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Introduction

1.  The working group on the harmonization of working methods of treaty bodies convened
pursuant to a recommendation of the fifth Inter-Committee Meeting met for the second time
from 17 to 18 April 2007 in order to elaborate on certain issues and finalize its report to the
Inter-Committee Meeting.! The following representatives of treaty bodies participated in the
meeting: Mr. Abdelfattah Amor (Human Rights Committee); Ms. Maria Virginia Bras Gomes
(Committee on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights); Ms. Silvia Casale (Subcommittee on
Prevention); Mr. Kamel Filali (Committee on the Rights of the Child); Mr. Raghavan Vasedevan
Pillai (Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination) and Ms. Hanna Beate
Schepp-Schilling (Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women). No
representative of the Committee against Torture or the Committee on the Protection of the Rights
of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families was able to attend the meeting.

2. The working group was opened by Ms. Jane Connors, Senior Human Rights Officer of the
Office of the United Nations High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR).
Ms. Maria Virginia Bras Gomes was re-elected as chairperson/rapporteur.

! The preliminary points of agreement of the first meeting of the working group on the
harmonization of working methods of treaty bodies are contained in HRI/MC/2007/2. The
representative of the Human Rights Committee noted that the Committee does not
consider the document to have an official status and does not subscribe to it.
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Developments in treaty bodies

3. Participants provided information on discussions related to harmonization in their various
treaty bodies, with each indicating that harmonization was an important goal. The Human Rights
Committee (HRC) had concluded that there were various areas where harmonization of working
methods was possible, but that nothing could be done in contradiction to the treaties. In this
context, the HRC continued to disagree with the proposal of the Committee on the Elimination
of Racial Discrimination (CERD) to establish a unified body for the consideration of
communications. The Committee on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women
(CEDAW) was also opposed to the creation of a consolidated body for the consideration of
communications, but was keen to see greater exchange of information among treaty bodies on
their approach to communications and inquiries. The CEDAW Committee also recommended
the establishment of a task force on working methods which would meet three times annually for
two years, reporting to the Inter-Committee Meeting and the Meeting of Chairpersons
(ICM/MC). The task force functions would not overlap with those of the ICM/MC. CEDAW
also recommended that OHCHR collaborate with the Division for the Advancement of Women
in order to conclude the tasks identified in paragraphs 27 to 31 of the preliminary points of
agreement of the working group on harmonization of working methods as the information
generated would provide the basis for further efforts to streamline and harmonize the treaty body
system.

4.  Several treaty bodies, including CEDAW, CERD and the Committee on Economic, Social
and Cultural Rights (CESCR), had begun the task of revising their reporting guidelines in light
of the guidelines for the common core document (HRI/MC/2006/3), and CERD had prepared a
document which identified existing procedural and substantive gaps in the context of the
follow-up to the Durban Conference and would impact on reporting to treaty bodies. The
participants noted that the guidelines for the common core document were being used by several
States parties, but doubted whether there would be sufficient experience to review those
guidelines by 2008 as envisaged by the ICM/MC.

5. The representative of the Subcommittee on Prevention noted that it had held its first
session in February 2007, and looked forward to working with other treaty bodies as it developed
its working methods and programme. The Subcommitteeds mandate was predominantly
field-oriented in that its mandate required collaboration with national preventive mechanisms
and visiting places where persons were deprived of their liberty in order to prevent torture.

Ideas in paragraph 20 of the concept paper

6.  Several treaty bodies had had the opportunity to discuss the ideas put forward in

paragraph 20 of the High Commissionerds concept paper on the unified standing treaty body
(HRI/MC/2006/2). Convening simultaneous treaty body sessions was considered difficult due to
the practical and logistical difficulties that could arise and because few States parties would be in
a position to provide reports to different treaty bodies at the same time. The Committee on the
Rights of the Child (CRC), however, saw merit in encouraging simultaneous submission of
reports to allow for simultaneous consideration. It was noted that more general implementation
of the guidelines for the common core document by States parties could create a situation in
which simultaneous consideration of reports was more feasible. Joint consideration of reports
was not considered to be feasible in the current context.






