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The meeting was called to order at 3 p.m. 

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES PARTIES UNDER 
ARTICLE 40 OF THE COVENANT (continued) 

 Fourth periodic report of Austria (continued) (CCPR/C/AUT/4; CCPR/C/AUT/Q/4) 

1. At the invitation of the Chairperson, the members of the delegation of Austria resumed 
their places at the Committee table. 

2. Ms. SIESS-SCHERZ (Austria) said the Committee had expressed concern that there was 
no possibility of reopening and re-examining cases. She wished to explain that while there was 
no automatic procedure in place, cases could be reopened and re-examined if necessary. Such 
decisions were made on a case-by-case basis, with due respect for the rule of law and protection 
of the rights of the persons involved. Thus far no cases had required re-examination. All the 
opinions expressed during the consideration of the report would be brought to the attention of the 
group of experts that had been established to make proposals for administrative and 
constitutional reform; it would take implementation of the Covenant into consideration during 
its deliberations. Austria had ratified the European Convention on Human Rights in 1958, and 
not 1948 as she had stated at the previous meeting. 

3. Turning to the question of the appointment of ombudsmen, she said that pursuant to the 
Constitution there were three members of the National Equality Body; they were nominated by 
the National Council and elected by the Federal Parliament. The Human Rights Advisory Board 
was an independent body, which had been established in accordance with the Optional Protocol 
to the Convention against Torture and also the Paris Principles. The Committee and the Council 
of Europe had questioned the independence of the Advisory Board, since it included civil 
servants appointed by the Ministry of the Interior. The ombudsmen were truly independent. 

4. Statistics on the number of women in provincial government posts had been submitted to 
the Committee. There were no initiatives currently in place to increase the number of women in 
the Federal Parliament. Whenever female representation was particularly low, the issue was 
raised by civil society and discussions were held on how the situation could be improved. Every 
two years the Minister for Womenôs Affairs was required to produce a report on the situation of 
women in public service and make recommendations for discussion in Parliament. Initiatives 
were taken to enhance womenôs prospects in the areas of employment and education. There was 
no new information available about the implementation of article 25. 

5. Mr. RUSCHER (Austria) said that the executive received continuous feedback on the 
conduct of law enforcement officials, which gave an indication of whether there was a need for 
specific training. Thus far there had been no need for specific training for action vis-¨-vis the 
Roma. All persons who applied to join a law enforcement body must undergo psychological as 
well as professional aptitude tests in order to establish whether they might be likely to act in an 
inappropriate manner, and whether they might have racist or xenophobic tendencies. The number 
of complaints about the conduct of police officers had not changed between 2001 and 2005. The 
apparent increase in the figures for 2006 was the result of the merging of the police and the 
gendarmerie. The complaints were based on unjustified acts of interference in personal freedom, 




