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The Human Rights Committee thanks the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and its Chair, Rosemary Kayess, for the proposal on strengthening the Treaty Body System dated 3 August 2021, following the consideration of the state of the UN human rights Treaty Body System in 2020. 

The Committee is supportive of collective efforts across Treaty Bodies aimed at enhancing the effectiveness and coherence of the system, bearing in mind that each Treaty Body needs to examine and develop proposals relevant to its treaty and procedures. 

In a constructive spirit, the Committee presents its views on the three main issues identified in the proposal, building on the GA Resolution 68/268, the common position of the Chairs of Treaty Bodies, as expressed at their 31stannual meeting in June 2019 (A/74/256, Annex III) and the report of the Co-Facilitators (A/75/601). The Committee also refers to its decisions on additional measures to simplify the reporting procedure and increase predictability adopted at its 126th session in July 2019  and to its position paper on the 2020 Review updated at its 126th session (A/75/40, Annex II & III). 

1. Predictable Review Cycle
The Committee agrees with the adoption of a review cycle that improves predictability in reporting and contributes to ensuring regular reporting by all States parties. With a view to giving further effect to GA Resolution 68/268 and pursuant to the Committee’s 2019 position paper, as well as the common position of Chairs of Treaty Bodies, in July 2019 the Human Rights Committee adopted an 8-year predictable review cycle aimed at reviewing all 173 States parties to the Covenant. This cycle includes predictable dates for the submission of SP reports and the holding of constructive dialogues. It includes a follow-up procedure to concluding observations which focuses on the review of three key recommendations within a mid-term time frame. 
While the full implementation of this cycle has been partly disrupted by the COVID-19 pandemic, it is nevertheless being implemented to the extent possible. During its 133rd session, the Human Rights Committee held a transitional hybrid session and reviewed four State parties. While the situation of the pandemic makes it difficult to plan definitively, the Committee is moving forward and scheduling constructive dialogues with States parties in its upcoming sessions and advancing the implementation of its predictable review cycle.     
The Committee has introduced the simplified reporting procedure as a permanent feature of its reporting procedure and is adapting its working methods to limit the issues to be addressed and, as far as possible, to avoid overlaps with reviews by other Treaty bodies. In this regard, at its 128th session in March 2020, the Committee adopted internal working guidelines on lists of issues and lists of issues prior to reporting. Additionally, the Committee recalls its position on the need to review the Resolution 68/268 formula, which is backward-looking, and adopt a forward-looking formula that would contribute to fully implementing the predictable review cycle. 
2. Focused Reviews
Many Committees have a long-standing follow up procedure, which is being implemented and ensures a continuation of the dialogue with SPs in between the regular reporting. (See the common position of Chairs of Treaty Bodies paper.) The procedure focuses on a limited number of priority issues which are identified when Concluding Observations are adopted and on which the SPs are requested to report. The Committee has observed that this procedure is effective and believes it should be supported by the necessary budgetary and human resources. 

The Committee is of the view that the follow-up procedure is a realistic means to implement the idea of ‘focused reviews’. As each Committee has developed its own follow-up procedure, this issue would need further discussion in order to adapt and align the concept and parameters to the ‘focused-review’ concept, taking into account the respective mandates and practices of Treaty bodies.

The Committee believes that the proposal to have in-situ visits raises important practical, human resources and budgetary issues, which would make it very difficult to implement effectively. The Committee proposes that the proposal of in-situ visits is maintained as an item for future discussion but is kept separate from the Predictable Review Cycle. For example, with the assistance of the Treaty Body Capacity-Building Programme and OHCHR regional and field presences, Committees could assist States parties in the implementation of recommendations, upon request of a State party.  

The Committee supports moving ahead with the development of modalities to hold sessions at established UN regional hubs.  This could be a means to bring the Committees’ work closer to States parties and civil society, drawing on information available at regional level to a greater extent to develop LOIs/LOIPRs and inform constructive dialogues, focus on countries in the region under the predictable calendar, bring a regional focus to the work of the Committees, and involve UN regional offices and NGOs in supporting State parties to implement Concluding Observations.

3. Digital Uplift

The Committee agrees with the necessity of a digital uplift which is vital to support our handling of individual communications and the processing of States parties reports. The Committee faces the largest number of individual communications among the Treaty Bodies, with a backlog of more than 1000 cases as at 2 November 2021 which would require years to process even if no new cases are received. This process urgently requires IT as the current process is outdated, cumbersome and contributes to exacerbating the backlog. The digital uplift in this area should include an up-to-date case management system and database with the view to strengthening the management of individual communications by: (a) prioritizing the development or acquisition of a case management system; (b) identifying and sharing best practices among the treaty bodies to enhance overall efficiency; and (c) improving the reporting and monitoring of the backlog of communications pending review. Such a system would increase efficiency in the handling of individual communications and processing of States parties’ reports, expedite the adoption of views, track the implementation status of decisions and recommendations, and increase transparency for all stakeholders.
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