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Distinguished members of the Committee,
Ladies and Gentlemen, 

It is a great pleasure to open your one hundred and twelfth session. In doing so, I convey the greetings of the new High Commissioner for Human Rights, Mr. Zeid Ra'ad Al-Hussein, who succeeded Ms. Navi Pillay on 1 September 2015. You will all have received his message underlining the importance he attaches to treaty body work, and his intention to meet with you at the first opportunity.   In his address to the Human Rights Council, he indicated that he will give utmost importance to recommendations and decisions of the treaty bodies and take the necessary action to ensure that greater priority is given to their implementation.
Change is also inevitable here in the Committee. Sadly, six distinguished members, many long serving, will be taking leave of the Committee after this session:  Mme. Chanet, Mr. Flinterman, Mr. Kaelin, Ms. Majodina, Mr. Neuman, and Mr. Zlatescu.  Your departure will be strongly felt in this Committee, personally as well as substantively. Your individual and joint contribution to the Committee’s work has been outstanding and we have all been privileged to have worked with you. On behalf of OHCHR, I wish you well and hope that our office can avail of your expertise in other fora. 

Members of the Committee,
Several events occurred this year which should affect your work in a positive way.  General Assembly Resolution 68/268 on the strengthening of the treaty body system not only responded to the call to grant the treaty bodies additional weeks of session to address backlogs of reports and communications  but also made numerous suggestions on your procedures with the goal of harmonising and making more accessible the Treaty Body system.  What is important now is to consider how these proposals can be fully implemented. This Committee has already made great strides in implementing the recommendations in particular by offering, in principle, the Simplified Reporting Procedure to all States. You will be pleased to know that at least four of the other treaty bodies have also decided in favour of this procedure, while others are still discussing this.
Other suggestions from the resolution have also been implemented, at least in good part. Reflecting the general concern of the treaty bodies on the issue of reprisals, most Committee’s, like this one, have appointed Rapporteurs on Reprisals. A harmonized approach to this issue should prove more effective in counteracting the damaging effect of reprisals on the free collaboration of civil society with the treaty bodies. Treaty body Chairs decided during their June annual meeting to prepare a policy on reprisals. The treaty bodies are not alone in their concern about the detrimental impact of reprisals on the promotion and protection of human rights, as stated by the Deputy High Commissioner to the Human Rights Council reprisals, “undermine the functioning of the UN as a whole, including that of its human rights mechanisms”.  
At this session, you will already see the positive affect of active support from the General Assembly. Its decision last year to provide additional ad hoc resources to this Committee has brought results. In light of the additional week granted for this session, you will have before you around 50 draft individual communications. I am proud of our colleagues in the Petitions Unit who have answered your call for additional draft communications to alleviate the backlog. We are now looking forward to the Committee to meet the challenge of efficiently reviewing the maximum possible number of these drafts during this session.
Another positive event this year was the publication of a long awaited report mandated by a General Assembly resolution on the impact of surveillance and interception of communications on human rights. This report is the first of its kind to be requested by the General Assembly on this issue. The work of this Committee is well represented in this report, notably your jurisprudence on the thorny issue of the extra-territorial responsibility of States. However, the report also gives a broader outline of the international legal framework governing these issues, points to some alarming gaps in implementation, and suggests some important remedies. 
This report could be an excellent resource material for the Committee in its work on this issue. As stated by the High Commissioner in July, “The complexity of the challenges to the right to privacy in this rapidly and dramatically evolving digital age is going to require constant scrutiny and dialogue between all key sectors, including Governments, civil society, scientific and technical experts, the business sector, academics and human rights specialists.” Committee members, as the custodians of the ICCPR, under which the right to privacy is clearly protected, you are in an enviable position. You can engage with States through your oral and written dialogues, assess their compliance under a legally binding treaty and make recommendations for change.  You will have noted that issues such as mass surveillance have become more frequently reflected in your list of issues and concluding observations and are likely to become even more frequent.
I encourage you to read the report and to develop your views on these often complex issues.   
Distinguished members of the Committee, 

The third issue having an impact on your work this year is the momentum surrounding the 25th anniversary of the Second Optional Protocol to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, aiming at the abolition of the death penalty at this session.   Several reports on the issue of the death penalty will be presented to the Council and the General Assembly this year. A report summarizing the high-level panel discussion on the question of the death penalty (A/HRC/27/26) concludes that the international community has a responsibility to move universal abolition forward, and that States and all other stakeholders must redouble their efforts to secure an increased number of ratifications of the Optional Protocol. According to another report, relating to the implementation of safeguards protecting the rights of those facing the death penalty (A/HRC/27/23), 160 States having now abolished or introduced a moratorium on the death penalty either in law or in practice, or having suspended executions. This you will be pleased to hear confirms the welcome trend towards universal abolition.

Unsurprisingly, these reports highlight that numerous concerns remain with regard to the lack of respect for international human rights norms and standards in States that still impose the death penalty. Only recently in a high-level meeting on the death penalty in New York, the High Commissioner stressed that: "No judiciary, anywhere in the world, is so robust that it can guarantee that innocent life will not be taken, and there is an alarming body of evidence to indicate that even well-functioning legal systems have sentenced to death men and women who were subsequently proven innocent. This is intolerable."
As the custodians of this treaty, you should be encouraged by such reports and like the Secretary General, the High Commissioner and the Deputy High Commissioner do what you believe appropriate to encourage more ratifications before the end of the year.

Members, ladies and gentlemen,
Prior to concluding, I wish to introduce you to a new member of staff, Mr. Abdullah al Rashid, a Junior Professional Officer from Saudi Arabia who has been assigned to work with the Human Rights Committee Secretariat. I wish him every success in his work with this Committee.   I wish you a very successful and productive 112th session and open the floor for any questions or comments from the Members.
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