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Distinguished members of the Committee,

Ladies and Gentlemen, 
On behalf of the Secretary-General, I declare open and welcome you to the sixty-first session of the Committee against Torture. 
Chairperson, Committee Members,


At a time when the absolute prohibition of torture is often challenged in the name of national security across the globe, your Committee together with the United Nations Subcommittee on Prevention of Torture, the United Nations Special Rapporteur on Torture and the Board of Trustees of the United Nations Voluntary Fund for Victims of Torture strongly reaffirmed that the practice of torture is a severe violation of human rights and called on States to eradicate the conditions and circumstances conducive to its practice. 


This strong statement on the occasion of the International Day for the Victims of Torture on 26 June was echoed by the High Commissioner for Human Rights in his speech at the Law Society in London the same day:

“It is worth recalling that the Convention against Torture, ratified by 162 countries, is the most unyielding of any existing instrument in international law. Its prohibition on torture is so absolute, it can never be lifted – not even during an emergency that “threatens the life of the nation.” And yet, notwithstanding its broader recognition as jus cogens, and the crystal clarity of Article 2 of the Convention, the existence of so many surviving victims of torture, who remain unacknowledged, unsupported, denied justice or redress, forms a living testimony to the dreadful persistence of torture worldwide.”[End of quotation]

The High Commissioner for Human Rights underscored the fragility of the Convention by the fact that no country abides by all of its terms. In that regard, reference was made to the refusal by some States to a priori scrutiny of alleged widespread violations under article 20 of the Convention. The High Commissioner also deplored the fact that a large number of States are host to acts of torture and ill-treatment and the related high level of impunity for their perpetrators as revealed in most of your concluding observations. Another large majority of States disregard their obligations for the redress and rehabilitation of victims, a key-provision of the Convention as detailed in your General Comment N°3 (1992) on the implementation of article 14 of the Convention. Finally the High Commissioner shed light on States which, while having no record of practicing torture are acquiescing to it by, for example, disregarding the principle of article 3 as contained in the Convention and as demonstrated under your individual complaints procedure.
The High Commissioner made it clear that the dangers affecting the Convention against torture were actually real to the entire system of international law.

It is therefore crucial to strengthen and combine the efforts of all relevant actors – be they the civil society such as human rights defenders, the United Nations human rights mechanisms such as your Committee as well as States, notably the Convention against Torture Initiative (CTI) – with a view to generating a renewed commitment from every State to combat torture and ill-treatment.
Concrete steps have been already taken by your Committee in order to address the failure of many states to respect their human rights obligations, including their obligation to report to you. For the second time since the creation of your Committee, at the present session, you will review the implementation of the provisions of the Convention against Torture in the absence of an initial report and for the first time with the participation of the State delegation via a video conference which is a welcome development. Your decision to offer the simplified reporting procedure for long overdue initial reports has also met positive reactions from most States. 
The recently concluded annual meeting of Treaty Body Chairs in New York enabled the sharing of experiences in addressing reporting gaps. We should also bear in mind the role played by other key-entities such as the OHCHR treaty body capacity-building programme and the CTI encouraging and assisting states to produce overdue reports. There is therefore a coalition of actors sparing no efforts to make the Convention against torture a living instrument and a reality in the ground despite all obstacles.

In that regard, we should also welcome another concrete step that your Committee took in order to address violations of article 3 of the Convention which represent the bulk of the submissions under your individual complaint procedure. Indeed, your decision to embark in the revision of the General Comment no.1 on the implementation of article 3 of the Convention comes at a time when every day we see migrants being expelled, returned or deported, without consideration for basic human rights, including the non-refoulement principle and when the debate on the use of diplomatic assurances in particular in the context of the fight against terrorism is tense. Expectations are very high while challenges are real but we’re convinced that you will take the sound decision based on your solid jurisprudence and the many contributions provided by States, specialized agencies and other international bodies as well as civil society organizations.
A natural partner in the fight against torture and ill-treatment is obviously the United Nations Subcommittee on Prevention of Torture (SPT). The Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture contains specific provisions – article 16 paragraphs 3 and 4 and article 24 -regarding your mutual cooperation both regarding the SPT annual report and when facing obstacles of cooperation regarding SPT visits and National Preventive Mechanisms. We welcome the fact that the Committee is systematically consulting the SPT when relevant and possible under the Optional Protocol prior to its dialogues with States parties and has taken the initiative to have plenary private meetings with the National Preventive Mechanisms prior to its country reviews. Finally both Committees have been vigilant and pro-active when facing allegations of reprisals for the mere fact of cooperating with you; which is crucial for the sustainability of the whole human rights edifice.
Committee members, 

Ladies and Gentlemen,

Before concluding, I would like to refer to the consideration by the General Assembly at its forthcoming session of the Secretary-General report of 2016 on the strengthening of the human rights treaty body system. Decisions for the ten treaty bodies and their specific needs either in terms of resources and/or meeting time will be taken by Fifth Committee very late in the year only. We will of course keep you informed about forthcoming developments in this regard 

Let me conclude by wishing you, on behalf of the High Commissioner, a fruitful and successful session for a full realization of the Convention against Torture.
………………………………………………………
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