The Sub-Commission for the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights concluded today its 58th session. During the session, attended by 63 non-governmental organizations in consultative status with ECOSOC, a total of twenty-two resolutions and eleven decisions were adopted without a vote. Five decisions were of procedural nature (and are therefore not included in the attached list).

In the attached list, of note, resolutions 2006/9 (L.16) and 2006/22 (L.24), as well as decisions 2006/108 (L.26) and 2006/112 (CRP.13). Furthermore, a number of new studies and working papers were initiated at the session on such issues as the human rights of elderly people and on the right to an effective remedy for human rights violations. A number of studies and reports recommended to the former Commission on Human Rights for approval, including on discrimination against leprosy-affected persons and their families and on the accountability of international personnel taking part in peace support operations (which were not acted upon due to short and procedural nature of the Commission’s sixty-second and final session), were re-initiated at this session. Various resolutions and decisions relating to the working groups and Social Forum of the Sub-Commission contained direct recommendations to the Council to maintain the existence of such bodies, extend the amount of meeting time allocated to them or strengthen their mandates. 

The Sub-Commission adopted ad referendum the draft report of the session (contained in documents L.10 and L.11 and Add.1).   


After intense negotiations and discussions, many of which in close sessions, the Sub-Commission adopted without a vote the attached document (CRP.13) in accordance with HRC resolution 1/102 of 30 June 2006, which requested the Sub-Commission to give priority to preparing (i) a paper on the Sub-Commission’s record that “gives its own vision and recommendations for future expert advice to the Council”; (ii) a detailed list “describing the status of all the Sub-Commission’s on-going studies as well as an overall review of  its activities, to be submitted to the Council in 2006”.

The document consists of a series of documents: a 14-page paper outlining the Sub-Commission’s vision of a future expert advice body and containing recommendations to the Council in this regard; a paper providing an overview of the Sub-Commission’s contribution throughout its sixty-year history – highlighting, in particular its studies on emerging human rights issues and its standard-setting functions; a list of main studies carried out by the Sub-Commission from 1956 to 2006; and a list of ongoing studies and reports. 

Of note in CRP.13: 
The Sub-Commission recommended the maintenance of a standing collegial body of independent experts, to be named the Human Rights Consultative Committee (HRCC), 
Expert advice should be provided to the Council on the promotion and progressive development of human rights, including standard-setting, on the basis of studies, analysis and discussion. The Sub-Commission’s present working groups and the Social Forum should be maintained. 
The HRCC would be mandated to promote coherence, cooperation and coordination in the human rights system. 
  
The HRCC would also be mandated to identify lacunae, challenges, implementation needs and follow-up in the human rights system, including through the creation of a separate agenda item on this issue. 

The HRCC, while a new subsidiary body of the Council, is to retain the current powers of initiative of the Sub-Commission – the ability to make recommendations, to initiate working papers and studies, etc 

While the Council would require input from an independent expert body for UPR, views differed as to whether the HRCC should perform that function: The need to modify the reforms to the 1503 confidential complaints procedure (set out in Economic and Social Council resolution 2000/3) was emphasized, so as to restore the authority of a plenary body of independent experts. 
The HRCC would meet for twenty days annually – possibly in the form of two sessions of ten days each.  It would also review its programme of work annually, and establish a long-term programme of work. 

Kind regards, 
Laura Dolci-Kanaan 
OHCHR NGO Liaison Officer 

