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Presentation of the third periodic report of the Principality of Liechtenstein under the Convention against Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment (4 and 5 May 2010, Geneva)
Introductory statement

by H.E. Ambassador Roland Marxer, 
Director of the Office of Foreign Affairs
Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of the Committee, Ladies and Gentlemen,
My delegation is pleased to be meeting here in Geneva with the Committee against Torture. We welcome the opportunity to discuss with you today and tomorrow the third periodic report of Liechtenstein under Article 19 of the Convention against Torture as well as our replies to the list of issues. This dialogue is highly valuable since your Committee assembles great international expertise in the subject-matter at hand.

Liechtenstein attaches great importance to international and regional human rights treaties and their effective national implementation. It also strives to fulfill its reporting requirements under these treaties in a timely and substantive manner – even if this is not always easy for a very small country with limited human resources. This limitation as well as the wish to report on new and significant developments have led to the somewhat belated submission of our third periodic report. At the same time, Liechtenstein remains committed to strengthening the system of human rights protection within the United Nations and through the treaty body system in particular. In this light, we hope that Liechtenstein’s third periodic report, our replies to the list of issues as well as the dialogue we are going to have will contribute to the effectiveness of the reporting system under the Convention against Torture, a treaty which is of crucial importance for the global fight against this scourge.

Liechtenstein has shown its strong support for this fight and its unwavering commitment to the absolute prohibition of torture in several ways. These include advocacy on behalf of international standards within the framework of multilateral bodies and negotiations, such as the negotiations on the resolutions concerning torture and other ill-treatment which are regularly adopted by the UN Human Rights Council and the General Assembly. Another area of engagement is the International Criminal Court. Liechtenstein has been active in the establishment and development of this institution which plays an important role in strengthening the protection against torture in all situations. We are honoured to chair the Assembly of States parties to the Rome Statute and will endeavour to ensure a successful outcome of the first review conference in Kampala, which is to begin at the end of this month. However, Liechtenstein’s commitment also – and in particular – translates into sustained efforts to implement these standards at home. I am pleased, in this context, to inform the Committee that no cases of torture or inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment have ever been recorded in Liechtenstein since its accession to the UN and other international organizations.
Mr. Chairman,
Let me now turn to a few points that, in our view, are of particular interest. Also, I would like to provide some additional information that we think could be useful for our dialogue.

Since the last exchange with your Committee in May 1999, when Liechtenstein presented its second periodic report, the legal foundations and practice for the implementation of the Convention against Torture in Liechtenstein have been significantly improved. A first highly relevant step in this regard was Liechtenstein’s early ratification of the Optional Protocol to the Convention against Torture (OPCAT) in November 2006. With the entry into force of OPCAT for Liechtenstein on 3 December 2006, a new important instrument with a focus on prevention was added to the domestic legal framework for the protection against torture and other ill-treatment. After its active participation in the development of this Protocol, Liechtenstein initiated the necessary steps towards the practical implementation of OPCAT. In particular, on the occasion of the complete revision of the Enforcement of Sentences Act, a Corrections Commission to monitor the enforcement of sentences was established. This specialised Commission was subsequently also designated as Liechtenstein’s National Preventive Mechanism with the respective rights and responsibilities pursuant to OPCAT. Detailed information on the mandate, functions and main findings of the Corrections Commission is contained in the answers to the questions raised by the Committee in the list of issues. 
What I would like to emphasize here is that the establishment of the Corrections Commission with its dual function has added an important instrument for the continuous review of the implementation of Liechtenstein’s obligations under the Convention against Torture. Although the Commission has only started its work about two years ago, its regular reports and recommendations have already provided the basis for a useful and constructive dialogue between the Commission and the Ministries responsible for corrections, i.e. the Ministry of Home Affairs and the Ministry of Justice. As for the overall findings of the Commission, I was therefore particularly pleased to find the following two statements in the 2009 Annual Report of the NPM:

“In all, the collaboration of the Liechtenstein authorities with the NPM during its visits was very good.”
and
“No complaints whatsoever of mistreatment or other inhuman treatment were made by the detainees. On the contrary, the impression of a good atmosphere within the Prison was conveyed.”
With regard to the revision of the Enforcement of Sentences Act which entered into force in the beginning of 2008, it should be noted that this new Act incorporated several improvements which reflect relevant recommendations issued by the European Committee on the Prevention of Torture (CPT), such as on the frequency of the visits carried out by the Corrections Commission and on the Commission’s reporting to the Government. Another important aspect in this context is that the new Enforcement of Sentences Act was complemented by amendments to the Code of Criminal Procedure, which contained new provisions on the protection of witnesses as well as improved provisions on the treatment of pre-trial detainees.
As further improvements, I would like to mention the partial revision of the Juvenile Court Act and the new Victims Assistance Act which also both entered into force in 2008. With regard to the latter, I would like to highlight that the Victims Assistance Office, an independent body which was newly created on the basis of this Act, makes a specific contribution to the fulfilment of obligations with regard to the right to obtain adequate compensation and rehabilitation under article 14 of the Convention against Torture.

In addition to these developments at the national level, let me also say a few words about Liechtenstein’s direct interaction with international experts during the reporting period that are of relevance to our dialogue. In 1999 and in 2007, Liechtenstein was visited by the European Committee for the Prevention of Torture, the CPT. The dialogue with the CPT, which had visited Liechtenstein for the first time already in 1993, has been a useful source of inspiration for the further legislative and practical improvements regarding the implementation of both the UN and the European Convention against Torture. The best example for the fruitfulness of this dialogue has been – as I have already explained – the revision of the Execution of Sentences Act.
Another visit to Liechtenstein with relevance for our dialogue was that of the (then) Commissioner for Human Rights of the Council of Europe, Mr Alvaro Gil-Robles, in 2004. In his report, he confirmed that Liechtenstein is committed to “guaranteeing a high level of respect for human rights”. This general conclusion was also based on the Commissioners findings during his visit of police facilities and of Vaduz National Prison. More specifically, this visit – like the two visits by the CPT – confirmed that there have been no cases of torture or inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment in Liechtenstein.
Before concluding, Mr. Chairman, I would like to draw the Committee’s attention to an area which has not been dealt with in the information provided by my authorities so far, namely Liechtenstein’s contribution to the global fight against torture as part of its “International Humanitarian Cooperation and Development” activities. In this context, I would like to mention that Liechtenstein has been a supporter of the UN Voluntary Fund for Victims of Torture and of the World Organisation Against Torture (OMCT) for many years. In addition, Liechtenstein also grants specific project contributions within the area of torture prevention. For instance, since 2009, Liechtenstein has been supporting the non-governmental “Association for the Prevention of Torture (APT)” for a prevention programme in Latin America with an amount of 200’000 Swiss Francs per year. Since the beginning of the reporting period, the total of Liechtenstein’s financial contributions in support of the global fight against torture amounted to over 650’000 Swiss francs, that is over 600’000 US dollars. This engagement in the framework of its development cooperation activities complements Liechtenstein’s efforts on the national and international policy levels and underlines its full commitment to the fight against torture.
Mr. Chairman, distinguished Members of the Committee,
I hope that these remarks will help enrich our dialogue. We will be happy to elaborate on additional aspects as needed and answer any questions you may have to the best of our knowledge. In conclusion, let me express our appreciation for the work carried out by this Committee and assure you of the continued support of Liechtenstein to the fulfilment of its tasks.

I thank you for your attention.
