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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 one hundred and fourteenth session of the Human Rights Committee.
I am here today representing the HRC and its Mechanisms Division, which provides substantive and organizational support to the Human Rights Council, its Universal Periodic Review (UPR) mechanism, special procedures and other subsidiary bodies.  Unfortunately the Division Director had to be at the HRC this morning, so I was asked to step in. I must admit that I was very pleased to do this, and I hope you don’t mind having me, as I was very keen in fact to have an opportunity possibly to discuss the interaction between the TBs and the UPR with you. 
But before getting into the complementarity between the TBs and the UPR, allow me to say a few words on the work of the HRC, as there is indeed great value of collaboration between the two. The intergovernmental nature of the Council supports your work by acting as a counterweight, often political, to your work as independent experts interpreting the Covenant. States bring political pressure to bear on one another by insistence upon implementing norms you have established. Seizing the opportunity to work together on contemporary as well as longstanding issues will strengthen the interpretation of International Human Rights Law as well as the protection of rights-holders.
There are a number of opportunities for engagement for such engagement and collaboration, which I think might deserve some reflection.  For example, the issue of reprisals could benefit from elaborating on some of the possible synergies.  This is now a perennial issue for the Council as well as the treaty bodies.  At this session, the Council will examine the report of the Special Rapporteur for Freedom of Assembly and Association. This will give the Council the opportunity to strengthen the promotion and protection of human rights defenders and civil society space at the international and national levels.  Around the same time, the Chairpersons of the treaty bodies were considering the role of their new rapporteurs on reprisals including draft guidelines on reprisals. It would be really  beneficial to my mind for closer collaboration, and to draw on all sources to address this issue, in an effective manner. 
Another contemporary issue is the right to privacy in the digital age. Given the increasing uncertainty on how to respond to concerns arising from technological advances a new Special Rapporteur on the right to privacy will be appointed at this Council session. This Special Rapporteur will work on identifying specific threats to rights in the context of massive and indiscriminate surveillance, an issue that you have recently considered in your consideration of several State party reports. As the standard setting develops in this area, alignment between the Special Procedures and the treaty bodies on how these issues are being viewed would be important. Again, it would be useful to think strategically on how best to ensure collaboration between this Committee and the new Special Rapporteur.  
Another developing area of human rights law relates to the issues surrounding LGBT rights. The High Commissioner will present his report on “Discrimination and violence against individuals based on their sexual orientation and gender identity” at this session. His report draws on inter alia recent findings of UN human rights bodies, including this Committee. He concludes that, “while some progress has been made since the first study in 2011, the overall picture remains one of continuing, pervasive, violent abuse, harassment and discrimination affecting LGBT and intersex persons in all regions.” According to the report, “these constitute serious human rights violations, often perpetrated with impunity, indicating that current arrangements to protect the human rights of LGBT and intersex persons are inadequate”. I am confident that again, there are ways for greater collaboration between this Committee’s work and that of the HRC to improve the adequacy of protection measures for LGBT persons.  
Another area of increasing significance in the work of the Council relates to the work of the commissions of inquiries and special procedures on human rights country situations. Your interpretation of civil and political rights is crucial in analyzing the implementation of human rights or lack thereof in these country situations. At this session, several such reports will be presented to the Council, including the reports of experts on the situation of human rights in Belarus, the Central African Republic, Côte d’Ivoire, Eritrea, Gaza, and the Syrian Arab Republic. These reports should prove as an excellent source of information for this Committee when examining periodic and follow-up reports, and the work can truly be mutually beneficial for both the Human Rights Committee and the HRC.
Finally turning to the Universal Periodic Review (UPR) mechanism of the Council, which undoubtedly lends itself to future collaboration with this Committee. Under this mechanism, you will of course know that States periodically review the implementation of all human rights by all States. At this session, the Council has already adopted 12 reports, and two more will be done this week. The UPR process is informed by your work, I really cannot stress this enough. Your concluding observations, Views and follow-up analysis contribute directly to the outcome of the UPR process.  We have a number of examples in this regard.  

And in turn all outputs from the UPR process including relevant recommendations are provided systematically to you in the context of your reporting procedure. While your work already informs this mechanism is there more that can be done to align these procedures?  How do we strengthen the “complementary and reinforcing nature” of the TBs and the UPR?  Can we possibly consider reflecting key recommendations and your views on their implementation more systematically in your documents, which could then in turn be picked up by the UPR Compilation, and for use by the States?
As more systems are looking at the UPR as a good example for a State accountability mechanism, ie in the context of the post 2015 MDGs, I have often stressed that one of the key strengths of the UPR is that it has as its core expert input!  How can we jointly strengthen that? 
Distinguished Members of the Committee,
The Council and its mechanisms have very different roles from your Committee, but the benefits of working together should not be underestimated. Let us reflect together upon how we can support one another’s work. It is only through a holistic approach to human rights promotion and protection that we can envisage a future where human rights are truly for all. 

I wish you successful deliberations and a productive session.
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