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The Committee on Discrimination against  Women (CEDAW Committee) applies a follow-up procedure whereby it requests the State party to provide information within a period of one or two years on steps taken to implement specific recommendations. Such recommendations are selected because it is considered that their lack of implementation constitutes a major obstacle for the implementation of the Convention and implementation is seen as feasible within the suggested time frame. The Committee has a Rapporteur on follow-up and a Deputy Rapporteur who review and assess the follow-up information.
What is the follow-up procedure?
All UN treaty bodies request State parties to provide information in their periodic report on implementation of the recommendations contained in previous concluding observations. To monitor more closely the implementation of some of their recommendations that they consider urgent, priority or protective, and implementable within one or two years, several treaty bodies (Human Rights Committee, Committee Against Torture, Committee for the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, Committee for the Elimination of Discrimination against Women and Committee on Enforced Disappearances) have adopted written follow-up procedures. 
Pursuant to follow-up procedures, States parties are requested to report back to the Committee within one year (two years in the case of CEDAW), on measures taken to give effect to the “follow-up recommendations”. These recommendations are clearly identified in a paragraph at the end of the concluding observations. When the follow-up information is provided, the Follow-up Rapporteur will assess whether the issues identified by the Committee for follow-up have been addressed by the State party, and, whether the information provided responds to the Committee’s concern and recommendations. 
To assess the follow-up report provided by the State party, the Rapporteur will consider all available sources of information, including originating from other treaty bodies, special procedures, the Universal Periodic Review, the United Nations system, as well as from regional human rights mechanisms, national human rights institutions (NHRIs) and non-governmental organizations (NGOs). 
With regard to States parties that have not supplied their follow-up report, the Rapporteur will send reminders requesting the outstanding information. 
With respect to writing shadow reports, including those that are prepared in accordance with a follow-up procedure, it is highly recommendable to contact IWRAW Asia Pacific. This women’s NGO supports the CEDAW Committee and OHCHR in facilitating participation of country level women’s groups/NGOs to the CEDAW review process, and has a core set of activities centered on the CEDAW review process including supporting women’s rights organizations in shadow report writing and monitoring the implementation of the CEDAW Convention. They also organise a mentorship/training programme for women’s NGO that are interested to prepare shawo reports to CEDAW. This training programme is called “From Global to Local”.  More info on this training programme can be found at the following link: http://cedaw.iwraw-ap.org/join-our-g2l-training-at-cedaw70/ 
NOTE: IWRAW Asia Pacific can provide updated information on substantial as well as technical issues relevant for preparation of shadow reports. 
Their contacts are as follows: 
International Women's Rights Action Watch Asia Pacific
10-2, Jalan Bangsar Utama 9
59000 Kuala Lumpur
Malaysia
Tel:  (603) 2282 2255
Fax: (603) 2283 2552
Email: iwraw-ap@iwraw-ap.org / iwraw_ap@yahoo.com
Website: http://www.iwraw-ap.org
This is how they describe the principles of their work at their Website: 
IWRAW AP has a core set of activities centred on the CEDAW review process, from supporting women’s organizations in shadow report writing to monitoring the implementation of the Convention and mobilizing the women’s human rights constituency to set the standards at the international level. In the last few years, we have also aimed at developing an understanding of several thematic areas identified as important by our partners, as well as by our analysis of new and emerging issues in the external environment.

Their mission:
To achieve our vision, we adopt an approach based on the universal nature of human rights, focusing particularly on the experience of women and girls from the Global South and recognizing the need to eliminate multiple and intersecting forms of discrimination at all levels. Working in collaboration with our partners and through alliances with others, we aim to act as catalysts in building capacity for change and for enhancing the realization of substantial equality and women’s human rights by:
· Promoting and facilitating the effective implementation of the women’s human rights in conformity with CEDAW and other international human rights treaties and mechanisms.
· Advocating and facilitating the inclusion of women and a women’s rights perspective in human rights standard setting, interpretation, monitoring and implementation.
· Critically engaging with and advocating for the progressive interpretations of human rights standards, promoting the adoption of new standards, and generating knowledge and materials on women’s human rights.
· Working to ensure the inclusion of women, substantive equality and women’s human rights perspectives in all standard setting and policy making at international, regional and national level, especially in relation to sustainable development.
· Contributing to the further mobilization of women towards achieving human rights based governance and to hold both State and non-State actors accountable for protecting, promoting and fulfilling women’s human rights.
When to submit the follow-up shadow report? 
Civil society organisation can submit information (shadow report) on issues highlighted by the CEDAW Committee. 
IF the State Party submits the Follow-up report on issues highlighted by the CEDAW Committee on time, then this State Party report will be published by OHCHR at this official Website of CEDAW; check the following link: http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/TreatyBodyExternal/FollowUp.aspx?Treaty=CEDAW&Lang=en
Therefore, the first step NGOs (that are interested in writing and presenting a follow-up shadow report) should undertake is to check (on the link indicated above) whether or not the State Party has submitted their official report to CEDAW. Furthermore, women’s NGOs might try to directly ask the representatives of the State about their plans for submitting the state report in line with the follow-up procedure, and/or to kindly remind them of the deadline for doing so. 
After the state report is made public (once the state report is placed on official Website of CEDAW, see the link ABOVE), then NGOs will have one month to submit their information. 
The word limit of NGO reports on the follow-up report is up to 3500 words.
A description of the process and procedures for submitting information for the follow-up can be found at the following link: http://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/treatybodyexternal/Download.aspx?symbolno=INT%2fCEDAW%2fFGD%2f7103&Lang=en
Information provided at the link above indicates the aims of the follow-up report and procedures that should be followed – see in the text that follows.
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INFORMATION ON THE FOLLOW-UP PROCEDURE
Introduction
The follow-up procedure aims at providing assistance to the State parties for the implementation of the Convention.
The State party is requested to follow-up on the recommendations that have been selected by the Committee for the follow-up procedure as indicated in the sub-paragraphs of the Concluding Observations.
I Criteria for the selection of follow-up recommendations
The Committee identifies up to four sub-paragraphs in its Concluding Observations, requiring the State party concerned to submit follow-up information in relation to these sub-paragraphs within one or two years. The selection of these sub-paragraphs is based on the following criteria: the issues selected for short-term action constitute a major obstacle to women’s enjoyment of their human rights and therefore are a major obstacle for the implementation of the Convention as a whole.
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II Terminology for determining the degree of implementation of the recommendations
 “Implemented” indicates that the State party has provided evidence of the full implementation of all actions recommended by the Committee. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up requests no additional information from the State party;
 “Substantially implemented” indicates that the State party has provided evidence that it has taken substantial action towards the implementation of the recommendation, but that this action fails to respond fully to the recommendation. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up requests no additional information from the State party;
 “Partially Implemented” indicates that the State party took some steps towards the implementation of the recommendation, but that it needs to take further action to implement all measures recommended by the Committee. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up requests additional information from the State party, within a specific time frame or in the next periodic report, on further steps taken to implement the recommendation;
 “Not implemented” indicates that the State party has taken no action to implement the recommendation or that the action taken has not directly addressed the situation. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up requests information from the State party, within a specific time frame or in the next periodic report, on steps taken to implement the recommendation;
  “Lack of sufficient information to make an assessment” indicates that the State party has provided some information, but that it is insufficient to assess whether the recommendation has been implemented. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up requests information from the State party, within a specific time frame or in the next periodic report, on steps taken to implement the recommendation;
 “Information or measures taken are contrary to or reflect rejection of the recommendation ”indicates that the State party has taken no steps to implement the recommendation, reinforcing the Committee’s concerns, or that it rejects the recommendations made by the Committee. In this case, the Rapporteur on follow-up indicates that the State party has failed to cooperate with the Committee in respect of the recommendation. The Rapporteur on follow-up thus requests information from the State party, within a specific time frame or in the next periodic report, on steps taken to implement the recommendation.
III Terminology for determining the quality of  the information provided by State parties
• “Satisfactory” indicates that the information received from the State party is thorough and extensive, and that it relates directly to the recommendation;
• “Partially satisfactory” indicates that the information received from the State party is thorough and extensive, but that it fails to respond fully to the recommendation;
• “Unsatisfactory” indicates that the information received from the State party is vague and incomplete, and/or that it fails to address the recommendation;
• “No response” indicates that the State party has not addressed the concern or recommendation in the response.
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