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CHAPTER VII.  FOLLOW-UP TO CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS 
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233.  For all reports of States parties examined by the Committee under article 40 of the 

Covenant over the last year, the Committee has identified, according to its developing practice, 

a limited number of priority concerns, with respect to which it seeks the State party’s response, 

within a period of a year, on the measures taken to give effect to its recommendations.  The 

Committee welcomes the extent and depth of cooperation under this procedure by States parties, 

as may be observed from the comprehensive table presented below.  Since 18 June 2004, 15 

States parties (Egypt, Germany, Kenya, Latvia, Lithuania, Morocco, the Netherlands, the 

Philippines, Portugal, the Russian Federation, Serbia and Montenegro, Slovakia, Sweden, Togo 

and Venezuela) have submitted information to the Committee under the follow-up procedure.  

Since the follow-up procedure was instituted in March 2001, only six States parties (Colombia, 

Israel, Mali, Republic of Moldova, Sri Lanka and Suriname) have failed to supply follow-up 

information that had fallen due.  The Committee reiterates that it views this procedure as a 

constructive mechanism by which the dialogue initiated with the examination of a report can be 

continued, and which serves to simplify the process of the next periodic report on the part of the 

State party. 

 

224.  The table below details the experience of the Committee over the last year.  Accordingly, 

it contains no reference to those States parties with respect to which the Committee, upon 

assessment of the follow-up responses provided to it, decided to take no further action prior to 

the period covered by this report. 
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