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Abstract 
The United Nations Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) has been ratified by all states in 
North Africa and the Middle East, except Iran and Sudan. Many of these 
states have entered reservations relating to the primacy of the Islamic 
law in cases of incompatibility with the provisions of CEDAW. Most States 
have reported regularly to the CEDAW Committee on the measures 
taken to implement the Convention. Special attention will be given to a 
few selected states in the region: Saudi Arabia, Egypt, Morocco, Algeria 
and Syria. After a brief description of the objectives and the substance of 
CEDAW the paper will deal with some examples of typical reservations, 
the involvement of NGOs in the implementation of the Convention, the 
content of the reports and the constructive dialogue with the Committee, 
and the recommendations by the CEDAW Committee. The paper will 
conclude with a provisional assessment of the significance of CEDAW in 
North African and Middle East states. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW) 
was adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in December 1979. The 
negotitiations on this Convention took largely place in the context of the UN Commission on 
the Status of Women. Non-governmental organizations, in particular women’s organization, 
were very much involved in the negotiating process. 
 
CEDAW can be seen as an elaboration and further substantiation of the principle of equality 
and the principle of inclusiveness that form the basis of the United Nations normative 
framework in the field of human rights as already reflected in the Preamble of the United 
Nations Charter of 1945. For various reasons CEDAW can be seen as a human rights 
instrument with unique features. First of all because of the definition of discrimation against 
women as contained in article 1; CEDAW is asymmetrical in nature, because it only 
addresses discrimination against women and not discrimination on the basis of sex. 
Discrimination against women includes both direct and indirect discrimination and both 
discrimination by public authorities and private corporations en and individuals.  
 
CEDAW is moreover unique because it not only obliges States parties to eliminate all forms 
of discrimination, it also obliges States parties to improve the situation of women and most 
importly to address and eliminate the root causes of discrimination against women that can 
often be found in cultural and religious practices. It is further to be noted that CEDAW 
comprises the elimination of discrimination in fields covered by both civil and political rights 
and economic, social and cultural rights. It moreover addresses the issue of discrimination 
of women in the context of family and marriage where so often discrimination starts. 
CEDAW finally obliges States parties to adopt temporary special measures, such as quota, 
to overcome historical inequalities between women and men.  
 
CEDAW provides that States parties regularly (every four years) report to the Committee 
on the Elimination of Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW Committee) on the measures 
they have taken to implement their obligations under CEDAW. The CEDAW Committee is 
composed of 23 independent experts elected by the States parties for a period of four 
years. The CEDAW Committee started its work in 1982. There are presently two members 
in the Committee coming from North African and Middle East countries. 
 
In 1999 the United Nations General Assembly adopted an Optional Protocol to CEDAW 
which provides for two new supervisory procedures, the individual communication 
procedure and the inquiry procedure. Out of the present 186 States parties to CEDAW 101 
have ratified in the meantime the Optional Protocol thereby making it possible for women 
in the states concerned to submit individual complaints to the CEDAW Committee after 
exhaustion of all local remedies. The CEDAW Committee has so far developed a small but 
significant jurisprudence; the inquiry procedure has only been used once since the entry 
into force of the Optional Protocol in 2002.  From the states in North Africa and the Middle 
East only Tunisia and Libya have ratified the Optional Protocol; so far the CEDAW 
Committee has not received any individual complaint from women in those states. 
 
The CEDAW Committee has finally been mandated to adopt General Recommendations on 
the basis of its experiences in the examination of State reports and individual 
communications. It is important to note that through these recommendations the CEDAW 
Committee has further clarified the obligations of the States parties under CEDAW; an 
important example is General Recommendation N0 19 on Violence Aganst Women (1992) 
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in which the CEDAW Committee characterized violence against women as a serious form of 
discrimination against women; consequently States parties are obliged to report to the 
CEDAW Committee on the measures they have taken to eliminate violence against women. 
The issue of (the variousforms of) violence against women has become an important point 
of attention in the constructive dialogues between the CEDAW Committee and delegations 
of States parties. 

1. RATIFICATION AND RESERVATIONS 

 
As indicated before, CEDAW has been ratified by 186 states including all, but two states in 
North Africa and the MiddleEast. The exceptions are: the Islamic Republic of Iran and 
Sudan. Some of the North African and MiddleEast states ratified CEDAW very early, like 
Egypt and Iraq; other states followed much later, such as the Kingdom of Saudi-Arabia, 
Syria and Qatar; see Annex 1. Only three states (Tunisia and Libya) ratified the Optional 
Protocol. 
 
Almost invariably have Middle East states entered reservations at the time of ratification; 
although not always formulated in an identical manner they all aim at preserving the 
Islamic law in cases of incompatibility of the Islamic law with the obligations that States 
parties incur under the Convention. Such reservations (sometimes presented as 
declarations) are either referring to the Convention as a whole or to specific articles of 
CEDAW, in particular article 2, relating to the core obligations of States parties under the 
Convention, article 9 relating inter alia to the transfer of nationality to children, and to 
article 16, relating to the equality of women and men in the context of the family and 
marriage. Over the years the CEDAW Committee has time and again addressed the issue of 
reservations to the Convention. In the view of the CEDAW Committee reservations and 
declarations relating to article 2 and 16 are incompatible with the object and purpose of the 
Convention and therefore impermissible in accordance with article 28 CEDAW. For an 
overview of all reservations and declarations submitted by states in North Africa and the 
Middle East, see Annex 1. 
 

2. INVOLVEMENT OF NON-GOVERMENTAL 
ORGANIZATONS (NGOS) 

 
CEDAW is an international agreement under which states have accepted binding legal 
obligations. Just as is the case with other international human rights instruments Non-
Governmental Organizations (NGOs) are playing an important role in the process of the 
implementation by States parties of their obligations under CEDAW. NGOs submit shadow 
reports. They have the opportunity to address the CEDAW Committee on the situation of 
women’s human rights in their country when the report of that State is on the agenda of 
the Committee. They are, of course, not allowed to participate in the constructive dialogue 
between the Committee and the delegation of the state concerned.  They do, however, play 
an important role in monitoring at the domestic level whether States parties take the 
concerns and recommendations that the CEDAW Committee is adopting after the 
examination of the State report, seriously. It is interesting to note that National Human 
Rights Institutes which have been established according to the so called Paris Principles in 
some states in the Middle East and North Africa, are also playing an increasingly important 
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role in the CEDAW Committee through the objective information that they can provide on 
the situation of women’s human rights in their countries. 
 
Not in all Middle East and North African states are NGOs allowed to act freely and without 
restrictions. Saudi Arabia is an example in point. Nevertheless also in the context of that 
State the CEDAW Committee could avail itself of two reports of NGOs that had been 
submitted to the Committee informally and without indicating the names of the 
organization. It is a consistent practice of the CEDAW Committee to call on all States 
parties to let women the freedom to organize themselves (in accordance with article 7 
CEDAW) and to involve them both in the preparation of the state report and the 
implementation of the recommendations of the CEDAW Committee. Apart from the 
information provided by domestic NGOs the CEDAW Committee also takes into account 
information that has been submitted to it by international NGOs that quite often work with 
domestic NGOs and with individuals at the domestic level. 
 

3. REPORTS AND CONSTRUCTIVE DIALOGUE 

 
As has been indicated above the most important supervisory procedure under CEDAW is 
the state reporting procedure: States parties are obliged to submit an initial report within 
one year after CEDAW has entered into force for the state and then every four years a 
periodic report. Annex 2 provides for a survey of the reports that have been submitted by 
States parties to CEDAW in the Middle East and North Africa since CEDAW entered into 
force in 1982. From that survey it appears that some states in the region, such as Morocco, 
Libya, Egypt and Jordan have already been before the CEDAW Committee a number of 
times whereas others have only submitted an initial report, such as Saudi Arabia and the 
United Arab Emirates, or none at all, such as Oman. 
 
The state reports have to be drafted according to Reporting Guidelines adopted by the 
CEDAW Committee. They have to cover all the substantive articles of CEDAW (articles 1-
16) and to indicate what legal and policy measures the State party has taken to implement 
its obligations under CEDAW. The CEDAW Committee is also insisting that where 
appropriate States parties should include statistical data disaggregated by sex. The 
significance of this reporting process is that States parties are forced at the domestic level 
to bring the various (line) departments of government together and to prepare an overall 
picture of the situation of women’s human rights in their states. Moreover States parties 
are urged, as indicated above, to also involve NGOs, in particular women’s NGOs, in the 
reporting process and to allow and stimulate them to provide alternative information to the 
CEDAW Committee if they wish to do so. 
 
The state reports are examined by the CEDAW Committee in two public meetings (one full 
day) in the presence of the delegation of the State party concerned that is first given the 
opportunity to present the report and then to answer the quite often many and penetrating 
questions that are raised by members of the CEDAW Committee. The delegations are 
almost invariably of a high level nature, often including ministers, and quite often quite 
large; Saudi Arabia sent a delegation to Geneva of 45 members, including 17 women, and 
Egypt a delegation of 32, the majority being women. This examination is rightly referred to 
as a constructive dialogue, because it is not politicized (the CEDAW Committee members 
are experts and are not representatives of the countries that they are coming from), 
because it is focussed and in depth, and because it is aimed at assisting the State party 
concerned to address the main obstacles and structures that stand in the way of a full 
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implementation of its obligations under CEDAW. All issues that are relevant, including the 
issue of the compatibility of the reservations made by Middle East and North African states, 
are or will be addressed  in that critical, but always constructive dialogue. This has led in 
some situations to a reconsideration and even withdrawal by the State party concerned of 
reservations that were deemed by the CEDAW Committee impermissible. Examples in point 
are the withdrawal by Morocco of it reservations to article 16 and the withdrawal by Kuwait 
of its reservation to article 9 CEDAW relating to the equal rights of women and men in 
public decision making. 
 
After the examination of the State report the CEDAW Committee in private meetings draws 
up its so called Concluding Observations, a list of concerns and recommendations which 
almost immediately after the session of the CEDAW Committee will be sent to the State 
party concerned. These Concluding Observations form an important basis for further 
policies, programmes and legislation in the field of the promotion and protection of 
women’s human rights, covering all relevant issues of economic, social, cultural and 
political life and all other fields. The Concluding Observations should be submitted by the 
State party to all relevant organs of government, including Parliament and the judiciary. 
States parties are also consistently called upon to increase the public awareness of 
women’s human rights through education and training in general and for particular 
professional groups. The issue of the elimination of violence against women, in all its 
pernicious forms and quite often so much still a taboo subject in many North African and 
Middle East states, figures prominently in the Concluding Observations. States are alse 
called upon to engage in discussions with religious leaders in order increase awareness 
about women’s rights and to bridge the often perceived gap between the values underlying 
CEDAW and the precepts of Islam. 
 
The Concluding Observations form the basis for the next periodic report in which the State 
party concerned has to indicate how it has taken account of the recommendations made by 
the CEDAW Committee. This makes it possible for the CEDAW Committee (and for that 
matter for others, including the State party itself) whether progress has been made in the 
improvement of the situation of women. The CEDAW Committee’s recommendations are 
also often referred to in the Universal Periodic Review process of the United Nations Human 
Rights Council.  It is inter alia for that reason that NGOs and individual women in so many 
North African and Middle East states as a tool to bring about positive changes in their 
situation. 
 

4. FINAL REMARKS: THE SIGNIFICANCE OF CEDAW IN 
NORTH AFRICA AND THE MIDDLE EAST 

 
The basic objective of the normative framework in the field of human rights that has been 
created by the United Nations since 1945 is to contribute to the strengthening of the 
promotion and protection of human rights at the domestic level. The numerous 
conventions, declaration, bodies of principles that have been adopted by the world 
organization are not an end in themselves. They should be assessed from the angle of their 
significance for individuals and groups of individuals in the member states of the United 
Nations. That holds also true for the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination Against Women (CEDAW). 
 
CEDAW itself can be very much seen as the concerete outcome of the commitment and 
struggle of women and women’s organizations around the world to keep the United Nations 
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to its word reflected in the preamble of the United Nations Charter: the confirmation of the 
equality of women and men. Since the entry into force of CEDAW in the early eighties of 
the last century, CEDAW has been used in many, if not all States around the world as a 
vehicle of change. It is my sincere impression on the basis of my eights years experience in 
the CEDAW Committee that this is also the case in the context of the Middle East and North 
Africa. The fact that states in that region have accepted  CEDAW as a source of legally 
binding obligations has been a potentially important step forward to bring about positive 
changes in the situation of women at the domestic level. There is a full awareness that in 
order to make such changes durable and sustained the involvement of religious leaders is 
of primary importance. Women in the Middle East and North Africa realize that they are not 
standing alone in their struggle for equality with men; they realize that the international 
community is monitoring their governments, that more and more also men are getting 
involved in the struggle for full equality. 
 
There is certainly a long way to go in North Africa and the Middle East. Some states have 
made big steps, others are lagging behind. The struggle for full formal and substantive 
equality of women and men will be difficult and strenuous as in other parts in the world. 
CEDAW provides for an extra tool in this respect. The European Union should certainly use 
and promote in its own policies and programmes vis-à-vis North African and Middle East 
states the important tools of the CEDAW process.  
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ANNEX 1  

 
State Parties to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 
against Women 
 
Countries  Signature  Ratification, 

Accession(a), 
Succession(d) 

Algeria 1  22 May 1996 a 
Bahrain res  18 Jun 2002 a 
Egypt 2 16 Jul 1980  18 Sep 1981  
Iran  - - 
Iraq  13 Aug 1986 a 
Israel 3 17 Jul 1980   3 Oct 1991  
Jordan 3 Dec 1980   1 Jul 1992  
Kuwait 4   2 Sep 1994 a 
Lebanon  16 Apr 1997 a 
Libya 5  16 May 1989 a 
Morocco  21 Jun 1993 a 
Oman res  7 Feb 2006 a 
Qatar  29 Apr 2009 a 
Saudi Arabia res 7 Sep 2000   7 Sep 2000  
Sudan - - 
Syria res  28 Mar 2003 a 
Tunisia res 24 Jul 1980  20 Sep 1985  
United Arab Emirates 6   6 Oct 2004 a 
Yemen  30 May 1984 a 
 
res= reservation (see below) 
 
1 On 15 July 2009, the Government of Algeria notified the Secretary-General that it had 
decided to withdraw the reservation in respect to article 9 (2) made upon accession.  The 
text of the reservaton reads as follows: 
 
The Government of the People's Democratic Republic of Algeria wishes to express its 
reservations concerning the provisions of article 9, paragraph 2, which are incompatible 
with the provisions of the Algerian Nationality code and the Algerian Family Code. 
 
The Algerian Nationality code allows a child to take the nationality of the mother only 
when: 
 
-  The father is either unknown or stateless; 
 
-  The child is born in Algeria to an Algerian mother and a foreign father who was born 

in Algeria; 
 
-  moreover, a child born in Algeria to an Algerian mother and a foreign father who was 

not born on Algerian territory may, under article 26 of the Algerian Nationality Code, 
acquire the nationality of the mother providing the Ministry of Justice does not object. 
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Article 41 of the Algerian Family Code states that a child is affiliated to its father through 
legal marriage. 
 
Article 43 of that Code states that `the child is affiliated to its father if it is born in the 10 
months following the date of separation or death. 
 
2 On 4 January 2008, the Government of Egypt notified the Secretary-General that it had 
decided to withdraw the reservation to article 9 (2) made upon ratification.  The reservation 
reads as follows: 
 
..., concerning the granting to women of equal rights with men with respect to the 
nationality of their children, without prejudice to the acquisition by a child born of a 
marriage of the nationality of his father. This is in order to prevent a child's acquisition of 
two nationalities where his parents are of different nationalities, since this may be 
prejudicial to his future. It is clear that the child's acquisition of his father's nationality is 
the procedure most suitable for the child and that this does not infringe upon the principle 
of equality between men and women, since it is customary for a woman to agree, upon 
marrying an alien, that her children shall be of the father's nationality. 
 
3 On 12 December 1986, the Secretary General received from the Government of Israel the 
following objection: 

. . . In the view of the Government of the State of Israel, such declaration which is 
explicitly of a political character is incompatible with  the purposes and objectives of the 
Convention and cannot in any way affect whatever obligations are binding upon Iraq under 
general international law or under particular conventions. 

The Government of the State of Israel will, in so far as concerns the substance of the 
matter, adopt towards Iraq an attitude of complete reciprocity. 

4 The Government of Kuwait informed the Secretary-General, by a notification recieved on 
9 December 2005, of its decision to withdraw the following reservation in respect of article 
7 (a), made upon accession to the Convention, which read as follows: 

The Government of Kuwait enters a reservation regarding article 7 (a), inasmuch as the 
provision contained in that paragraph conflicts with the Kuwaiti Electoral Act, under which 
the right to be eligible for election and to vote is restricted to males. 

It is recalled that, on 12 February 1997, the Secretary-General received from the 
Government of Denmark the following communication with regard to reservations made by 
Kuwait upon ratification: 

"The Government of Denmark finds that the said reservations are covering central 
provisions of the Convention. Furthermore it is a general principle of international law that 
internal law may not be invoked as justification for failure to perform treaty obligations. 
The Government of Denmark finds that the reservations are incompatible with the object 
and purpose of the Convention and accordingly inadmissible and without effect under 
international law. Consequently, the Government of Denmark objects to these reservations. 

It is the opinion of the Government of Denmark that no time limit applies to objections 
against reservations, which are inadmissible under international law. 
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The Convention remains in force in its entirety between Kuwait and Denmark. 
 
The Government of Denmark recommends the Government of Kuwait to reconsider its 
reservations to the [said] Convention." 

On that same date, the Secretary-General also received from the Government of Denmark, 
communications, identical in essence, mutatis mutandis, as the one made for Kuwait, with 
regard to reservations made by Lesotho and Malaysia, Maldives, and Singapore made upon 
accession, as well as on 23 March 1998, in regard to the resertions made by Pakistan upon 
ratification. 

5 On 5 July 1995, the Government of the Socialist People's Libyan Arab Republic notified the 
Secretary-General of the "new formulation of its reservation to the Convention, which 
replaces the formulation contained in the instrument of accession" which read as follows: 
 
[Accession] is subject to the general reservation that such accession cannot conflict with 
the laws on personal status derived from the Islamic Shariah. 
 

6 With regard to the reservations made by the United Arab Emirates upon accession, the 
Secretary-General received a communication from the following State on the date indicated 
hereinafter: 
 
Denmark (14 December 2005):  

"The Government of Denmark has examined the reservations made by the Government of 
the United Arab Emirates upon accession to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms 
of Discrimination against Women regarding article 2 (f), 15 (2) and 16 pertaining to 
Shariah principles. 

 
The Government of Denmark considers that the reservations made by the United Arab 
Emirates to article 2 (f), 15 (2) and 16 referring to the contents of the Shariah Law do not 
clearly specify the extent to which the United Arab Emirates feel committed to the object 
and purpose of the Convention.  Consequently, the Government of Denmark considers the 
said reservations as being incompatible with the object and purpose of the Convention and 
accordingly inadmissible and without effect under international law. 

The Government of Denmark wishes to recall that, according to article 28 (2) of the 
Convention reservations incompatible with the object and purpose of the Convention shall 
not be permitted. 

The Government of Denmark therefore objects to the aforementioned reservations made by 
the Government of the United Arab Emirates to the Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination against Women.  This shall not preclude the entry into force of the 
Convention in its entirety between the United Arab Emirates and Denmark. 

The Government of Denmark recommends the Government of the United Arab Emirates to 
reconsider its reservations to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 
Discrimination against Women." 
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Reservations to the Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination 
against Women 
 
Bahrain 
Reservations: 

... The Kingdom of Bahrain makes reservations with respect to the following 
provisions of the Convention: 

- Article 2, in order to ensure its implementation within the bounds of the 
provisions of the Islamic Shariah; 
- Article 9, paragraph 2; 
- Article 15, paragraph 4; 
- Article 16, in so far as it is incompatible with the provisions of the Islamic Shariah; 
- Article 29, paragraph 1. 

 
Oman 
Reservations: 
 
1.  All provisions of the Convention not in accordance with the provisions of the Islamic 

sharia and legislation in force in the Sultanate of Oman; 
2.  Article 9, paragraph 2, which provides that States Parties shall grant women equal 

rights with men with respect to the nationality of their children; 
3.  Article 15, paragraph 4, which provides that States Parties shall accord to men and 

women the same rights with regard to the law relating to the movement of persons 
and the freedom to choose their residence and domicile; 

4.  Article 16, regarding the equality of men and women, and in particular subparagraphs 
(a), (c), and (f) (regarding adoption). 

5.  The Sultanate is not bound by article 29, paragraph 1, regarding arbitration and the 
referral to the International Court of Justice of any dispute between two or more 
States which is not settled by negotiation. 

 
Saudi Arabia 
Reservations: 
 
“1. In case of contradiction between any term of the Convention and the norms of islamic 
law, the Kingdom is not under obligation to observe the contradictory terms of the 
Convention. 
2. The Kingdom does not consider itself bound by paragraphe 2 of article 9 of the 
Convention and paragraph 1 of article 29 of the Convention.” 
 
Syrian Arab Republic 
Reservation: 
 
..... subject to reservations to article 2; article 9, paragraph 2, concerning the grant of a 
woman's nationality to her children; article 15, paragraph 4, concerning freedom of 
movement and of residence and domicile; article 16, paragraph 1 (c), (d), (f) and (g), 
concerning equal rights and responsibilities during marriage and at its dissolution with 
regard to guardianship, the right to choose a family name, maintenance and adoption; 
article 16, paragraph 2, concerning the legal effect of the betrothal and the marriage of a 
child, inasmuch as this provision is incompatible with the provisions of the Islamic Shariah; 
and article 29, paragraph 1, concerning arbitration between States in the event of a 
dispute. 
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The accession of the Syrian Arab Republic to this Convention shall in no way signify 
recognition of Israel or entail entry into any dealings with Israel in the context of the 
provisions of the Convention.. 
 
Tunisia 
1. General declaration: 
The Tunisian Government declares that it shall not take any organizational or legislative 
decision in conformity with the requirements of this Convention where such a decision 
would conflict with the provisions of chapter I of the Tunisian Constitution. 
 
2. Reservation concerning article 9, paragraph 2: 

The Tunisian Government expresses its reservation with regard to the provisions in article 
9, paragraph 2 of the Convention, which must not conflict with the provisions of chapter VI 
of the Tunisian Nationality Code. 

3. Reservation concerning article 16, paragraphs (c), (d), (f), (g) and (h): 

The Tunisian Government considers itself not bound by article 16, paragraphs (c), (d) and 
(f) of the Convention and declares that paragraphs (g) and (h) of that article must not 
conflict with the provisions of the Personal Status Code concerning the granting of family 
names to children and the acquisition of property through inheritance. 

4. Reservation concerning article 29, paragraph 1 

The Tunisian Government declares, in conformity with the requirements of article 29, 
paragraph 2 of the Convention, that it shall not be bound by the provisions of paragraph 1 
of that article which specify that any dispute between two or more States  Parties 
concerning the interpretation or application of the present Convention which is not settled 
by negotiation shall be referred to the International Court of Justice at the request of any 
one of those parties. 

The Tunisian Government considers that such disputes should be submitted for arbitration 
or consideration by the International Court of Justice only with the consent of all parties to 
the dispute. 

5. Declaration concerning article 15, paragraph 4: 

In accordance with the provisions of the Vienna Convention on the Law of Treaties, dated 
23 May 1969, the Tunisian Government emphasizes that the requirements of article 15, 
paragraph 4, of the Convention on the Elimination of All forms of Discrimination against 
Women, and particularly that part relating to the right of women to choose their residence 
and domicile, must not be interpreted in a manner which conflicts with the provisions of the 
Personal Status Code on this subject, as set forth in chapters 23 and 61 of the Code. 
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State Parties to the Optional Protocol to the Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination against Women 
 
Countries  Signature  Ratification, 

Accession(a), 
Succession(d) 

Algeria - - 
Bahrain - - 
Egypt  -  -  
Iran  - - 
Iraq - - 
Israel -  -  
Jordan -  -  
Kuwait - - 
Lebanon - - 
Libya  18 Jun 2004 a 
Morocco - - 
Oman  - - 
Qatar - - 
Saudi Arabia  -  - 
Sudan - - 
Syria - - 
Tunisia   23 Sep 2008 a 
United Arab Emirates - - 
Yemen - - 
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ANNEX 2 

 
Country reports to the CEDAW Committee  
 
Countries  Due date  Submitted  Examined  
Algeria    
          Initial report 21 June 1997 1 September 1998 

(CEDAW/C/DZA/1) 
Twentieth 
(1999) 

          Second 
report 

21 June 2001 29 January 2003 
(CEDAW/C/DZA/2) 

Thirty-second 
(2005)  

          Third report 21 June 2005   
Bahrain    
          Initial report 18 July 2003 12 November 2007 

(CEDAW/C/BHR/2) 
Forty-second 
(2008) 

          Second 
report 

18 July 2007 12 November 2007 
(CEDAW/C/BHR/2) 

Forty-second 
(2008) 

Egypt     
          Initial report 

18 October 1982 
2 February 1983 
(CEDAW/C/5/Add.10) 

Third (1984) 

          Second 
report 

18 October 1986 
19 December 1986 
(CEDAW/C/13/Add.2) 

Ninth (1990) 

          Third report 18 October 1990 30 January 1996 
(CEDAW/C/EGY/3) 

Twenty-fourth 
(2001) 

          Fourth report 18 October 1994 30 March 2000 
(CEDAW/C/EGY/4-5) 

Twenty-fourth 
(2001) 

          Fifth report 18 October 1998 30 March 2000 
(CEDAW/C/EGY/4-5) 

Twenty-fourth 
(2001) 

          Sixth report  18 October 2002 5 September 2008 
(CEDAW/C/EGY/7) 

Forty-fifth 
(2010) 

          Seventh 
report 

18 October 2006 5 September 2008 
(CEDAW/C/EGY/7) 

Forty-fifth 
(2010) 

Iran  - - - 
Iraq    
          Initial report 12 Sep. 1987 16 May 1990 (CEDA 

W/C/5/Add.66/Rev.1) 
Twelfth (1993) 

          Second 
report 

12 Sep. 1991 13 October 1998 
(CEDAW/C/IRQ/2-3) 

Twenty-third 
(2000) 

          Third report 12 Sep. 1995 13 October 1998 
(CEDAW/C/IRQ/2-3) 

Twenty-third 
(2000) 

          Fourth report 12 Sep. 1999   
          Fifth report 12 Sep. 2003   
Israel    
          Initial report 

2 Nov. 1992 
7 April 1997 
(CEDAW/C/ISR/1-2) 

Seventeenth 
(1997) 

          Second 
report 

2 Nov. 1996 7 April 1997 
(CEDAW/C/ISR/1-2) 

Seventeenth 
(1997) 

          Third report 2 Nov. 2000 22 October 2001 
(CEDAW/C/ISR/3) 

Thirty-third 
(2005) 

          Fourth report 2 Nov. 2004 1 June 2005 Forty-eight 
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(CEDAW/C/ISR/4) (2011)  
          Fifth report 2 Nov. 2008 24 March 2010 

(CEDAW/C/ISR/5) 
Forty-eight 
(2011) 

Jordan    
          Initial report 31 July 1993 27 October 1997 

(CEDAW/C/JOR/1) 
Twenty-second 
(2000) 

          Second 
report 

31 July 1997 19 November 1999 
(CEDAW/C/JOR/2) 

Twenty-second 
(2000) 

          Third report 31 July 2001 12 December 2005 
(CEDAW/C/JOR/3-4) 

 

          Fourth report 31 July 2005 12 December 2005 
(CEDAW/C/JOR/3-4) 

 

Kuwait    
          Initial report 2 October 1995 29 August 2002 

(CEDAW/C/KWT/1-2) 
Thirtieth 
(2004) 

          Second 
report 

2 October 1999 29 August 2002 
(CEDAW/C/KWT/1-2) 

Thirtieth 
(2004) 

          Third report 2 October 2003   
Lebanon    
          Initial report 21 May 1998 12 November 2003 

(CEDAW/LBN/1) 
 

          Second 
report 

21 May 2002 12 February 2005 
(CEDAW/C/LBN/2) 

Thirty-third 
(2005) 

          Third report 21 May 2006 7 July 2006 
(CEDAW/C/LBN/3) 

Fortieth  
(2008) 

Libya    
          Initial report 15 June 1990 18 February 1991 

(CEDAW/C/LIB/1) 
Thirteenth 
(1994) 

          Second 
report 

15 June 1994 4 December 2008 
(CEDAW/C/LBY/5) 

Forty-third 
(2009) 

          Third report 15 June 1998 4 December 2008 
(CEDAW/C/LBY/5) 

Forty-third 
(2009) 

          Fourth report 15 June 2002 4 December 2008 
(CEDAW/C/LBY/5) 

Forty-third 
(2009) 

          Fifth report 15 June 2006 4 December 2008 
(CEDAW/C/LBY/5) 

Forty-third 
(2009) 

Morocco    
          Initial report 21 July 1994 14 September 1994 

(CEDAW/C/MOR/1) 
Sixteenth 
(1997) 

          Second 
report 

21 July 1998 29 February 2000 
(CEDAW/C/MOR/2) 

Twenty-ninth 
(2003) 

          Third report 21 July 2002 18 August 2006 
(CEDAW/C/MOR/4) 

Fortieth  
(2008) 

          Fourth report 21 July 2006 18 August 2006 
(CEDAW/C/MOR/4) 

Fortieth  
(2008) 

Oman  - -  
Qatar - -  
Saudi Arabia     
          Initial report 7 October 2001 29 March 2007 

(CEDAW/C/SAU/2) 
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          Second 
report 

7 October 2005 29 March 2007 
(CEDAW/C/SAU/2) 

Fortieth  
(2008) 

Sudan - -  
Syria    
          Initial report 

27 April 2004 
25 August 2005 
(CEDAW/C/SYR/1) 

Thirty-eighth 
(2007) 

Tunisia     
          Initial report 

20 October 1986 
17 September 1993 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/1-2) 

Fourteenth 
(1995) 

          Second 
report 

20 October 1990 17 September 1993 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/1-2) 

Fourteenth 
(1995) 

          Third report 20 October 1994 
27 July 2000 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/3-4) 

Twenty-
Seventh 
(2002) 

          Fourth report 20 October 1998 
27 July 2000 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/3-4) 

Twenty-
Seventh 
(2002) 

          Fifth report 20 October 2002 20 May 2009 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/6) 

Forty-seventh 
(2010) 

          Sixth report 20 October 2006 20 May 2009 
(CEDAW/C/TUN/6) 

Forty-seventh 
(2010) 

United Arab 
Emirates 

   

          Initial report 5 Nov. 2005 17 September 2008 
(CEDAW/C/ARE/1) 

Forty-fifth 
(2010) 

Yemen    
          Initial report 29 June 1985 23 January 1989 

(CEDAW/C/5/Add.61) 
Twelfth (1993) 

          Second 
report 

29 June 1989 8 June 1989 
(CEDAW/C/13/Add.24) 

Twelfth (1993) 

          Third report 29 June 1993 13 November 1992 
(CEDAW/C/YEM/3) 

Twelfth (1993) 

          Fourth report 29 June 1997 8 March 2000 
(CEDAW/C/YEM/4) 

Exceptional 
(2002) 

          Fifth report 29 June 2001 January 2002 
(CEDAW/C/YEM/5) 

Exceptional 
(2002) 

          Sixth report  29 June 2005 13 March 2007 
(CEDAW/C/YEM/6) 

Forty-first 
(2008) 
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