Tuesday, 12th of April 2005 (9:00-12:00 am)
Consultation organised by the Expanded Bureau on the issue of the CHR reform process
This morning's plenary session was replaced by a meeting with the Expanded Bureau in order to discuss the reform of the CHR. The meeting was attended by either government delegations or NGOs.  

Some countries just expressed doubts and concerns about the reform, while others gave some proposals and suggestions on the features of the new treaty body. Only few points were agreed by everybody, that is the indivisibility of human rights; the wish to eliminate politics from CHR, and the headquarters to remain in Geneva. Government representatives expressed the following ideas:

Honduras said that the new body should contain a balance of representations; the membership should not be permanent, but it should be a rotation with two turns. Further, the new body should be the only body related to human rights and the only to collaborate with the Security Council. Libya stressed the question of equality: believing tha each state should have the right to participate to the new body, but it wondered who will be in charge of deciding membership.

Luxembourg, speaking in behalf of EU, gave some considerations on the procedures. It agreed with the General Secretary that the protection of human rights must be connected with peace processes and the need to strengthen the “state of law”. Il also gave some strategic objectives: 1) integration of human rights’ issues in the system of all procedures; 2) possibility to denounce publicly the gravest violations of human rights; 3) providing for mechanisms of monitoring; 4) participation of civil society in the new body. To sum up, it is favourable for the establishment of a Council of Human Rights and a reinforcement of the High Commissioner's role. For Russia, there are still many questions that need to be clarified. Singapore affirmed that the new body should be representative. It differs from the idea of a small council, but it stated that it should have to have facilitated access to the ECOSOC. Switzerland agreed with the creation of a Council of Human Rights, which should have the same tasks as the current CHR. It suggested to eliminate the annual 6 week session of the CHR and replacing it with several shorter sessions and to establish a permanent bureau responsible for the inter-session periods and assured by the High Commissioner. 

The representative of USA agreed with the project of a small council in which the members would be elected by the General Assembly. 

To follow, a few NGOs took the floor. International Service for Human Rights stressed the issue of necessity for civil society to be involved in the process. CONGO, with a joint statement representing 15 other NGOs, welcomed the idea of a Council on Human Rights, which would have to respect the following principles: transparency; independency; effective international cooperation; human rights linked with international security.

