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The meeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES PARTIES UNDER
ARTICLE 40 OF THE COVENANT (agenda item 7) (continued)

Examination in the absence of the second periodic report of Suriname (continued)
(CCPR/C/75/L/SUR)

1. The CHAIRPERSON invited the Committee to continue its discussion on the procedure
to be followed in the case of Suriname.

2. Mr. KLEIN (Country rapporteur) suggested that those members who felt their questions
had been misunderstood by the delegation, and those who had further questions to put to it,
should provide the secretariat with written versions of their questions, which could then be
annexed to the provisional concluding observations that would be forwarded to the State party
with a request that it provide answers and a comprehensive report within six months. The
Committee would have until March 2003, at the latest, to decide what measures to take if the
State party did not comply with that request. He proposed to prepare a draft, with the help of the
secretariat, of the provisional concluding observations and circulate them to Committee members
in order to give them an opportunity to suggest amendments. He considered that the draft should
not be restricted to procedural issues but should also refer to the Committee’s substantive
concerns. That would strongly encourage the State party to submit its report while giving it an
opportunity to defend itself. Such a procedure would also leave the door open for the Committee
to make its provisional concluding observations public if the State party failed to submit its
report on time. The Committee had not yet decided to take that step, but it should be one of the
options considered. Ifthe Committee decided to proceed in the way he suggested, he would
advise against publishing the draft immediately, although a statement could still be issued on
behalf of the Committee to publicize its decision to adopt the provisional concluding
observations and request the State party to submit a comprehensive report by the end of

April 2003.

3. Sir Nigel RODLEY stressed that the status of the provisional concluding observations
should be on the agenda for the next session of the Committee.

4. Ms. MEDINA QUIROGA pointed out that the Committee needed to decide how it would
deal with the written replies that the State party had been asked to provide by the following
Monday.

5. Mr. KLEIN (Country rapporteur) said that he would draft his text of the provisional
concluding observations in the light of those replies.

6. The CHAIRPERSON said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the
Committee wished to proceed along the lines suggested by Mr. Klein.

7. It was so decided.

The public part of the meeting rose at 3.25 p.m.




