Opening Statement The Netherlands
Markus Schefer
I am honored to present a brief opening statement for the constructive dialogue with the esteemed delegation of The Netherlands. I speak on behalf of my colleagues of the task force who will be asking probing question in the next six hours. I thank the State party for providing us with ample information and for engaging with us in this review process.
It is the purpose of our dialogue today to ascertain the facts. At the end of it, tonight at 6 o’clock, we will, if we are successful, have a better understanding of where the Netherlands stand in their efforts to implement the Convention. In order to get to a realistic assessment, we as Committee members act in full independence and impartiality. We have read the reports and aim at improving our understanding of the current situation on your country.
We will draft our Concluding Observations based on the best understanding of the current situation in the Netherlands we can acquire. It is our hope that our recommendations will support the authorities on all levels of government in their efforts to heed the obligations the country incurred with the ratification of the Convention. And there is an additional crucial purpose of our dialogue here: We aim at shining light on the main purposes, the logic and the content of the Convention in order to provide additional expertise to the State party. In my experience, particularly European countries are frequently struggling with accepting some of the fundamental principles the Convention enshrines, such as the guarantee of equal recognition before the law. We hope to have an open, frank and well-informed discussion on topics like these.
Which brings me to the spirit in which our dialogue is going to take place: Framed in negative terms, we are not the inquisition here. Positively put, we approach our task benevolently critical, with deep respect for the efforts and achievements of the State party. Even if a question might be particularly probing, this is the backdrop against which it will be asked. The method we are employing should allow us to improve our mutual understanding, by creating a true discourse based on which we might get closer to the truth – in the best Habermasian sense.
I am truly grateful for the presence of such a distinguished delegation. Let me start with my questions.

