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Introduction

With the recent establishment of the Committee on Enforced Disappearances there are now nine treaty bodies requiring state reports. Seven of these can currently also consider individual communications, even though only the Human Rights Committee and the Committee against Torture has a significant number of pending communications. The nine treaty bodies with a reporting procedure have a total of 145 members.
 The total meeting time in 2010 was 70 weeks.
 This submission considers what can be done to address the significant backlogs in the system, how states could be encouraged to submit timely reports and what the treaty bodies could do to engage more effectively with civil society in particular through more effective use of information technology.
Addressing the backlog

There are significant backlogs in the system, backlogs that would only become worse if all states reported on time and more people made use of the complaints procedures. Timely consideration of reports and individual complaints are important for the continued relevance of the treaty body system. The time between a state report is submitted and it is considered should thus be shortened, while still allowing for input from all stakeholders.
In order to deal with the backlog of state reports the CEDAW Committee has since 2006 held some of its meetings examining state reports in two parallel chambers. The CRC considered state reports in two parallel chambers in 2010.
 The experiences of this system should be evaluated in order to determine whether its extension to other treaty bodies, to more chambers and to perform more functions would be a useful way of reducing the backlog and make the treaty bodies more efficient. 
It is suggested that parallel chambers should not only be used for examining state reports but also be considered for dealing with communications. Parallel chambers speed up the processes, saving time and potentially money. Parallel chambers should have members from all regions and principal legal systems.
 Language proficiency could be an additional criterion in order to limit the number of languages for which interpretation would be needed. In order to save costs one might also choose to have no more than two working languages within a working group. Parallel chambers for consideration of state reports and communications should be easy to implement as most committees already use pre-session working groups.
The treaty bodies have two main functions: monitoring and interpretation. It is only with regard to interpretation that the full treaty body would need to take decisions. Only general comments, as the main interpretative instrument adopted, and working methods would need to be discussed in plenary. Communications could be decided by working groups in clear cases, while cases could be referred to plenary discussion if they raise novel issues or potentially contradictory views. 
IT support
Meeting of pre-session working groups could take place by tele /video conference or text chat. Some of these meetings should be open in the sense that NGOs and NHRIs should be able to make presentations to the working groups. UN country presences should assist with logistics for tele / video conferencing when needed. 

The treaty body members would only need to be in Geneva/New York for the public sessions where state reports are presented. Indeed if it was possible to implement long term schedules similar to the UPR it could be beneficial to cluster the public examinations of the state reports by region and hold such examinations in the region with participation of the relevant regional human rights mechanisms. The examinations should be undertaken by multi-regional parallel chambers. States should be given the possibility to have the whole or part of its delegation present via tele / video conference. The examination of the state report should be webcast. Summary records, concluding observations etc would only need to be prepared in English and the language of the state report.
The human rights by country web pages of the OHCHR web site could include much more information and complement and inform the state reports and the committees. States should be encouraged to continuously put information on the country web page for example legislation, policies, judgments, statistics etc. OHCHR should develop a structure on these pages so that such information could easily be posted thematically with regard to each state. States may ask UN field offices to assist in compiling this information. NGOs should also have the possibility to post relevant information on these pages as well as to discuss the information posted. By having as much country information possible collected on one site the preparation of the state report and the national dialogue should be easier. All annexes to state reports should always be published on the OHCHR web site.

The state should where possible provide translations or summaries of documents not produced in one of the working languages of the committees. If the state does not do this, NGOs should where possible assist. The number of working languages should be limited (eg the CRC Committee provides for three working languages: English, French and Spanish).
The OHCHR country web pages should include all recommendations by international monitoring mechanisms to the state as well as decisions on complaints. The state should provide full information on the site on what actions it has taken to address these recommendations, but such information could also be provided by for example national NGOs, UN field offices etc.

States should have a contact person for engagement with treaty bodies and related civil society consultation. Contact information to this person should be provided on the OHCHR web site. Contact information for the relevant committee member/s and OHCHR staff should also be provided.
� CEDAW (23), CESCR (18), HRC (18), CRC (18), CERD (18), CPD (18), CMW (14), CAT (10) and CED (10) (the 25-member SPT is not discussed here since its mandate is different from the other TBs). 


� Informal technical consultation for states parties to international human rights treaties, Sion, Switzerland, Background paper prepared by the Office of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) 7.


� Report on the working methods of the human rights treaty bodies relating to the State party reporting process, HRI/ICM/2010/2


� See eg UNGA res 63/244,





