just
recei ved the second periodic report of Portugal, which would be the
tenth report to be considered in 1997
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42. M. CAMARA and Ms. |LIOPOULOS STRANGAS agreed to serve as Country
Rapporteur and Alternate Country Rapporteur respectively for Portugal

43. It was so deci ded.

44, M. SORENSEN said that in view of the nunber of reports to be considered
in 1997, there was every reason to consider the possibility that the Conmttee
m ght request permission to hold a third annual session

45. M. CAMARA, referring to a proposal nade at an earlier neeting, said
that it would be discrimnatory to devote a whole day to the consideration of
the reports of certain countries when the reports of other countries, where
the situation was allegedly better, were considered in half a day.

46. The CHAIRMAN said it nust be admitted that the situation in certain
countries was nore conplex than in others; the Comrittee could, however,

deci de how many neetings it would devote to the consideration of a report on
a case-by-case basis, in consultation with the secretariat, wthout taking a
final decision.

The neeting rose at 6 p.m




