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WORKING GROUP III  RAPPORTEUR'S REPORT

INTEGRACIÓN:
El Grupo III analyzed the revised version of the Preliminary Reports of: Argentina, Brazil, Bolivia, Chile, Colombia, Ecuador, Paraguay, Uruguay, and Venezuela, elaborated by the Experts from:
Argentina
(Susana Chiarotti)

Bolivia

(Elena Crespo)

Brasil

(Leila Linhares)

Chile

(Luz Rioseco) 

Colombia
(Ana María Duque) 

Ecuador
(Gayne Villagómez) 

Paraguay
(Gloria Rubín) 

Uruguay
(Lilián Curbelo) 

Venezuela
(Asia Villegas)

Group III was made up of the following Experts: Asia Villegas from Venezuela, Lilian Curbelo from Uruguay, Gloria Beatriz Godoy Rubin from Paraguay, Gayne Villagomez from Ecuador, Susana Chiarotti from Argentina, Luz Rioseco from Chile, Leila Linhares Barsed from Brazil, Elena Crespo from Bolivia, who analyzed the Reports of the mentioned States, and Colombia, whose expert was absent.

First, the Experts made reference to the importance of acting independently despite having been appointed by their governments. It was reiterated that they should not adopt positions to defend the reports prepared by their Competent National Authorities (CNA). The need to add the largest possible number of sources to the governmental sources, in order to complete the Experts’ Reports, was mentioned.

The Experts agreed that after the country reports have been analyzed, they will be approved with the applicable reservations; that is to say, comments and specific recommendations made by the group should be left for inclusion at a later stage. With that in mind, the Experts would make any necessary changes once they are back in their respective countries and would send the final reports to the Secretariat in a reasonable timeframe.

The group analyzed and made specific recommendations to the reports of the following countries:

Argentina: The Expert asked for more time to restructure her Report for purposes of including elements and additional information obtained after the participation of the NGOs in the dialogue with the CEVI. The Expert explained that she had received a considerable amount of information by the Competent National Authority and that she had tried to show the progress made in her last Report. The Expert commented that she would seek to strike a balance between the information provided by the governmental source and the elements provided by the shadow report and by the interventions of the NGOs that attended the Meeting of the CEVI. The Expert suggested that it would be a good idea to follow the example of the Expert from Ecuador, who made an extensive report including all the information and also submitted an Executive Summary which contained the most important elements of the document. 

Brazil: The Expert responsible for the evaluation received a recommendation to the effect that she should structure her Report following the guidelines agreed to by the CEVI during its Second Meeting in Washington DC. Specifically, she was requested to underline the progress and the obstacles for every item of the questionnaire.

Bolivia: The Experts called the Expert's attention to the fact that the format of her Report was not appropriate, according to what had been agreed by the Committee before. In view of that, she was requested to re-draft her Report.
Chile: The Expert will summarize the executive report and move that section to the beginning of her Report. She explained that she had to include an additional chapter about the issue of “Institutionality” after analyzing the information sent by the Chilean government, as this is one of the areas where this State notes most of the progress made in the last years. She recommended including an additional item in this regard into the next questionnaire. This time, she will report the information included under that item under the issues: “Legislation, Law in Effect and National Plans” and “Access to Justice”, as appropriate. She mentioned the fact that she made use of other non-governmental sources. She pointed out that it was difficult to get information on the governmental budget in connection with all the items. The Experts considered that the structure of this Report could be taken as a model by subsequent rounds, particularly the fact that all the relevant articles of the Convention were quoted in the appropriate chapter.
Colombia: The Expert emphasized the “dejudicialization” of violence against women in the mediation and conciliation processes that have been adopted and stressed that such processes violate and go against the Convention, thus recommending that the relevant change be made as appropriate. The Expert mentioned that restorative justice becomes an impunity mechanism by enabling the State to not assume its responsibilities in accordance with the Convention.
She pointed out that there are noticeable efforts in the area of institutionality, despite the gap that still exists between public policy and reality. The Expert stated that she will include in her Report additional information provided by the Competent National Authority. The Expert emphasized that in the case of armed conflicts and displaced women, it is common for women to suffer sexual violence as an additional punishment, which is a torture mechanism that must be eradicated.
Ecuador: It was recommended to the Expert that she should make reference in the summary to the situation of displaced women as a result of armed conflicts. The Expert stressed the violence inflicted to women when they go to healthcare facilities with a situation involving pregnancy interruption.
Paraguay: The Expert highlighted that in spite of the fact that progress has been made, the State is still non-compliant with previous recommendations, for example those issued by the CEDAW; thus such recommendations are reiterated. She mentioned the problem of peasant women who move to the cities and have to live in the public parks (street situation.) The Expert stated that in Paraguay there is no legal form of abortion and thus recommends considering septic abortion as a legal possibility and assistance obligation, as a way to guarantee the right to life.
Uruguay: The Expert clarified that her Report does not include the latest information provided by the State, as it was received after the deadline had expired. She recommended broadening the legislation on abortion as a way to protect women’s lives and human rights. Emphasis was placed on the fact that violence against women is limited to the intra-family environment, and it was thus recommended that this issue be expanded in accordance with the Convention. It was recommended that feticide be included in the criminal code as immediately as possible. 
Venezuela: The Report was not approved as it did not comply with the expected results. Considering that the Expert was not present at the meeting, she will be informed of the decision and she will be requested to send the relevant changes in a fifteen-day term. Should the changes not be forwarded in time, the Report of such country will not be published as it will not be possible to submit it to consideration by the Conference of States Parties.
During the analysis of the Reports, the group made General Recommendations:
· Have a more inclusive questionnaire for the next Evaluation Round, to consider, among others, information related to women that are discriminated against on the basis of their sexual orientation, indigenous women, women from aboriginal peoples, African descendants, migrant and displaced women, female sexual workers, imprisoned women, etc.
· Issue specific recommendations to the federal States for purposes of clearly reporting on the progress made in the large urban centres or country capitals, on the one hand, and the obstacles found in the remote regions or municipalities, on the other hand. A considerable gap is generally noted between these advances and the reality in the rest of the country. Suggestions were made to the effect of emphasizing the importance of having legislative initiatives that stem from community work.
· Conduct National Surveys about violence against women, with the information broken down by gender, ethnicity and pluricultures, which would allow making visible life cycles, minorities, communities and peoples. In the event of lack of the resources necessary for that purpose, the suggestion would be that national censuses included questions related to the issue of violence.
· Request that the States disseminate each country Report.
· Include the issue of access to rights, such as health, work, etc. in the coming questionnaires, as well as the topic of obstetric violence and restrictive laws that punish abortion. State that the denial of abortion is a form of violence against women according to the Convention of Belém do Pará.
· For those countries that have indigenous peoples, it is recommended that access to justice be guaranteed, always respecting the uses and customs of the communities, provided they do not pose a threat to human rights and the life or dignity of women. In this regard, the importance of taking into account community law practices was mentioned.
· Recommend to the States Parties that they review their respective laws on abortion, taking into account that it is a form of violence against women, together with the high indices of death of women caused by abortion.
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