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NGO Preparatory meeting to the HRC intersession Working Groups 

November 9, 2006 – Geneva

Informal summary

The main objective of this meeting, convened by CETIM, CONGO, LWF, Pax Romana and WILPF
, was to share up-dated information and encourage an informal exchange of views on the on-going process leading to the setting up of the HRC Universal Periodic Review and on options related to the Review of Special Procedures, Expert Advice and the Complaint Procedure. 

Universal Periodic Review
Women’s International League for Peace and Freedom (WILPF) presented states’ positions on the UPR with emphasis on NGO participation and points of interest for NGOs on the UPR. 

The following converging comments could be identified on the Universal Periodic Review:

· The preparation of and the follow up to the Universal Periodic Review would represent crucial elements for the success of the process. In particular:

· The preparation should lead to the elaboration of reliable and comprehensive information on which would be based the country review.

· The role of independent experts would also be fundamental in the process of elaborating recommendations. The suggestion to have the Sub-Commission redeployed to serve the UPR was considered with interest by some participants. 
· The follow-up to the outcome of the country review process should be strong enough, and should also be preferably run with the support of an independent expert.

· Among the options proposed so far, some participants highlighted their interest on the suggestion to have one Rapporteur for each Member State, working on both the preparation and the follow up process. Three existing models were also underlined by some participants: the WTO trade policy review mechanism, in which both the government concerned and the Secretariat submit a country report, with the Secretariat presenting its own view and consulting with other stakeholders; the ILO model, which was presented during the recent informal consultations; and the European Union review system on the fight against exclusion, which is based on the review of pilot projects in order to draw constructive lessons.
· On the periodicity of the UPR, participants concurred to recognize that a 3 year timeframe would be the most appropriate, in order to address all Member States of the Council during their term of membership. To that end, the UPR should be performed in parallel chambers or committees working concurrently with the Human Rights Council. 
· NGOs should contribute to the initial compilation of information and should interact with the independent experts during the consideration of this information. The question of NGO participation should be considered in relation with the whole UPR process.
Participants agreed that better interaction among NGOs would be necessary during the two up-coming weeks of intersession WG meetings (starting 13 November until 24 November 2006). Two ways of facilitating information sharing suggestions will therefore be concurrently established: 

· A web-page
 would gather basic common lines identified among NGOs during this meeting on which would also be aggregated other suggestions from NGOs, as well as relevant information regarding the themes addressed by the HRC intersession working groups.

· NGOs participating and contributing to the HRC WG on UPR are encouraged to join briefly at 9:30 am daily before the beginning on the working group meeting with the view to share information and better strategize (for the UPR, starting 20 November 2006, 9:30 am, venue: NGO Lounge – To be Confirmed).
Review Special Procedures, Expert Advice and the Complaint Procedure
During the second part of the meeting, participants shared updates on the positions expressed by government delegates on the Review of Special Procedures, expert advice and complaint procedure. In addition, the establishment of information sharing devices among NGOs methods during the Working Group meetings was also addressed.
The following converging comments could be identified on the review of special procedures:

· Special Procedures should be seen as a system, and the review of Special Procedures should be performed with such an approach. The review should not be carried out in a case by case consideration of existing mandates.

· The opportunity for the Human Rights Council to identify country specific special procedures mandates should also be preserved as part of the special procedures system, since they represent major a major tool for the protection of human rights. 

· Appointment of mandate holder must protect their independence and guarantee their expertise in the issues related to their mandate. 

· Their independence just also be maintained and strengthened in relation to their working methods: the Human Rights Council should not restrict the autonomy and the independence of Special Procedure mandate holders. 

The following converging comments could be identified on the expert advice:

· The capacity of the expert advice body to initiate studies and research on its own should be maintained, whatever be the structure of the HRC expert advice mechanism. This power of initiative would strengthen the capacity of the expert advice system to identify emerging issues pertaining to the protection and promotion of human rights. 

· The Human Right Council should follow up to the existing pending work of the Sub Commission, with the view to ensure continuity on the issues addressed by this body. 

· Additional comments were made by participants, referring to the need to guarantee the independence and the expertise of the members of the HRC expert advice body, through an effective appointment process. Membership to the expert advice body should represent a wide range of backgrounds.

· The space for the interaction between the HRC expert advice body and other stakeholders, such as NGOs and NHRIs, should be maintained and strengthened. 

The following converging comments could be identified on the complaint procedure:

· Concerns on the information to be provided to the authors of the complaint should be at the heart of the improvements of the HRC complaint procedure. Victims of human rights violations should be informed by the OHCHR of the outcome of their complaint. Besides, the authors could also be allowed to submit additional information during the course of the consideration of their complaint.

· In a general manner, the opacity resulting of the current 1503 procedure should be addressed, in the perspective of the victims. The procedure should be dealt in a more transparent and open manner.
· The new timeframe of the yearly programme of work of the Council would allow for consideration of complaints several times a year, therefore accelerating the capacity of the Council to act on the basis of the complaint procedure.

· The Human Right Council should follow up to the pending complaints. 
Participants agreed that better interaction among NGOs would be necessary during the two up-coming weeks of intersession WG meetings (starting 13 November until 24 November 2006). Two ways of facilitating information sharing suggestions will therefore be concurrently established: 

· A web-page would gather basic common lines identified among NGOs during this meeting on which would also be aggregated other suggestions from NGOs, as well as relevant information regarding the themes addressed by the HRC intersession working groups.

· NGOs participating and contributing to the HRC WG on the review of mandates are encouraged to join briefly at 9:30 am daily before the beginning on the working group meeting with the view to share information and better strategize (for the review of mandates, starting 13 November 2006, 9:30 am, venue: Serpentine Bar).
* * *
� This informal summary was prepared by the Conference of NGOs in Consultative Relationship with the United Nations (CONGO). It is intended to identify converging points orally expressed by participants in this meeting, but may not necessarily reflect the positions of all participants and of the organisers of the meeting.


� More information: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ngocongo.org/index.php?what=news&id=10353" ��www.ngocongo.org/index.php?what=news&id=10353� 


� WILPF General information and compilation on UPR: � HYPERLINK "http://www.wilpf.int.ch/humanrights/2006/UPR/UPR_web1.html" ��www.wilpf.int.ch/humanrights/2006/UPR/UPR_web1.html�


� See: � HYPERLINK "http://www.ngocongo.org/index.php?what=news&id=10353" ��http://www.ngocongo.org/index.php?what=news&id=10353� 





