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Distinguished Delegates, 

Dear Colleagues,
It is with great pleasure that I open this consultation with States which is essential for ensuring a successful outcome of the treaty body strengthening process. I deliver this statement as Chairperson of the 25th annual meeting of Chairpersons, on behalf of my own Committee, the Committee against Torture, and on behalf of my colleagues, Mr. Malcolm Evans, Vice-Chair of the annual meeting of Chairpersons and Chair of the Subcommittee for the Prevention of Torture, Sir Nigel Rodley, Chair of the Human Rights Committee, Ms. Nicole Ameline, Chairperson of the Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, Mr. Emmanuel Decaux, Chairperson of the Committee on Enforced Disappearances, Mr. Alexei Avtonomov, Chairperson of the Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, Mr. Abdelhamid El Jamri,  Chairperson of the Committee on Migrant Workers and members of their Family, Ms. Maria Soledad Cisternas Reyes, Chairperson of the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities, Mr. Hatem Kotrane, Vice-Chairperson of the Committee on the Rights of the Child, and Mr. Azzouz Kerdoun, Vice-Chairperson of the Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.
Yesterday, my colleagues and I met with the Co-facilitators of the intergovernmental process, the distinguished Ambassadors of Iceland and Indonesia. We welcome the open dialogue between the Co-facilitators and the treaty bodies, and recognize their role in facilitating the participation of several treaty body members in the informal consultations of the inter-governmental process, including by videolink consultation from New York and through their visit to Geneva in April. 
This consultation is most timely. The human rights treaty body system is confronted with unprecedented challenges to fulfil its central goal, namely to protect the human rights of all without discrimination. The test of the success of this exercise will be measured by our ability to offer more protection than what is currently the case. 

Several treaty bodies face an immense backlog in reviewing States Parties’ reports and communications. The system is severely under-resourced and relying to an unsafe degree on extra-budgetary resources. In addition, only 16% of States Parties submit their reports to treaty bodies in a timely manner, in spite of the fact that this constitutes an outright violation of conventional obligations. The high degree of non-compliance by States Parties with their reporting obligations constitutes a threat to the integrity, coherence and effectiveness of the system, as does the significant delay between the submission of reports and their review. 
My colleagues and I are also deeply concerned about all cases of reprisals, including those against human rights defenders who provide information to the treaty bodies. Again, this a flagrant violation of the conventional obligations freely assumed by the State Parties. There is a collective responsibility of the State Parties not to let this situation continue and we hope that the current process of treaty body strengthening will address this serious issue head-on. We would also like to see greater access for civil society organizations from all State parties to the treaty bodies.
Today’s meeting may not allow us to delve into all the issues under discussion in the inter-governmental process nor discuss in detail all the proposals in the High Commissioner’s report on treaty body strengthening. Nevertheless, we would like to seize this opportunity to reiterate some fundamental principles and benchmarks in relation to the treaty body strengthening process. As these principles are rooted in human rights treaty law, as elaborated and ratified by States, we expect them to be faithfully reflected in the process and outcome of the treaty body strengthening process. 
The first principle I would like to convey is that any outcome of the inter-governmental process must strengthen the human rights protection that the treaty body system offers. The State parties, with the purpose of reinforcing domestic human rights protection, have done something remarkable, namely to create an international system of protection that subjects State policies to advice and guidance by independent experts and even allows individuals to submit complaints against the State party. This remarkable achievement is a conquest of civilization and we are hopeful that this process will result in its continuous expansion to ensure the full realization of its goals.

The second principle I would like to reaffirm in this forum is the independence and impartiality of the treaty bodies and their members. We attach the greatest importance to this principle which guarantees equal treatment of States and protects, inter alia, everyone against double standards. The strength of the independence of treaty body members is three-fold: they are experts, they speak their mind, and they are independent from States and other stakeholders. Their independence is an important source of credibility and integrity for the system. All the independent experts are selected, nominated, elected and re-elected by the States Parties in accordance with treaty law. Again, there are different proposals that would like to see more transparency in the election process and, needless to say, these are proposals that are worth considering.
At last year’s annual meeting of Chairpersons of treaty bodies, the Chairs agreed on and endorsed the Addis Ababa Guidelines which interpret the concepts of independence and impartiality for treaty body members. I would like to add that these Guidelines are based on pre-existing guidelines of the Human Rights Committee, relevant rules of procedure, and decisions of other treaty bodies relating to independence. Less than a year later, the Addis Ababa Guidelines have been incorporated, in one way or another, in the rules of procedure and practices of all Committees, as documented in the report on the implementation by the treaty bodies of the recommendations contained in the report of the High Commissioner on strengthening the treaty body system (HRI/MC/2013/4).  This has given the Addis Ababa guidelines tremendous weight. 
Third, any outcome of this process must be comprehensive and sustainable. It is clear that the current resourcing of the system and the current rate of compliance of States Parties with reporting obligations is unsustainable and must be addressed. Treaty bodies must be equipped with the proper material and human resources from the regular budget to adequately carry out their responsibilities under the respective treaties. The provision of adequate material and personnel resources is an obligation that flows from the treaties themselves.
The fourth principle is related to the third and is the principle of efficiency. This principle needs to be tested in light of the goal of the system to respect, protect and promote human rights. In this context, all cost saving measures need to be fully reinvested in a system that dramatically suffers from a lack of resources. Valuable capacity building initiatives should not be undertaken at the expense of the scarce resources of the treaty bodies. It is essential that additional resources be made available.
Fifth, the inter-governmental process provides all of us with a unique opportunity to modernize the work of treaty bodies by fully benefitting from opportunities created by technological development, while at the same time making it universally accessible for persons with disabilities, and to honor the principle of reasonable accommodation.

The strengthening process launched by the General Assembly is inter-governmental, but we all agree that the treaty body system is by definition a multi-stakeholder system in which both States parties and treaty bodies have specific competencies. The treaty bodies themselves have a central role to play in the future of the system and the treaties provide for the rules of procedure and working methods to be determined by the treaty bodies themselves. This is an important recognized principle laid down in the treaties.
State Parties have created the treaty body system through which their populations can exercise and claim their rights. We therefore value enormously the dialogue we have in each Committee as well as this dialogue which is a permanent feature of our annual meeting. Listening to one another is crucial for the strengthening of the human rights treaty bodies.
We welcomed the report of the High Commissioner on treaty body strengthening and are committed to continuing to harmonize the working methods of treaty bodies. In this regard, I would like to refer to the official documents HRI/MC/2013/2, HRI/MC/2013/3 and HRI/MC/2013/4 produced for this 25th annual meeting of chairpersons. 
The proposals of the High Commissioner result from an extensive, inclusive and open consultation process of all stakeholders and articulate many of the ideas put forward by treaty body experts, without re-opening the treaties. I would like to recall the Dublin II outcome to show how much effort the treaty bodies themselves have invested in coming up with possible solutions for the crisis that, if unattended to, may seriously weaken a system already under stress. We have great stakes and high hopes that the human rights treaty body system can and will be strengthened.
This is a complex process with a plurality of stakeholders, including civil society and the women and men who benefit from the protection that the system affords. We all need to listen to each other with the aim of achieving a successful outcome that is grounded in treaty law and strengthens the protection of human rights, which is the sole reason of all our efforts. Thank you. 
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