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		Assessment of the follow-up procedure
		Assessment of the follow-up procedure under article 18 of the Convention 
1.	At its forty-first session, held in July 2008, the Committee decided to introduce a follow-up procedure whereby State 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.
2.	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 and at its sixty-fifth session in November 2016. It 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-November 2019. 
The following assessment covers the period from the sixty-fifth session (November 2016) until the end of the seventy-third session (July 2019): 
	A.	Submission of follow-up reports
3.	79 follow-up reports have been requested between the fifty-ninth and sixty-seventh session, which were due between the sixty-fifth and seventy-fourth session, respectively;
44 of the 79 requested follow-up reports (56% (-21%[footnoteRef:2])) have been received; [2: 		Since the last assessment of follow-up procedure in November 2016.] 

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 13 of the 44 (29% (+2%)) reports received under the follow-up procedure; National Human Rights Institutions (NHRIs) or Ombudspersons submitted alternative follow-up information in relation to 2 reports (4.5% (-2.5%)); United Nations county teams (UNCT) submitted alternative follow-up information in relation to 7 reports (15% (+14%));
Out of the 44 follow-up reports received, 2 (4.5% (+1.5%)) were received ahead of time, 13 (29% (+8%)) were received on time, 16 (36% (+4%)) were received with less than a 6-month delay, 9 (20% (-7%)) with a 6-month to one-year delay, and 3 (7% (-4%)) with a one-year to two-year delay, 1 (2% (-2%)) with a two-year to three-year delay;
The Committee examined 44 of the 44 (100% (+10%)) follow-up reports received to assess whether the recommendations had been implemented.
	B.	Status of implementation of recommendations
4.	As regards the level of implementation of its recommendations, the Committee considered that:
6 % (-12%) of the recommendations identified as follow-up items had been implemented; 
10 % (N/A) had been substantially implemented; 
47 % (+10%) had been partially implemented; 
22 % (-4%) had not been implemented; 
In 11% (-9%) of the cases, the Committee considered that it had not received sufficient information to make an assessment and;
In 4 % (N/A) of the cases, the Committee considered that State party had failed to cooperate with the Committee in respect of the recommendation.
5.	These figures show that more State parties have taken at least some measures to implement follow-up recommendations, if compared to the previous assessment period. The introduction of a new category, “substantially implemented”, could be one explanation for that reduced the percentage of “implemented” recommendations. 
6.	The issues identified by the Committee as follow-up items are:
Violence against women: 36.2%
National machinery for the advancement of women: 10.7%
Legal aid and access to justice: 7.4%
Health: 7.4%
Participation in political and public life: 6.7%
Constitutional and legislative framework (or discriminatory laws): 4.7%
Stereotypes and harmful practices: 4.7%
Asylum seeking and refugee women: 4.0%
Education: 3.3%
Employment: 3.3%
Definition of equality and non-discrimination: 2.7%
Marriage and family relations: 2.0%
Reservations: 1.3%
Trafficking and exploitation of prostitution: 1.3% 
Women in conflict or post-conflict situation: 1.3% 
Disadvantaged groups of women:1.3% 
Nationality: 0.7% 
Disaster risk reduction and climate change: 0.7% 
7.	The most frequently selected item remains the same: violence against women. In addition, during the assessment period, the Committee has frequently selected recommendations concerning national machinery, access to justice and health. It should also be noted that the Committee for the first time included recommendations related to climate change during this period. On the other hand, the Committee could have also addressed other range of issues, such as innovation and technology, intellectual property, infrastructure, procurement, trade, illicit arms, and small and light weapons and in the context of developing new reporting guidelines consider paying closer attention to these and other emerging issues.
8.	The workload of the follow-up procedure is still significant. On average, 8 follow-up reports were assessed per session, in addition to pending reminders and invitations for a meeting. The number of assessments per session has increased, 7 follow-up reports were assessed on average per session between the fifty-eighth and the sixty-fourth sessions, and 5 between the forty-eighth and the fifty-seventh sessions. Therefore, the Committee took the following decisions at the 70th session in July 2018:
Discontinue the preparation of summaries and inclusion of follow-up information received from State parties as well as from other sources in its follow-up letters to the States parties concerned;
Limit the number of reminders and invitations to follow-up meetings sent to State parties with overdue follow-up reports to one reminder and one invitation.
9.	The Rapporteur on follow-up also proposes to prepare draft follow-up assessments in the form of a letter to further reduce the workload.
	C.	Recommendations
10.	The following recommendations of the previous assessment should be retained:
The follow-up procedure under article 18 of the Convention in relation to the implementation of concluding observations should be continued;
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, in order to ensure the continuity and consistency of the assessments made by the Committee should be also retained; 
The current practice that the Country Rapporteur who led the constructive dialogue assist in the assessment of the State party’s follow-up report should be retained, and she/he 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;
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 State parties, which has been introduced since the last assessment in 2016, using following categories: “satisfactory”, “partially satisfactory”, “unsatisfactory” and “no response”; 
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 duly respected; 
The Committee should retain a specific follow-up approach to be applied for States parties in conflict or post-conflict situations;
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 inter-sessionally;
The Committee should align a 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);
The next evaluation of the follow-up procedure should be carried out and tabled at the eighty-third session in October-November 2022.
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