
 

 

Reporting arrangements under the WHO FCTC 

Report by the Convention Secretariat 

 

INTRODUCTION 

1. In decision FCTC/COP4(16), the Conference of the Parties (COP) requested the Convention 
Secretariat to prepare a report, for consideration by the fifth session of the COP, containing: 
(a) recommendations for taking into account, in the reporting instrument of the WHO FCTC, the key 
measures contained in the guidelines adopted by the COP; (b) further recommendations for the 
standardization of definitions and indicators deriving from specific articles of the WHO FCTC and the 
guidelines adopted by the COP, and for the promotion of their use by the Parties in their national data 
collection initiatives, as outlined in the report on standardization and harmonization of data and data 
collection initiatives presented to the COP at its fourth session (document FCTC/COP/4/15); and 
(c) recommendations to better facilitate regular review of progress in implementation of the WHO 
FCTC. The present report is structured accordingly. 

2. The report takes into account previous work undertaken in the area of standardization and 
harmonization of data and data collection initiatives that was reflected in document FCTC/COP/4/15. 
During its preparation the Secretariat also reviewed and utilized information received from the Parties 
through their implementation reports and during regional and subregional workshops. In addition, 
relevant departments of WHO and other international treaties were consulted. 

Recommendations for taking into account the key measures contained in the guidelines 
adopted by the COP 

3. The reporting system of the Convention has evolved gradually since the adoption of the initial 
reporting instrument by the COP at its first session in 2006. Incorporating key elements of the 
guidelines adopted by the COP has always been borne in mind during this development. In the five-
year report form (phase 2 of the reporting instrument), adopted by the COP at its third session in 2008, 
some key elements of the guidelines adopted by that session were taken into account (especially with 
regard to Articles 11 and 13 of the Convention). This was done either by adding additional details to 
already existing questions, inserting additional closed-ended questions, or adding open-ended 
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questions to enable the Parties to note progress made in implementation of the Convention. The 
sections on Articles 12 and 14 were also strengthened, in line with the respective guidelines submitted 
to and subsequently adopted by the COP at its fourth session. The accompanying step-by-step 
instructions, which are aimed at assisting Parties in completing the reporting instrument, were 
amended to include reference to the use of specific implementation guidelines. 

4. As a general principle, the Secretariat recommends that any further reporting on the use of the 
guidelines by Parties in implementing the requirements of the Convention be made within the existing 
structure of the reporting instrument. To minimize changes, the Secretariat proposes adding a single 
open-ended question referring to the relevant guidelines to each section of part 3 of the reporting 
instrument, rather than by adding several questions specific to each key segment of the guidelines. An 
open-ended question would be in the format: “Please indicate the specific provisions of the guidelines 
for implementation of [Article X] of the Convention that were taken into account when implementing 
[Article X]”. The Secretariat would then systematize this information when analysing the Parties’ 
reports, and take them into account in the treaty implementation database and the global progress 
reports. 

5. In addition, to further assist the Parties, the Secretariat would update the step-by-step 
instructions to address the issues that need to be reported under this question. 

6. Furthermore, the Secretariat would utilize the intercountry workshops and technical contacts 
with individual Parties to discuss and identify examples of good practice in relation to the use of 
guidelines. Such examples would be analysed and presented as part of the treaty implementation 
database and, as appropriate, in global and regional publications. 

Standardization of indicators and definitions deriving from the WHO FCTC and 
guidelines adopted by the COP and promotion of their use by Parties 

Recent and ongoing work 

7. In 2011, WHO and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention published the “Tobacco 
Questions for Surveys”, a subset of questions from the Global Adult Tobacco Survey. The proposed 
key indicators and their correspondence with questions in the WHO FCTC reporting instrument are 
presented in Annex 1. The “Tobacco Questions for Surveys” are in the process of being adapted for 
use in the WHO STEPwise approach to surveillance (the STEPS Instrument).1 This effort to ensure 
further standardization of data collected through international and national data collection initiatives 
fits into a proposed framework for surveillance that promotes standard sampling and field training 
procedures, standard data analysis and consistent reporting across all participating countries. 
Promoting key tobacco questions to measure the magnitude and determinants of use for their inclusion 
in multiple risk factor and other social surveys will contribute to improving the monitoring of trends 
regarding key tobacco indicators within and across countries.  

8. Given the great extent of the cross-coverage between the indicators proposed in the “Tobacco 
Questions for Surveys” publication and the questions in the WHO FCTC reporting instrument, Parties 
to the Convention can benefit from using these questions in their national data collection initiatives. 
The use of these prevalence indicators will also enable Parties to present relatively new prevalence 

                                                      
1 The Steps instrument and support materials. Available from: 

http://www.who.int/chp/steps/instrument/en/index.html. 
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data more often when reporting on implementation of the WHO FCTC. These data would also be 
comparable with those from many other Parties.  

9. In February 2012, WHO published its first report on mortality attributable to tobacco.1 
Estimates are provided for the year 2004, and provide an opportunity for cross-country comparison. 
WHO expects to publish the next estimates in 2013–2014. Since the WHO FCTC reporting instrument 
(in section 2.3) requires Parties to report on any information they may have on tobacco-related 
mortality, including their own studies and estimates, such information may contribute to and should be 
taken into account by WHO when developing such mortality estimates for later years. This provides 
another opportunity to create synergies between the WHO FCTC reporting system and the data and 
analytical needs of WHO. 

10. Finally, there are two other developments within WHO that may be relevant to standardization 
of definitions and indicators under the treaty and provide further opportunities for synergies in this 
area. First, data collection on “country profile of capacity and response to chronic non-communicable 
diseases” (with questions related to treaty-specific issues) provides further opportunities for 
standardization, by applying treaty-specific indicators in this data collection system. Second, the 
Political Declaration of the High-level Meeting of the United Nations General Assembly on the 
Prevention and Control of Non-communicable Diseases2 called upon WHO to develop, before the end 
of 2012, a comprehensive global monitoring framework, including a set of indicators, to monitor 
trends and to assess progress made in the implementation of national strategies and plans on 
noncommunicable diseases, and to prepare recommendations for a set of voluntary global targets for 
the prevention and control of noncommunicable diseases. Work in this regard is ongoing. 

11. Key definitions concerning WHO FCTC provisions are contained in the Convention itself; 
others are scattered among several implementation guidelines adopted by the COP. All of these 
definitions have already been incorporated in the step-by-step instructions of the reporting instrument 
in order to promote a common understanding among the Parties.3 The Secretariat has now also created 
an inventory of definitions contained in the Convention and the implementation guidelines. The terms 
included in this inventory are presented in Annex 2.  

12. The Secretariat will include the inventory as an annex to the step-by-step instructions; 
consequently, the text of the step-by-step instructions would be shortened by removing the definitions. 
Defined terms would feature active links leading to the respective definition in the annex. In addition, 
the definitions would also be published on the Secretariat’s web page. Such an inventory could be 
updated regularly once new definitions emerge from future treaty instruments, such as protocols and 
guidelines, and could also take into account the definitions in the proposed WHO FCTC Indicator 
Compendium described below.  

                                                      
1 WHO global report: mortality attributable to tobacco. Geneva, World Health Organization, 2012. Available from: 

http://www.who.int/tobacco/publications/surveillance/rep_mortality_attibutable/en/index.html. 
2 United Nations General Assembly resolution 66/2. 
3 For continuity, and as envisaged in paragraph 58 of document FCTC/COP/4/15, the current and future 

intergovernmental working groups established by the COP could be encouraged to include relevant definitions in the 
guidelines for which they are responsible.  
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Further work on standardization 

13. To further facilitate standardization of indicators and promote the use of standardized indicators 
among the Parties as called for by the COP, the Secretariat envisages developing a WHO FCTC 
Indicator Compendium, by using the World Health Statistics Indicators Compendium under the WHO 
Indicator and Measurement Registry1 as a template. The Compendium would include, as a minimum, 
quantitative indicators used in section 2 (Tobacco consumption and related health, social and 
economic indicators) of the reporting instrument, which, in most cases, are not defined in the treaty or 
implementation guidelines. The Compendium  would also include the following information for each 
indicator: indicator name; data type representation (percentage, count, etc.); rationale; definition; 
preferred data sources; other possible data sources; method of measurement; disaggregation; expected 
frequency of data collection; and comments.  

14. In addition to this list, drawn from the WHO Indicator and Measurement Registry, the 
Secretariat also proposes that for each indicator reference be made to the means of analysis and 
dissemination, in the context referred to in Article 20.3(c) of the Convention. 

15. Possible sources for the Compendium include: the WHO Indicator and Measurement Registry; 
statistical databases of the United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs; and indicators 
and definitions used by international data collection systems coordinated by WHO, or to which WHO 
is a contributing party. For non-health treaty-related indicators various other sources (e.g. the United 
Nations Statistics Division; the World Bank, the United Nations Conference on Trade and 
Development, etc.) would be checked and utilized, as appropriate.  

16. The Secretariat would compile the Compendium in cooperation with the relevant departments 
of WHO and international experts. The Compendium would be finalized in 2013 to be ready for 
Parties’ use before the start of the next reporting cycle in 2014.  Once finalized, the Compendium 
would be promoted among the Parties for their use. Two ways are proposed for this:  

– First, the Compendium would be published on the WHO FCTC web site and further 
disseminated through communication with Parties’ focal points and various intercountry 
workshops in cooperation with the relevant departments and offices of WHO.  

– Second, collaboration would be established with appropriate United Nations institutions, 
bodies and agencies, and their contribution would be sought in reaching national statistical 
offices in countries. This would ensure that collection of national data in line with the 
indicators proposed in the Compendium is fully incorporated into countries’ data collection 
initiatives, including those performed by national statistical offices. In addition, national 
statistical offices would be sensitized to the fact that each country, as a Party to the 
Convention, is required to report regularly on implementation of the treaty, so that the WHO 
FCTC reporting officer could have such information available by these indicators.   

                                                      
1 The WHO Indicator and Measurement Registry is a central source of metadata of health-related indicators used by 

WHO and other organizations. It includes a complete and well-structured indicator metadata, promotes harmonization of 
indicator definitions, consistency with various statistical domains, and allows incorporation of appropriate international 
standards. 
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Recommendations to better facilitate regular review of progress in implementation of 
the WHO FCTC 

17. This section builds upon the experience of the reporting system of the WHO FCTC and the 
review of reporting arrangements under other relevant treaties undertaken by the Secretariat. 

Timeline and submission of reports 

18. Article 21.2 of the Convention requires the COP to determine the frequency and format of 
reports. In the initial years of treaty implementation, Parties were required to submit their reports by 
deadlines linked to the date of entry into force of the treaty for the individual Party. This was changed 
in 2010 to a standard two-year reporting cycle for all Parties. 

19. The overall rate of submission of Parties’ implementation reports in the period 2007–2012 
stands at around 70%, which is comparable to most of the international treaties reviewed. In the 
meantime, reports submitted with a delay constitute around half of all reports received. In addition, 
18 Parties have never submitted an implementation report. 

20. The Secretariat sent information and reminders to Parties on the reporting timeline and assisted 
Parties, through intercountry workshops and individually, in preparing their implementation reports. 
The Secretariat also published the list of submitted and delayed reports as an annex to its report to the 
fourth session of the COP on implementation of the Convention (document FCTC/COP/4/14), and 
maintains an updated list of reports received from the Parties on the WHO FCTC web site.1 

21. Other strategies that the COP could consider to facilitate reporting and timely submission of 
reports by the Parties include: 

– requiring each Party, one year before the next reporting cycle, to provide details of an official 
responsible for communication concerning reporting and exchange of information under the 
Convention; 

– establishing a procedure to prevent accumulation of overdue reports;  

– publishing annually, on the WHO FCTC web site, an updated list of submitted and overdue 
reports (and by how long those reports are overdue); 

– performing a survey among Parties that have not reported or that reported with a substantial 
delay, concerning their reasons for not/delayed reporting; 

– establishing a procedure for examining the status of implementation of the treaty by a Party in 
the absence of a report, by using the experience of other United Nations treaties, such as 
human right treaties, with such a procedure. 

Mechanisms of review 

22. During the preparation of this report, using the opportunity provided by interacting with the 
Parties at training sessions that introduced the new reporting cycle of the Convention, and later, 

                                                      
1 See http://www.who.int/fctc/reporting/who_fctc_party_reporting_timeline. 
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through the Internet-based platform dedicated to reporting and exchange of information under the 
treaty, the Secretariat received input from interested Parties. In their feedback, one Party indicated that 
“the Conference of the Parties has thus far had little opportunity to consider Parties’ reports, and has 
not adopted implementation reports”. It further added that the new standardized cycle of reports will 
facilitate the review of progress in implementation of the Convention by the COP, and that the COP 
may also wish to consider a procedural mechanism to better facilitate regular review of progress, such 
as a dedicated working group or committee meeting during COP sessions. 

23. Some observers to the COP also submitted comments on the matter. They expressed their 
support for the establishment of an independent review mechanism based on experience with the 
compliance management systems of other international treaties.  

24. The Bureau of the COP, reviewing a draft of this report, also recommended further exploring 
the possibility of introducing a mechanism for peer review by the Parties of implementation reports 
submitted to the Secretariat. 

25. The Secretariat reviewed relevant mechanisms established under different United Nations 
treaties.1 Further information on these mechanisms is given in Annex 3. International practice varies, 
but some general trends can be observed. 

26. Most of the environmental treaties have established committees to review implementation 
and/or compliance with treaty requirements. For example, the United Nations Convention to Combat 
Desertification, the United Nations Framework Convention on Climate Change and the Convention on 
Biological Diversity have set up committees to consider reports received from the Parties and assist 
the respective conferences of the Parties to regularly review implementation.  

27. The Implementation and Compliance Committee of the Basel Convention2 reviews 
implementation, but at the same time, it also deals with submissions concerning compliance-related 
matters. Additionally, the Rotterdam3 and Stockholm4 Conventions operate special technical 
committees for implementation review. Furthermore, the Montreal Protocol on Substances that 
Deplete the Ozone Layer has a permanent non-compliance mechanism, which receives and considers 
reports of non-compliance.  

                                                      
1 See an analysis of such bodies at: http://www.bayefsky.com/methods/hri_mc_2005_4.pdf. 
2 Basel Convention on the Control of Transboundary Movements of Hazardous Wastes and their Disposal. 
3 Rotterdam Convention on the Prior Informed Consent Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in 

International Trade. 
4 Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic Pollutants. 
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28. Six1 of the seven core human rights treaties provide for the establishment of specialized treaty 
bodies to consider the implementation reports Parties are obliged to submit periodically. These 
committees are composed of independent experts nominated by the Parties and elected for renewable 
terms. The table in Annex 3 presents the names of the committees in question, the time lag between 
the adoption of the treaty by the United Nations General Assembly and the establishment of the 
committee, number of members and some information on their method of work (main duties 
performed, frequency of meetings, etc.).  

29. Two of the main areas of work of such committees are the review of information on treaty 
implementation provided by the Parties and the consideration of progress made internationally in the 
implementation or application of the treaty. In the case of human rights treaties, the reporting Parties 
are required to present their reports to the committee.  

30. The “constructive dialogue” approach taken by the committees emphasizes the non-judgemental 
nature of the process of consideration of the report, which is aimed at assisting the Party in advancing 
implementation of the treaty in question. The sessions are conducted according to a well-defined 
procedure.2 All treaty bodies formulate and adopt “concluding observations”, “conclusions and 
recommendations” or “concluding comments” following the consideration of the reports. The 
structural elements of such summaries include: introduction; positive aspects; principal subjects of 
concern; suggestions and recommendations. They may also include reference to factors and 
difficulties concerning treaty implementation; a request for wide dissemination of the committee’s 
report; a request for additional information; and the date by which the next party report is due. 

31. In general, the committees serving under the environmental and human rights treaties have  
10–25 members, who are independent experts with relevant expertise and recognized competence, and 
who have been nominated by the Parties and elected by the relevant conference of the 
Parties/governing bodies, for fixed, renewable terms of 2–4 years, taking into account geographical 
representation.  

32. The International Labour Standards are supported by a two-tiered supervisory system. 
Within the framework of the regular system of supervision, two bodies of the International Labour 
Office exist (the Committee of Experts on the Application of Conventions and Recommendations; and 
the International Labour Conference’s Tripartite Committee on the Application of Conventions and 
Recommendations). The second tier of supervision consists of special procedures in case of 
submission of a representation or a complaint on the application of ratified conventions, as well as 
complaints regarding the freedom of association.  

33. In summary, implementation reviews and, in some cases, compliance mechanisms seem to have 
become an organic part of an increasing number of international treaties. The governing bodies of the 
majority of them, after several years of implementation of the treaty, decided to establish such review 
and compliance committees/bodies to secure the often complex and detailed work of implementation 
review to be carried out through a transparent process within the framework of a targeted and 

                                                      
1 International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination; International Covenant on Civil 

and Political Rights; Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women; Convention against 
Torture and Other Cruel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or Punishment; Convention on the Rights of the Child; and the 
International Convention on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families. 

2 See a description of the proceedings in: Report on the working methods of the human rights treaty bodies relating to 
the state party reporting process. Note by the secretariat. International Human Rights Instruments. Document 
HRI/MC/2005/4. Available from: http://www.bayefsky.com/methods/hri_mc_2005_4.pdf (pp. 16–18). 



FCTC/COP/5/14 
 
 
 
 

 
 

8 

geographically-representative forum. The work of such committees is supported by treaty secretariats 
and governed by the decisions of the relevant governing body; the committee reports back to that 
governing body. 

ACTION BY THE CONFERENCE OF THE PARTIES 

34. The COP is invited to note the progress made in this area and provide guidance, with special 
regard to the items contained in paragraphs 4, 13–16, 21 and 33. 
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ANNEX 1 

INDICATORS PROPOSED BY WHO FOR USE IN NATIONAL SURVEYS, AND 
THEIR CORRESPONDENCE WITH QUESTIONS IN THE WHO FCTC 

REPORTING INSTRUMENT 

Indicator Definition  Correspondence with 
questions in the WHO 
FCTC reporting 
instrument 

Tobacco smoking prevalence 

Current tobacco 
smokers 

Percentage of respondents who currently 
smoke tobacco 

2.1.1 

Current daily tobacco 
smokers 

Percentage of respondents who currently 
smoke tobacco daily 

2.1.1 

Former daily tobacco 
smokers (among all 
adults) 

Percentage of respondents who are ever daily 
tobacco smokers and currently do not smoke 
tobacco 

2.1.1, former smokers, 
partial correspondence 

Former daily tobacco 
smokers (among ever 
daily smokers) 

Percentage of ever daily tobacco smokers who 
currently do not smoke tobacco 

2.1.1, former smokers, 
partial correspondence 

Age groups proposed 15–24, 25–44, 45–64, 65+ 10-year categories,  
e.g. 25–34, 35–44, etc. 

Tobacco smoking consumption 

Current [product]1 
smokers 

Percentage of respondents who currently 
smoke [product] 

2.1.1, 2.1.2 

Number of cigarettes 
smoked per day (of 
daily cigarette 
smokers) 

No definition given 2.1.1, average number of  
most-consumed smoking 
tobacco product per day 

Smokeless tobacco use 

Current smokeless 
tobacco users 

Percentage of respondents who currently use 
smokeless tobacco 

2.1.3 

Current daily 
smokeless tobacco 
users 

Percentage of respondents who currently use 
smokeless tobacco daily 

2.1.3 

                                                      
1 Manufactured cigarettes; hand-rolled cigarettes; kreteks; pipes full of tobacco; cigars, cheroots, or cigarillos; 

number of water pipe sessions; any others? 
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Indicator Definition  Correspondence with 
questions in the WHO 
FCTC reporting 
instrument 

Former daily 
smokeless tobacco 
users (among all 
adults) 

Percentage of respondents who are ever daily 
smokeless tobacco users and currently do not 
use smokeless tobacco 

2.1.3, former users, 
partial correspondence 

Former daily 
smokeless tobacco 
users (among ever 
daily users) 

Percentage of ever daily smokeless tobacco 
users who currently do not use smokeless 
tobacco 

2.1.3, former users, 
partial correspondence 

Exposure to second-hand smoke 

Exposure to second-
hand smoke at home 

Percentage of respondents who report that 
smoking occurs inside their home 

2.2.2 

Exposure to second-
hand smoke at work 

Percentage of indoor workers who were 
exposed to tobacco smoke at work in the past 
30 days 

2.2.2 

Economics 

Average cost of a pack 
of manufactured 
cigarettes (in local 
currency) 

At the last purchase. No definition given; but 
calculation of the average cost is provided. 

2.9.1, retail price of the 
three most widely sold 
brands of domestic and 
imported tobacco 
products 
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ANNEX 2 

INVENTORY OF DEFINITIONS CONTAINED IN THE WHO FCTC AND THE 
IMPLEMENTATION GUIDELINES:  

TERMS INCLUDED IN THE INVENTORY 

Definitions provided in the WHO FCTC (Article 1 (Use of terms)): “Illicit trade”; “Regional economic 
integration organization”; “Tobacco advertising and promotion”; “Tobacco control”; “Tobacco 
industry”; “Tobacco products”; “Tobacco sponsorship”. 

Definitions provided in the guidelines for implementation of Article 8: “Second-hand tobacco smoke”; 
“Smoke free air”; “Smoking”; “Public places”; “Indoor or enclosed areas”; “Workplace”; “Public 
transport”. 

Definitions provided in the guidelines for implementation of Articles 9 & 10: “Attractiveness”; 
“Contents”; “Constituents”; “Ingredients”; “Design feature”; “Emissions”; “Expanded tobacco”; 
“Reconstituted tobacco”. 

Definitions provided in the guidelines for implementation of Article 11: “Legal measures”; “Insert”; 
“Onset”. 

Definition provided in the guidelines for implementation of Article 12: “Research-based”.1 

Definitions provided in the guidelines for implementation of Article 13: “Comprehensive ban on 
tobacco advertising, promotion and sponsorship”; “Brand stretching”; “Brand sharing”. 

Definitions provided in the guidelines for implementation of Article 14: “Tobacco addiction/ 
dependence”; “Tobacco cessation”; “Promotion of tobacco cessation”; “Tobacco dependence 
treatment”; “Behavioural support”; “Brief advice”; “National treatment guidelines”; “Quitline”. 

                                                      
1 In relation to evidence and best practices. 
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ANNEX 3 

IMPLEMENTATION REVIEW PROCESS UNDER VARIOUS UNITED NATIONS TREATIES 

Treaty (year of adoption)  Committee (year of 
establishment)  

Time 
lag* 

No. of members Duties  Sessions 
per year  

Comments  

HUMAN RIGHTS TREATIES 

International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms 
of Racial Discrimination 
(1965) 

Committee on the 
Elimination of Racial 
Discrimination (1969) 

4 18 Considers reports; adopts general 
recommendations; considers individual 
communications; has early warning and 
urgent action procedure 

2 See footnote1 

Convention on the Elimination 
of All Forms of 
Discrimination 
against Women (1979) 

Committee on the 
Elimination of 
Discrimination against 
Women (1982) 

3 23 Considers reports; adopts general 
recommendations; considers individual 
communications; conducts inquiries into 
alleged violations of the treaty’s terms 

2  

Convention against Torture 
and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment (1984) 

Committee against Torture 
(1987) 

3 10 Considers reports; adopts general comments; 
considers individual communications; 
conducts inquiries into alleged violations of 
the treaty’s terms 

2  

Optional Protocol to the 
Convention against Torture 
and Other Cruel, Inhuman or 
Degrading Treatment or 
Punishment (2002) 

Subcommittee on 
Prevention of Torture 
(2007) 

5 25 Is a visiting mechanism for detention 
facilities in countries; provides confidential 
reports to the State visited 

3  

Convention on the Rights of 
the Child (1989) 

Committee on the Rights 
of the Child (1990) 

1 18 Considers reports; adopts suggestions and 
general recommendations  

3  

International Convention on the 
Protection of the Rights of All 
Migrant Workers and Members 
of Their Families (1990) 

Committee on the 
Protection of All Migrant 
Workers and Members of 
Their Families (2004) 

14 14 Considers reports; adopts general comments; 
considers individual communications  

2  

International Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights 
(1966)  

Human Rights 
Committee (1976) 

10 18 Considers reports; adopts general comments; 
considers individual communications  

3  

                                                      
* Between the adoption of the treaty and the establishment of the body (in years). 
1 There are no global progress reports on treaty implementation per se for any of the core human rights treaties; but there are annual reports on the work of the committees, which include brief 
reference to Party reports considered by the committees. 
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   Treaty (year of adoption)  Committee (year of 

establishment)  
Time 
lag* 

No. of members Duties  Sessions 
per year  

Comments  

International Covenant on 
Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights (1966) 

Committee on Economic, 
Social and Cultural Rights 
(1987) 

21 18 Carries out the monitoring mandate of the 
Economic and Social Council, under the 
International Covenant on Economic, Social 
and Cultural Rights; similar functions to the 
other treaty bodies 

2  

Convention on the Rights of 
Persons with Disabilities 
(2006) 

Committee on the Rights 
of Persons with Disabilities 
(2008) 

2 18 Considers reports; makes general 
recommendations; considers individual 
communications; conducts inquiries into 
alleged violations by Parties 

2  

International Convention for 
the Protection of All Persons 
From Enforced 
Disappearances (2006) 

Committee on Enforced 
Disappearances (2011) 

5 10 Monitors implementation of the Convention; 
considers reports and communications from 
individuals; makes suggestions and 
recommendations to Parties 

2  

ENVIRONMENTAL TREATIES 

Vienna Convention for the 
Protection of the Ozone Layer 
(1985) 

–   Parties are required to transmit information 
on measures adopted by them on 
implementation of the Convention to the 
COP; the Secretariat prepares and transmits 
reports  

  

Montreal Protocol on 
Substances that Deplete the 
Ozone Layer (1987) – 
Amended 29 June 1990 
 

Implementation Committee 
under the Non-Compliance 
Procedure for the Montreal 
Protocol (1990) 

3  Receives and considers reports of non-
compliance; addresses Parties in cases of 
alleged non-compliance; reports persistent 
patterns of non-compliance to the Meeting of 
the Parties  

2 The Montreal Protocol is 
the first environmental 
agreement to incorporate a 
set of penalties into its 
range of non-compliance 
responses  

United Nations Convention to 
Combat Desertification (1994) 

Committee for the Review 
of the Implementation of 
the Convention (CRIC) 
(2005) 

11 Open-ended Assists the COP in regularly reviewing 
implementation of the Convention; considers 
reports from Parties and from observers and 
reports to the COP 

One during 
and one 
between the 
COP 
sessions 

Secretariat prepares a 
preliminary analysis 
document for the CRIC 
based on the reports of the 
Parties 

_____________________________ 

* Between the adoption of the treaty and the establishment of the body (in years). 
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Treaty (year of adoption)  Committee (year of 
establishment)  

Time 
lag* 

No. of members Duties  Sessions 
per year  

Comments  

United Nations Framework 
Convention on Climate 
Change (1992); Kyoto 
Protocol (1997) 

It has two bodies on 
implementation review 
(serving both the 
Convention and the 
Protocol): 

 

 

The Subsidiary Body for Implementation 
supports the work of the COP/ COP serving 
as the Meeting of the Parties to the Kyoto 
Protocol through the assessment and review 
of effective implementation of the 
Convention; reviews information in national 
communications; advises the COP on 
budgetary and administrative matters; 

 

Parties submit their 
reports to the Secretariat, 
which makes them 
publicly available and also 
prepares a synthesis for a 
subsidiary body or COP, 
which reviews the reports  1. Subsidiary Body for 

Implementation1 (1995) 
3 Open-ended Meets twice 

a year  

2. Compliance Committee2 
(2006) 

14 Facilitative branch 
(10 members) and 
Enforcement 
branch (10 
members) 

Facilitative branch provides advice and 
assistance to Parties to promote compliance; 
the enforcement branch determines the 
consequences for Parties not meeting their 
commitments 

Varies 

Convention on Biological 
Diversity (1992) 

Ad hoc open ended 
working group on the 
Review of the 
Implementation of the 
Convention3 (2004) 

12 Open-ended Considers the progress in the implementation 
of the Convention; reviews the impacts and 
effectiveness of existing processes under the 
Convention; considers ways and means of 
identifying and overcoming obstacles to the 
effective implementation of the Convention  

Three 
meetings by 
the end of 
2010 

 

Cartagena Protocol on 
Biosafety to the Convention 
on Biological Diversity (2000) 

Compliance Committee 
(2004)4 

4 15 Takes measures to promote compliance: 
provides advice or assistance; makes 
recommendations to the COP-Meeting of the 
Parties regarding the provision of financial 
and technical assistance; requests non-
compliant Parties to develop a compliance 
action plan; invites a Party to submit reports; 
etc. 

2  

                                                      

* Between the adoption of the treaty and the establishment of the body (in years). 

1 See: http://unfccc.int/files/inc/graphics/image/gif/2011_bodies_large.gif; the roles of the body are described at: http://unfccc.int/bodies/body/6406.php  
2 See: http://unfccc.int/kyoto_protocol/compliance/items/3024.php 
3 See: http://www.cbd.int/wgri/ 
4 See: http://bch.cbd.int/protocol/decisions/decision.shtml?decisionID=8289 
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   Treaty (year of adoption)  Committee (year of 

establishment)  
Time 
lag* 

No. of members Duties  Sessions 
per year  

Comments  

Basel Convention on the 
Control of Transboundary 
Movements of Hazardous 
Wastes and their Disposal 
(1989)  

Implementation and 
Compliance Committee 
(2006)  
(Rotterdam Convention 
and Stockholm Convention 
do not have separate 
mechanisms) 

17 15 Assists Parties to comply with their 
obligations under the Convention; facilitates, 
promotes, monitors and aims to secure the 
implementation of and compliance with the 
obligations under the Convention; deals with 
submissions concerning compliance1 

1 Submissions can be made 
by the Party on its own 
difficulties in compliance; 
or by another Party or by 
the secretariat (based on the 
information from Party 
reports)2  

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR STANDARDS 

International Labour 
Standards 

Committee of Experts on 
the Application of 
Conventions and 
Recommendations  

 20 Examines the reports; makes observations or 
requests further information concerning 
technical content 

 The Committee elaborates 
annual reports reflecting 
on reports received and 
implementation of its 
previous observations 

International Labour 
Standards3 

The International Labour 
Conference’s Tripartite 
Committee on the 
Application of Standards 

 Tripartite  Standing committee of the Conference, made 
up of representatives of the governments, 
employers and working delegates  

Yearly,  
at the 
International 
Labour 
Conference 

The Conference 
Committee draws up 
conclusions 
recommending that 
governments take specific 
steps to remedy a problem 
or to invite ILO missions 
or technical assistance 

 

                                                      

* Between the adoption of the treaty and the establishment of the body (in years). 
1 See: http://www.basel.int/TheConvention/ImplementationComplianceCommittee/Mandate/tabid/2296/Default.aspx  
2 See: http://www.basel.int/Procedures/NationalReporting/tabid/1332/Default.aspx 
3 International labour standards have grown into a comprehensive system of instruments on work and social policy, backed by a supervisory system designed to address problems in  

their application at the national level. 
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