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1.	The Working Group on Communications under the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women held its forty-third session from 12 to 15 February 2019 in Geneva. Its five members attended the session: Ms. Gladys Acosta Vargas, Ms. Nicole Ameline (ad-hoc member for the 43rd session), Ms. Nahla Haidar El Addal (ad-hoc member for the 43rd session), Ms. Lia Nadaraia and Ms. Aruna Devi Narain. Ms Acosta Vargas has been designated to act as Chair of the Working Group for this session.
2. At the beginning of the session, the Working Group adopted the agenda (see Annex I). 
3. The Working Group reviewed all correspondence processed since its last session (17-19 October 2018).
4. The Working Group examined the situation in all registered cases and decided on the actions to be taken. It also appointed case Rapporteurs in all newly registered cases.  
5. The Working Group examined the situation in all cases where the follow-up dialogue is ongoing and decided on a number of actions to be taken. It decided that the follow-up dialogue is ongoing in 11 cases concerning Finland, Georgia, Mexico, Moldova, Peru, the Russian Federation, Slovakia, Spain, Tanzania and Timor-Leste respectively. It requested the Secretariat to organise meetings with the State parties’ representatives of Georgia, Finland, Mexico, Peru, Slovakia and Tanzania to discuss follow-up matters. Requests were also made for an update to be sought from the Permanent Missions of Moldova and Timor-Leste to the United Nations Offices in Geneva and New York. 
6. In this context, the Working Group notes with satisfaction the high implementation rate (so far around 75 per cent) of the Committee’s views by the States parties. 
7. The Working Group discussed and decided, by consensus, to refer four drafts for adoption to the Plenary, as follows: Nos. 65/2014, S.T. v Russian Federation, (gender based violence, failure to obtain redress, views, violation); 87/2015, Oksana Melnik v Ukraine (failure to provide the author with effective consular assistance, views, violation);  96/2015, A.R.I. v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to the Russian Federation, inadmissibility) and 98/2015, K.K. v Russian Federation (alleged discrimination against an LBT activist by an MP, inadmissibility). 
8. The Working Group also referred for adoption one decision to discontinue the examination of communication No. 97/2015, R.M. et al against Switzerland (non-refoulement), given that the authors’ asylum case has been reopened, the authors have been issued temporary permits to stay and thus they do not risk deportation to Afghanistan any longer. 
9. Taking into account the priority to be given to cases with interim measures in place, the chronological order of registration, regional representation, and thematic issues of importance for the Committee’s jurisprudence, the Working Group placed the following five communications on its agenda for the 44th session (June 2019): communications Nos. 86/2016 A.A. v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to Jordan); 94/2015, A.N.A v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to Somalia); 99/2016, L. and B. v Bulgaria (domestic violence); 100/2016, K. and Ch. v Russian Federation (domestic violence); 102/2016, D. et al. v Czech Republic (forced sterilisation of Roma women).
10. The Working Group also discussed the particular situation in a case whereby the author does not want to have the identities of the alleged victims to be communicated to the respective State party. In this context, the Working Group decided to have its Chair discussing informally the matter with the Chair of the Working Group on Inquiries in order to decide on specific action to be taken.  
11. The Working Group notes that to date, 140 cases have been registered, versus 36 States parties, out of which 48 are pending examination and 25 are ready for adoption.    
12. The Working Group notes that, as a result of the efforts of its members and the Secretariat, more cases are ready for adoption and the number of cases adopted have increased in the last years. In this connection, the Working Group remains preoccupied by the fact that the backlog of cases ready for decision does not decrease. It appreciates the efforts undertaken by the Petitions and Inquiries Section of OHCHR to have five drafts prepared for the next two sessions. The Working Group is ready to examine more cases per session with a view to addressing the backlog, provided that adequate resources are allocated to the Petitions and Inquiries Section for the preparation of additional draft decisions.      
13.	The Working Group initiated discussions on the modalities for re-opening of cases where the follow up dialogue has been previously closed by the Committee. In this context it discussed the situation in particular, in case 17/2012, Pimentel v Brazil, and decided that the Secretariat should contact the parties. Further reflection would be needed in order to identify clear criteria on the matter. The Working Group decided to continue its discussions on the revision of working methods and rules of procedures, in order to establish deadlines, assessment criteria and modalities for closing cases under follow up scrutiny, in its subsequent sessions. 
14. In its effort to harmonise the Committee’s working methods and case law with those of the other treaty bodies, the Working Group requests that the Secretariat prepares a new format of the follow up report, in cases where the Committee has concluded to a violation and where the follow up dialogue is ongoing, to include assessment criteria. 
15. 	The Working Group decided to continue its efforts to increase the visibility of individual communications, whose recommendations have been positively implemented, including by briefing States parties on its work under the Optional Protocol, when required. The Petitions and Inquiries Section will further explore ways of cooperation on the matter with the OHCHR Press Unit. A specific part of the Committee’s webpage must be dedicated to follow up and best practices regarding individual cases and recently adopted jurisprudence.  
16.	The Working Group appreciates having received the draft recommendations in individual cases as sent to translation, as well as the Note by the Secretariat, ahead of the session, considering the resource shortages of the Petitions and Inquiries Section.   
		Actions taken at the present session:
17.	The Working Group decided, inter alia:
(a)	To refer, for adoption by the Committee, four draft recommendations in communications Nos. 65/2014, S.T. v Russian Federation, (gender based violence, failure to obtain redress, views, violation); 87/2015, Oksana Melnik v Ukraine (failure to provide the author with effective consular assistance, views, violation);  96/2015, A.R.I. v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to the Russian Federation, inadmissibility ) and 98/2015, K.K. v Russian Federation (assault on an LBT activist by a MP and lack of redress, inadmissibility);
(b)	To refer for adoption by the Committee of one recommendation to discontinue the examination of communication No. 97/2015, R.M. et al v Switzerland (non-refoulement);
(c)	To request the Secretariat to prepare five draft recommendations for its 44th session concerning communications 86/2016 A.A. v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to the Russian Federation); 94/2015, A.N.A v Denmark (non-refoulement, deportation to Somalia); 99/2016, L. and B. v Bulgaria (domestic violence); 100/2016, K. and Ch. v Russian Federation (domestic violence); 102/2016, D. et al. v Czech Republic (forced sterilisation of Roma women).
(d)	To request the Secretariat to arrange a meeting, for the present session of the Committee or for the next session, with representatives of Georgia, Finland, Mexico, Peru, Slovakia and Tanzania to discuss follow-up to the Committee’s Views adopted against these countries.
(e)	To have the Working Group’s Chair meeting with the Chair of the Committee’s Working Group on Inquiries to discuss the situation in an individual case wherein anonymity of the alleged victims is required by the author.  
(f) To ask the Secretariat to prepare, in an effort to harmonise its working methods and case law with those of other treaty bodies, a follow up report for the next session, in a new format, to include assessment criteria with a view to rendering it public, placing it on the webpage of the Committee and thus increasing the visibility of the Committee’s work on communications under the Optional Protocol; 
 (g) To request the Secretariat to continuously update the list of pending and adopted cases on the OHCHR website.
18.	The Working Group decided to hold its forty-fourth session from 26 to 28 June 2019 in Geneva. 
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Room XVI, Palais des Nations

1. Adoption of the agenda and organization of work

1. Review of steps and activities undertaken since the last session:

-	Note by the Secretariat (CEDAW/C/WG/43/R.1)
-		For information: Report of the Working Group on Communications under the Optional Protocol, 42nd session

1. New communications registered and rapporteur designation

1. Update on communications 

1. Update on follow-up to Views 

1. Discussion on working methods and a.o.b.

1. Adoption of draft recommendations (4)

1. Adoption of the report concerning the Working Group’s 43rd session.
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