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Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

On behalf of the United Nations Secretary-General, I have the honour and a privilege for me in my new capacities as the Chief of the HRTB Section of the Group in Focus to address this thirty-fifth session of the Committee on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families and I wish to extend a warm welcome to Geneva to all of you.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

During the thirty-fifth session, your Committee will consider the third periodic report of the Plurinational State of Bolivia, the combined second and third periodic reports of the Syrian Arab Republic and the initial report of the Bolivarian Republic of Venezuela. The Committee will also adopt the list of issues prior to reporting for the second periodic report of Türkiye and the fourth periodic report of Senegal under the simplified reporting procedure, in addition to the follow-up reports on Bosnia-Herzegovina, Mexico and Tajikistan, with respect to the implementation of the International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

Allow me to commend your Committee for the successful country visit that seven Committee members, including your Chair, undertook to Agadir, Marrakech and Rabat in Morocco from 10 to 13 May, at the invitation of the University Ibn Zohr of Agadir, the International Organization for Migration and the National Human Rights Council. The visit – as I was informed – was an opportunity to engage with Morocco’s high-level authorities and advance the drafting process of your next general comment No. 6 on the convergence of the Convention on Migrant Workers and the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration.
I welcome the decision of the Committee to organize a General Day of Discussion on the 27th of September, during your current session, to engage with States and other stakeholders about the development of the general comment No. 6, whose main objective is to provide  authoritative guidance to States on the need to implement the two instruments in synergy. I would also commend all stakeholders for heeding your call for comments on the concept paper and draft outline of general comment No. 6. These submissions and contributions are essential for the work of all Treaty Bodies. 
I would like also to commend you, distinguished Committee members, for the great importance you attach to the Inter-Committee work through the development of joint general comments and recommendations in partnership with other Committees. 
In this regard, I am aware of your engagement with the CERD Committee to explore the possibility of developing a joint general comment. I would also like to highlight the side event you will be organizing on the 28th of September, which will be hosted by the Geneva Academy, to commemorate the fifth anniversary of the CMW and the CRC joint general comments. The two Committees have developed General Comment No. 3 (22) on “the human rights of children in the context of international migration: General Principles and General Comment No. 4 (23) on “States obligations regarding the human rights of children in countries of origin, transit, destination and return”. I am also pleased  that the two Committees agreed to issue a public statement to remind States of their obligations under the recommendations of these two general comments.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

The International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of their Families – the only global legally binding instrument on migration and the Global Compact for Safe, Orderly and Regular Migration – a non-binding instrument – are the most important international instruments in the context of migration. They are unique, complementary and mutually reinforcing in advancing migration governance and in promoting and protecting the rights of all migrants, regardless of their migration status.
The Global Compact for Migration represents a significant commitment to improve migration governance; it is also an opportunity to maximize the benefits and to address the challenges associated with the migration. The United Nations Network on Migration has been established with several thematic working groups on key priority areas to support member states with the implementation of the Global Compact.
In many countries, the issue of migration, and particularly irregular migration, has been a subject of intense political and public debate. Some States have taken steps to expand access to safe and regular migration channels and to regularize the status of migrants in irregular situations within their territory. Meanwhile, others have attempted to increase the effectiveness of return, often under the assumption that increased returns make for more effective migration policy, contribute to safe, orderly and regular migration, or build trust in the State’s ability to manage effectively borders.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members, 
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,
I value the critical importance that your Committee attaches to the issue of enforced disappearances in the context of international migration, in compliance with Objective 8 of the Global Compact, which is to “save lives and establish coordinated international efforts on missing migrants”. The General Assembly – in its 2019 resolution on protection of migrants – expressed its concern at the large and growing number of migrants in vulnerable situations, stressed the obligations of States to promote and protect the human rights of migrants regardless of their migration status, and called for international cooperation, in cases of migrants who have died and gone missing. Triggered by massive migration movements, enforced disappearances in the context of migration have become an increasingly alarming human rights violations that occur along various migration routes around the world.
This phenomenon has been initially articulated in the 2017 report of the UN Working Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances on enforced disappearances in the context of migration. This Working Group – forming part of the Special Procedures system of the Human Rights Council – concluded that enforced disappearances of migrants could occur (a) as a result of the abduction of migrants for political or other reasons; (b) during the detention of migrants or the execution of deportation proceedings; (c) or as a possible consequence of smuggling and/or trafficking in persons.
The Guiding Principles for the Search for Disappeared Persons adopted by the Committee on Enforced Disappearances in 2019, emphasize the particular vulnerability of migrants, call upon States to pay attention to the risks of enforced disappearance, which increase as a result of migration, and ask for specific coordinated search and protection measures taking into account the difficulties associated with migration situations.
However, the issue of enforced disappearance of migrants remains marginalized in the political and legal discourse, including on the specificities of legal obligations of States in this regard. Rigid migration policies of States such as refusal of entry, pushbacks – often accompanied by violence –, expulsion or detention, and the increasingly perilous journeys migrants take cause a particular risk to become victims of enforced disappearances. Despite the lack of statistical data on the exact number of migrant victims of enforced disappearances, the significant number of those cases, which have been documented and often take place at State borders, also highlight the importance of inter-State cooperation.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members, 
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

There is a large degree of overlap between the Convention and the Global Compact. Concerned with the protection on migrants’ rights, both documents seek to establish a comprehensive framework for a rights-based approach to international migration. They are each inspired inter alia, by the tension between States’ obligations to protect migrants’ rights and the element of state sovereignty involving migration control. Both instruments recognize States’ right to determine their national migration policy and establish criteria governing admission of migrants. Similarly, both instruments clearly distinguish between regular and irregular migrants, noting the particular difficulties faced by the latter.
Furthermore, both instruments, despite commonality in scope and content, may be viewed as serving the interests of distinct constituencies. On the one hand, the Convention is, at some levels, de facto an instrument of the Global South as most of the 57 States parties are located there. This is at least in part attributable to a desire of the sending countries of migrant labour to protect their citizens abroad and a lack of willingness of traditional destination countries to accept human rights obligations vis-à-vis non-citizens, some of whom are unlawfully present. 
The Global Compact, on the other hand, might be viewed as serving the interests of the Global North. However, some of the more recent work of your Committee highlights the relevance of the Convention and your Committee’s work even to non-States parties, such as the above-mentioned joint general comments of the Committee on the Rights of the Child and your Committee, which provides authoritative guidance that is equally applicable to all 196 States parties to the Convention on the Rights of the Child, extending the reach of the CMW’s work beyond the 57 States parties to the Convention.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

States’ preference for soft law as a framework for dealing with international migration is one of the key explanations for the uniquely slow and low ratification record of the Convention. Following its adoption by the UN General Assembly in 1990, it took nearly thirteen years for the Convention to gain the 20 ratifications required for it to enter into force. This stands in stark contrast to the CRC, which was adopted by the UN General Assembly just over a year prior to the Convention, and gained the 20 ratifications necessary for its entry into force within 10 months of its adoption and now has 196 ratifications. The CMW Convention is currently the least ratified of the core international human rights treaties. With only 57 States parties, the two most recent core instruments, the Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and the Convention on Enforced Disappearances, both adopted in 2006, have already surpassed the ratification rate of the migrants’ rights treaty. Indeed, all the countries that make up the international community have accepted many of the standards enshrined in the CMW Convention via ratification of other human rights treaties whose provisions mirror the core rights codified in the Convention.
Distinguished Chair and Committee members,
Excellencies, Friends and Colleagues,

The thirty-fourth meeting of the Chairs of the Treaty Bodies took place in New York from 30 May to 3 June 2022. The Chairs have taken important decisions on the predictable review calendar (1), individual communications (2), urgent actions (3), harmonized working methods (4), reasonable accommodation (5) and digital uplift (6).
Most importantly, all treaty bodies agreed to establish a predictable calendar for States parties’ reviews. The Committees that have periodic reviews will establish an eight-year review cycle of full reviews with follow-up reviews in between. The schedule of reviews will be implemented with a reasonable degree of flexibility in order to address special requests for the postponement of a country review due to exceptional circumstances. While the simplified reporting procedure will be the default procedure for all Committees, except the Committee on Enforced Disappearances and the Sub-Committee on the Prevention of Torture that do not have such a process, the State party could still choose to opt-in for the traditional reporting procedure. The predictable schedule aims to address the existing backlog of reports pending review and long overdue reports, or additional information pending in State reviews by prioritizing those States with pending reports and long overdue reports.  
The implementation of the predictable schedule of reviews requires coordination and will be facilitated through further harmonization of working methods across treaty bodies, including as regard follow-up reviews, deadlines for stakeholders’ submission, reduction of duplication and other issues. Coordination and harmonization of the working methods will be enhanced through focal points appointed by each Committee to facilitate interaction between Committees and make recommendations to the Chairs.
In ending my statement, I would like to take this opportunity to thank all of you for your contribution to the proposal of the CRPD Chair and the then Chair of Chairs of the treaty bodies. I would like also to thank your Chair who has taken over as Chair of the Chairs for his contribution that led to this tangible outcome.
Experts, Ladies and Gentlemen,
	With this, I wish you all a most successful session and thank you for your attention. 
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