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1. In response to the invitation issued by the Treaty Body Chairs at their 33rd annual meeting (A/76/254) to present individual treaty body views on the Treaty Body Strengthening Process, the CEDAW Committee has, during its 80th session, developed its following position with a view to contributing constructively to the harmonization among the treaty bodies and increasing the reporting compliance of States parties to the greatest extent possible.
2. The Committee acknowledges, with appreciation, the proposal on strengthening the Treaty Body System dated 3 August 2021, developed by the Committee on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities and its Chair, Rosemary Kayess, following the consideration of the state of the UN human rights Treaty Body System in 2020. The Committee further welcomes the Position of the Human Rights Committee regarding the treaty body strengthening process, dated 2 November 2021.
3. The Committee supports the harmonization of treaty bodies’ processes, which it has demonstrated through the rationalization of its own working methods, including through its decision in 2011 to formally constitute a Working Group to strengthen its working methods also taking into consideration the harmonization of the treaty body system. It has also embraced, since 2014, the Simplified Reporting Procedure, in alignment with other treaty bodies. 
	1.	Predictable Review Cycle
4. The Committee agrees with the adoption of a predictable review cycle in order to ensure regular and timely reporting by all States parties, subject to the capacity and adequate resourcing of the Committee. It currently operates based on a four-year reporting cycle, in accordance with article 18, paragraph 1, of the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women. In practice, however, this translates into a five-year review cycle, as one year is needed for the preparation of the actual review and translation of the report. 
5. The Committee notes that many States parties have not been able or willing to comply with the four-year reporting cycle established by the Convention, which has caused and continues to cause delays in the Committee’s review cycle. It therefore fully concurs on the need to establish a predictable review calendar aimed at reviewing all 189 States parties to the Convention within one cycle that includes predictable dates for the submission of State Party reports and the holding of constructive dialogues. The Committee also highlights the usefulness of including a follow-up procedure to concluding observations, which currently focuses on the review of four key recommendations within two years (discussed further below). 
6. The Committee regrets that its review cycle has been further disrupted by the COVID-19 pandemic, further increasing its backlog of State party reports pending consideration by the Committee (53 reports as at 12 November 2021). The Committee treats the backlog seriously and has decided on innovative means to reduce it to the extent possible.[footnoteRef:2] During its 78th session, the Committee held a virtual session and reviewed one State party. At its 80th session, it converted one week of meeting time, normally reserved for the adoption of lists of issues and lists of issues prior to reporting, to hold additional constructive dialogues with States parties, bringing its total number of State parties reviewed to 10 for that session. [2: 		Detailed and concrete calculations of the manner in which to accomplish this feat have been approved by the Committee at the 80th session.] 

7. Moreover, the Committee is considering implementing changes to both its review cycle and the structure and duration of its constructive dialogues with States parties, as an immediate and short-term measure to address the backlog (see annex). It undertakes these emergency measures notwithstanding its commitment to aligning itself with the collective efforts of all treaty bodies, pursuant to GA Resolution 68/268, in the long term. The Committee supports a predictable schedule of reviews based on a review cycle, which would consist of alternating full and focused reviews every five years of the progress achieved and challenges faced by States parties in implementing their obligations under the Convention. In practice, this would imply a reporting calendar, whereby States parties would be required to submit full and focused reports in alternation every four years and a corresponding review cycle of five years.
	2.	Focused Reviews
8. Similar to other treaty bodies, the Committee has since 2008 instituted a form of focused mid-term reviews of follow-up reports from States parties on the measures taken to implement a limited number of priority recommendations. This Follow-Up procedure, which does not take place in-situ, results in the issuance of an assessment by the Committee of the extent to which the State party has provided evidence of action taken towards the implementation of the priority recommendations made by the Committee. It also serves as feedback to guide the State party’s understanding of its obligations under the Convention and facilitate the development of its next periodic report. The Committee believes that its Follow-Up procedure sets the groundwork for the implementation of ‘focused reviews’.
9. In relation to potential in-situ visits, the Committee acknowledges the practical, human resources and budgetary complexities of implementing such practice. It nonetheless confirms its willingness to participate in the testing phase of such new modalities, in the spirit of exploring new means to enhance the effectiveness and coherence of the collective work of treaty bodies.
	3.	Digital Uplift
10. The Committee concurs on the necessity of a digital uplift to make its review of States parties’ reports more accessible to all stakeholders and, importantly, to ensure the full and effective participation of persons with disabilities in the work of the Committee. It further endorses approaches designed to facilitate enhanced communication, coordination, informal exchanges and knowledge sharing among treaty body members as well as the work of the Committee on individual communications.
11. The Committee nevertheless acknowledges the technical and other difficulties encountered in the use of digital tools, specifically in holding remote sessions, including the limited meeting time with interpretation online, limited accessibility of the online platforms used, time to migrate from one platform to another, problems with simultaneous interpretation, and issues of internet connectivity and sound quality regardless of location. It has therefore decided that remote sessions of the Committee cannot replace in-person meetings for constructive dialogues and should be limited to exceptional circumstances of a similar global dimension as the COVID-19 pandemic.
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