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Assessment of the follow-up procedure under Article 18 of the CEDAW Convention 

At its forty-first session, held in July 2008, the Committee decided to introduce a follow-up procedure whereby States parties are requested to follow-up on recommendations identified by the Committee as follow-up items. The request, based on article 18, paragraph 1 (b), of the Convention, would call on States parties to provide such information to the Committee within one or two years, depending on the urgency of the situation.
The Committee assessed the experience of its follow-up procedure at its fiftieth session in October 2011, at its fifty-sixth session in October 2013, at its sixty-fifth session in November 2016, at its seventy-fourth session in November 2019 and at its eighty-fourth session in February 2023. Furthermore, the Committee decided that the follow-up procedure in relation to the implementation of Concluding Observations should continue and that another assessment should be made in October 2025. Due to the liquidity crisis and the postponement of the ninety-second session from October 2025 to February 2026, the assessment was also postponed to February 2026.
The following assessment covers the period from the eighty-fourth session (February 2023) until the end of the ninety-second session (February 2026):
1. Submission of Follow-up Reports

· 65 concluding observations have been adopted and therefore 65 follow-up reports have been requested between the eighty-fourth and ninety-second sessions, out of which 25 were due between the eighty-fourth and ninety-second sessions, respectively. For the remaining 40 concluding observations, the two-year deadline for the submission of the follow-up report has not yet lapsed.
· 44
(-5.4%) follow-up reports have been received between the eighty-fourth and the ninety-second session.
· The Committee has not requested additional follow-up reports following its assessment of a follow-up report.
· NGOs sent alternative follow-up information in relation to 20 of the 43 (46% (+21%)) reports received under the follow-up procedure; National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs) or Ombudspersons submitted alternative follow-up information in relation to 8 reports (19% (+9%)); United Nations country teams (UNCTs) submitted alternative follow-up information in relation to 13 reports (30% (+1%)). 
· Out of the 44 follow-up reports received, 2 (4.5% (+2.5%)) were received ahead of time, 17 (38.6% (-9.6%)) were received on time
, and 25 were received with delay (56.8 % (-14%), of which 16 (64% of all delayed reports (25) and 36.3% of the total number of follow-up reports (44)) were received with less than a 6-month delay, 7 (28% of all delayed reports (25) and 15.9% of the total number of follow-up reports (44)) with a 6-month to one-year delay, and 1 (4% of all delayed reports (25) and 2.3% of the total number of follow-up reports (44)) with a one-year to two-year delay, and none with a two-year to three-year delay.
· By the end of the ninety-second session in February 2026, the Committee will have examined 43 of the 44 (97.7% (+0.03%)) follow-up reports received to assess whether the recommendations had been implemented. 
2. Status of Implementation of Recommendations assessed
As regards the level of implementation of its recommendations, the Committee considered that:

· 10% (+3%) of the recommendations identified as follow-up items had been implemented;

· 10% (+0%) had been substantially implemented;

· 42% (-12%) had been partially implemented; 

· 27 % (+5%) had not been implemented;
· In 2% (-4%) of the cases, the Committee considered that it had not received sufficient information to make an assessment and;

· In 0% (-0.5%) of the cases, the Committee considered that the State party had failed to cooperate with the Committee in respect of the recommendation.
These figures show that significantly more follow-up recommendations were not implemented as compared to the previous assessment period.
The issues identified by the Committee as follow-up items in the assessed (43) follow-up reports are:
· Gender-based violence against women: 27.7%
· Gender stereotypes and harmful practices: 9.5%
· Marriage and family relations: 8.0%
· National machinery for the advancement of women: 7.3%
· Equal participation in political and public life: 7.3%
· Health: 7.3%
· Women facing intersecting forms of discrimination: 6.6% 
· Legislative framework and non-discrimination: 5.1%
· Education: 4.4%
· Access to justice: 2.9%
· Employment: 2.2%
· Civil society and non-governmental organizations: 2.2%
· Nationality: 1.5% 
· Women, Peace and Security: 1.5%
· Visibility of the Convention: 0.7%
· Covid-19 Pandemic: 0.7%
The most frequently selected item remains the same: gender-based violence against women. In addition, during the assessment period, the Committee has frequently selected recommendations concerning gender stereotypes and harmful practices, marriage and family relations, national machinery for the advancement of women, and equal participation in political and public life. It should also be noted that the Committee addressed recommendations on a wide range of issues, such as women, peace and security; the Covid-19 pandemic, and women facing intersecting forms of discrimination based on the context of the State party. During the follow-up assessment period, the Committee did not address issues such as economic empowerment of women, women living in poverty, and climate change and disaster risk reduction.
The workload of the follow-up procedure is similar to the previous assessment cycle. On average, 5.4 (-10%) follow-up reports were assessed per session, in addition to pending reminders.
Recommendations

The following recommendations of the previous assessment should be retained:
1. The follow-up procedure under article 18 of the Convention in relation to the implementation of concluding observations should be continued.
2. The two-year mandate of the Rapporteur on follow-up and the alternate Rapporteur should be retained. The recommendation from the last assessment that the alternate Rapporteur is encouraged to take over the role of Rapporteur on follow-up at the end of her/his mandate to ensure the continuity and consistency of the assessments made by the Committee could be retained. However, this should be subject to the needs and preferences of the Committee;
3. The current practice that the Country Rapporteur, who led the constructive dialogue, assists in the assessment of the State party’s follow-up report should be retained, and Country Rapporteurs should share the preliminary assessment electronically with the Rapporteur on follow-up, the alternate Rapporteur and the Secretariat; all Committee members are encouraged to participate in follow-up assessments.
4. The Committee should retain the methodology for follow-up, which uses the categories “implemented”, “substantially implemented”, “partially implemented”, “not implemented” and “lack of sufficient information” in the assessment of the follow-up reports. In addition, the Committee should retain the criteria concerning the quality of the information provided by States parties, which has been introduced since the assessment in 2016, using the following categories: “satisfactory”, “partially satisfactory”, “unsatisfactory” and “no response”. However, an evaluation of these terms by the Working Group on Working Methods and harmonization with the criteria used by other treaty bodies could be considered;
5. The Committee should retain the guidelines for States parties, NGOs and NHRIs regarding the submission of follow-up reports and information and should ensure that the word limits are respected. At the same time, the Committee should update the guidelines for State parties to reflect the revised word limit applicable under the current liquidity constraints, namely a maximum of 3,150 words (including headers and footnotes), reduced by 10 % from 3,500 words. The word limits applicable to NGO and NHRI submissions should remain unchanged, namely 3,300 words for individual submissions and 6,600 words for joint submissions (including headers and footnotes), as such submissions are not subject to editing and translation;
6. The Committee should retain a specific follow-up approach to be applied for States parties in conflict or post-conflict situations;

7. In addition to retaining a separate agenda item on follow-up for each session, sufficient capacity should be allocated to ensure timely completion of the assessments and adequate support to the Rapporteur on follow-up and alternate Rapporteur both during sessions and, where relevant, inter-sessionally, including when working informally online with the relevant Country Rapporteurs and the Secretariat’s focal point on follow-up;
8. The Committee should align with the common procedure for follow-up to concluding observations for treaty bodies, which includes possible elements of the procedure adopted in the Report of the Chairs of the human rights treaty bodies on their 30th meeting (A/73/140, Annex II, Part A);
9. The next evaluation of the follow-up procedure should be carried out and tabled at the ninety-seventh session in October 2028.
� Slovakia’s follow-up report was received on 22 December 2025 and is therefore only included in the data regarding follow-up reports received but not regarding data of follow-up reports assessed since Slovakia’s follow-up report will be assessed during the Committee’s next formal session and will therefore be considered during the next assessment of the follow-up procedure (2026-2028).


� State party’s follow-reports are considered to be received “on time” if they reach the CEDAW Secretariat in an admissible format, meeting all admissibility criteria, by the end of the month marking two years after the adoption of the respective concluding observations (i.e. if the concluding observations were adopted on 15 July 2025, the follow-up report is due by 31 July 2027).
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