Minutes of the Human Rights Council Bureau meeting

11 January 2013
On 11 January 2013, the Bureau held a meeting and discussed the following agenda items. 

1. Troika selection for 15th, 16th and 17th sessions of the UPR Working Group 
In light of the preparation for the troika selection scheduled on 14 January, the President updated the Bureau on the consultations he had undertaken with a large number of stakeholders, including regional and political groups as well as other concerned delegations, with a view to preserving the 100% participation of States in the 2nd cycle of UPR. 

Regarding the two States for which it was initially considered that the participation was unclear (Tonga and Israel), the President was pleased to inform that Tonga had confirmed its participation and submitted its national report on 7 January. He thanked the Ambassador of the Maldives and the Secretariat for their successful efforts in this regard. 

As far as Israel was concerned, the President informed that on 10 January in the evening the Permanent representative of Israel requested him orally in his capacity as President of the Council to postpone the whole UPR process of Israel. He also stated that Israel respected all human rights mechanisms, although it had a complex and difficult relation with the Council and OHCHR. 

Members of the Bureau took positive note of this development, a first in many months since the submission of the initial Note Verbale of Israel on 14 May 2012. The Bureau acknowledged however that this step deserved to be complemented and clarified. 

In this regard, members of the Bureau expressed the hope that the oral conversation would soon be complemented by a written note which would clarify a number of elements, particularly the rationale for the request for the postponement and its proposed duration. 

Considering the various steps to be followed on 14 and 29 January, respectively, members of the Bureau agreed that the following steps could be envisaged: 

(1)
Given its technical nature, the drawing of troika by lot should be undertaken on 14 January in the afternoon whether or not States under review are represented by a representative. This was based on the consideration that the relevant provisions in paragraphs 19 and 20 of the IB Package represented mere possibilities extended to the States under review and the rapporteurs. They were not of a mandatory nature.  

(2)
In view of the uncertainty surrounding the participation of one delegation to the UPR Working Group session, the Organizational Meeting should not be concluded on 14 January in the evening but suspended until 29 January. On that occasion, should the concerned State under Review not be represented by a delegation, the Organizational Meeting would be resumed with a view to assess the situation and come up with a common understanding on how to proceed. 

(3) A possible course of action would be to entrust the President on that date, namely 29 January, with the task of intensifying its contacts with the State under Review as well as with all concerned stakeholders and report by the 1st week of June at the latest to the Council on the outcome of these consultations, the intention being to conduct the UPR of Israel in 2013. 
2. Preparations for HRC 22nd session (25 February to 22 March 2013) 
The draft programme of work of HRC22 and the annual programme of work of the Council were shared with the Bureau, they were also made available on the HRC extranet. The annual programme of work is to be adopted by the Council during the organizational meeting of 14 January. 

The Secretariat provided clarifications on the programme of work of HRC22 indicating that its early availability would facilitate the planning purpose of delegations. 
3. AOB 

The Secretariat informed the Bureau that a delegation inquired about the possibility for the Head of State to deliver a statement through a video message during the high-level segment of HRC22.  Since there has been no precedent in this regard, the Secretariat sought the view of the Bureau.  The Bureau noted the inquiry with interest and exchanged views on pros and cons of the use of a video message during the high-level segment and beyond, including increasing the visibility of the work of the HRC and the intrinsic value of the segment for dignitaries to address the Council in person for direct engagement. The Bureau also discussed the option for a video-message to be shown outside the framework of high-level segment. In this regard, the Secretariat has been requested to identify an appropriate time frame during the session, in consultation with the State concerned. The Bureau decided to discuss this matter at its next meeting.  The Secretariat has been requested to provide further background information.
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