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UN HUMAN RIGHTS TREATY BODIES

The effective implementation of human rights treaty obligations in
national law is subject to increasing attention. The main responsibility
for the monitoring of national implementation at the global level is
entrusted to the UN human rights treaty bodies. These bodies are
established by the respective human rights conventions and are com-
posed of independent experts. This book examines these bodies from
three perspectives: the legal aspects of their structure, functions and
decisions; their effectiveness in ensuring respect for human rights obliga-
tions; and the legitimacy of these bodies and their decisions. Containing
contributions from a variety of eminent legal experts, including present
and former members of the treaty bodies, the analysis should be read in
light of the ongoing effort to strengthen treaty bodies under the auspices
of the UN High Commissioner for Human Rights and with the involve-
ment of all relevant stakeholders.

HELEN KELLER is Professor of International, European and Constitu-
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a judge at the European Court of Human Rights.

GEIR ULFSTEIN is Professor of International Law at the Department of
Public and International Law at the University of Oslo. He is a former
Director of the Norwegian Centre for Human Rights, University of Oslo.



NOTES ON THE CONTRIBUTORS

ROSANNE VAN ALEBEEK is an assistant professor of international law
at the University of Amsterdam. She teaches and researches international
and European human rights law and is a reporter for International Law in
Domestic Courts.

ROBIN CHURCHILL is professor of international law at the University
of Dundee. He has published a number of articles on the European Social
Charter.

LEENA GROVER Is a doctoral candidate (University of Cologne; Prof. Claus
Kress) and assistant to Helen Keller in her capacity as member of the UN
Human Rights Committee.

WALTER KALIN is a professor of constitutional and international law
at the University of Bern. He served from 2002 to 2008 as a member of
the UN Human Rights Committee and as Representative of the UN Secre-
tary General on the Human Rights of Internally Displaced Persons from
2004 to 2010.

HELEN KELLER is a professor of international, European and constitu-
tional law at the University of Zurich. In 2010, she joined the Centre for
Advanced Studies in Oslo, Norway, and participated in the research project,
‘Should states ratify human rights conventions? She was a member of
the UN Human Rights Committee from 2008 to 2011, prior to her appoint-
ment to the European Court of Human Rights.

URFAN KHALIQ is a reader in public international and EU laws at Cardiff
University. He has published widely on human rights issues in international
law, including a number of pieces on the protection of economic and social
rights.

vil



viil NOTES ON THE CONTRIBUTORS

ANDRE NOLLKAEMPER is professor of public international law at the
University of Amsterdam. He is editor-in-chief of International Law in
Domestic Courts and Chair of the Study Group of the International Law
Association on Principles on the Application of International Law by
Domestic Courts.

SIR NIGEL RODLEY is a professor of law and chair of the Human Rights
Centre at the University of Essex. A former UN Special Rapporteur on the
question of torture (1993-2001), he is a member of the UN Human Rights
Committee (2001—present).

BIRGIT SCHLUTTER is a post-doctoral researcher at the Norwegian Centre
for Human Rights, University of Oslo. As part of the project ‘Should states
ratify human rights conventions?” she currently conducts research on the
interpretation of human rights.

GEIR ULFSTEIN is a professor of international law at the University of
Oslo. In 2010~11, he was co-director of the research project ‘Should states
ratify human rights treaties?’ at the Centre for Advanced Studies in Oslo. He
is co-editor of the book series Studies on Human Rights Conventions,
Cambridge University Press.



PREFACE AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

In a modern world with a growing number of international organisa-
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