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INTRODUCTION

This toolkit offers a step-by-step guide to young advocates, 
activists, volunteers, and drivers of change to help them plan, 
implement or improve advocacy initiatives to localise and fully 
implement the outcomes of United Nations’ international human 
rights monitoring and development review mechanisms to 
improve young people’s sexual and reproductive health and rights. 

This toolkit complements the existing advocacy toolkits and fact 
sheets prepared by Right Here Right Now (RHRN) and uses a RHRN 
approach and perspective on youth-led advocacy and building 
linkages between national, regional and global advocacy.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF UNIVERSAL PERIODIC REVIEW (UPR) 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND TREATY MONITORING BODIES’ 
CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS 
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1.1.2. CASE STUDY: 
BEST PRACTICES FROM 
RHRN 

Senegal’s advocacy before and during 
the UPROn the 5th of November 2018, 
Senegal was up for its third Universal 
Periodic Review (UPR) under the 
Human Rights Council. 

For the Right Here, Right Now (RHRN)
strategic partnership, the review of 
Senegal offered a key opportunity: 
it was a chance to share issues
affecting the realisation of sexual 
and reproductive health and rights 
(SRHR) of youth and to engage in 
a constructive dialogue on how 
to improve these.
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This chapter aims to serve as a guide for young advocates engaging 
in advocacy at country level to implement the recommendations 
presented to their government during the Universal Periodic Review 
(UPR) and Treaty Monitoring Body (TMB) review. 

1.1. Universal Periodic Review (UPR)
1.1.1. What is the UPR?

UPR is a unique international human rights accountability mechanism that allows all UN member states to review 
the human rights record through a peer-review process every 4.5 years. It highlights the progress on the fulfillment 
of human rights commitments of each UN Member State1, and allows Recommending States² to make 
recommendations to the State under Review (SuR)³ to improve its human rights situation. 

After the review, SuR is expected to share which recommendations received their support. SuR makes a political 
commitment to implement the recommendations that enjoy their support (i.e. are “accepted” by them) at national 
level and report back on the progress made. However, reporting back on the implementation status of each 
recommendation is optional. The success of the UPR primarily depends on the effective implementation of the 
recommendations, with an ultimate aim to improve the human rights situation in the SuR. Therefore, a follow-up at 
national level and lobby and advocacy with government decision-makers to fully and effectively implement the UPR 
recommendations is critical. 

1.1.2.1.	 Advocacy	during	different	stages	of	the	UPR

¹ There are 193 UN member states. Every UN Member State goes through the UPR process as a State under Review (SuR), and has the option to also engage as a Recommending State during 

other reviews. For a full list of terminologies, please see this helpful Glossary prepared by UPR-Info: https://www.upr-info.org/en/glossary

2 A Recommending State is either a United Nations Member or Observer State that takes the floor during a review of a specific State to ask questions, make comments, and most importantly 

make recommendations for the improvement of human rights standards in the SuR. 

More information about the role of Recommending State is available here: https://www.upr-info.org/en/how-to/recommending-state

³A SuR is a UN member State that is having its human rights record reviewed at the UPR Working Group Session. 

⁴ Reporting deadlines can be viewed at OHCHR’s UPR website: https://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/NgosNhris.aspx

THREE REFERENCE DOCUMENTS ARE CONSIDERED FOR THE UPR
1) SuR’s report; 
2) a compilation of information submitted by UN agencies operating in SuR; 
3) a compilation of information submitted by other stakeholders, including civil society organisations (CSOs). 

These reference documents are submitted to the Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 
(OHCHR) three to five months prior to the UPR⁴.  
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As a next step, the platform held meetings with the OHCHR country office to share recommendations, and to 
identify strategies to monitor the state’s accountability. Next to this, the platform met with the Human Rights 
Director of the Ministry of Justice to share its advocacy priorities. Furthermore, the platform was among a number  
of civil society organisations/ networks which were given an opportunity to present their analysis and  
recommendations to a group of foreign embassies (including the EU, Canada, Italy and the Netherlands) during a 
meeting organised by the French Embassy in Dakar focusing on justice and human rights. 

In the same month, six weeks before the actual UPR review in Geneva, advocacy was also undertaken in Geneva 
by platform members and a representative of Rutgers, through close collaboration with SRI and IPPF and others 
in Geneva. On behalf of the platform, a young advocates from RHRN Senegal, presented the core information and 
recommendations at the pre-session held by UPR Info to an audience consisting of representatives of permanent 
missions, the Senegalese Government, and Senegalese and international civil society organisations. At the same 
time, several bilateral meetings were held with representatives of permanent missions in Geneva that were expected 
to be willing to make SRHR-related recommendations to Senegal during its review.

Finally, a joint statement from the platform, SRI, and Rutgers was read during the Human Rights Council session in 
which Senegal’s UPR report was adopted⁵. 

 ⁵ The report of this UPR review can be accessed online: UN General Assembly (24-12-2018), Report of the Working Group on the Universal Periodic Review. Senegal.  

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/SNindex.aspx

PREPARE AND 
SUBMIT THE CSO 
STAKEHOLDER REPORT 
(usually required 3-5 months 
before the UPR session)

HOLD LOBBYING 
MEETINGS WITH 
EMBASSIES OF 
RECOMMENDING 
STATES IN THE COUNTRY 
(3-4 weeks before the UPR session) 

PARTICIPATE IN UPR 
PRE-SESSION HELD 
BY UPR INFO AND HOLD 
LOBBY MEETINGS 
WITH MISSIONS OF 
RECOMMENDING  
STATES IN GENEVA 
(3-4 weeks before the UPR session) 

START
FINISH

1.1.2.1.	 Advocacy	during	different	stages	of	the	UPR	

High Commissioner for Human Rights (OHCHR) in March 2018. The report outlined that, although the Senegalese 
government has ratified international and regional conventions and has taken steps towards meeting its 
commitments, considerable shortcomings still remain in the realisation of the SRHR of young people, including their 
access to sexual and reproductive health services, information and education, high maternal mortality rates due to 
unsafe abortions, and discrimination, abuse and gender-based violence.
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1.1.3. What can national advocates do after the UPR?
1.1.3.1. Lobby the SuR to accept recommendations

The UPR outcome report is released on the OHCHR website a few days after the UPR session. The State under 
Review (SuR) formally adopts the outcome report at the subsequent Human Rights Council’s (HRC) regular 
session where it also shares its decision on the recommendations. Various factors, such as political will, drive SuR’s 
decisions regarding acceptance of certain recommendations. Often recommendations on sexual and reproductive 
health and rights and the human rights of LGBTI people tend to get less favourable response from the SuR. 
Advocates should, therefore, lobby the decision-makers in the government (for example, ministry of foreign affairs 
or ministry of human rights) to accept a maximum number of recommendations.

This can be done through direct lobbying, or by putting political pressure on government decision-makers through 
external influencers such as the media and missions of the Recommending States. See some strategies below for 
inspiration: 
 » Lobby the government directly by holding meetings with decision-makers, or through a public petition,  

 or by writing a public statement;
 » Collaborate with the national human rights institutions (NHRIs), such as the national human rights  

 commission, to lobby the government;
 » Engage media to raise awareness about the proceedings of the UPR and call on decision-makers in the  

 government to accept the recommendations;
 » Work directly with the diplomatic missions of the Recommending State to call on the SuR to accept the  

 recommendations. You can do so by holding meetings with the missions in your country, or by writing  
 a petition to the missions in your country.

WHERE CAN UPR OUTCOMES BE FOUND? 
• Recommendations made to the SuR can be found in the UPR Working Group report issued after the UPR and   
 any addendums to this report.
• Written responses and oral comments made by the SuR about the recommendations received can be found   
  in the Addendum to the UPR Working Group report and in the Report of the HRC session, in which    
 the UPR Working Group report of the State reviewed was adopted.
• Voluntary commitments made by SuR can be found in several places: the national UPR report; the UPR 
 Working Group report; any addendums to this report; and in the initial and concluding statements the State   
 made during the HRC plenary session, in which its UPR Working Group report was adopted.

ALL OF THE ABOVE DOCUMENTS CAN BE FOUND AT:
http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/UPR/Pages/Documentation.aspx and at: http://www.upr-info.org

1.1.3.2. Publicise the outcomes of the UPR

Advocacy at country level is often done in collaboration with a diverse range of stakeholders and political 
influencers such as the media, general public, NHRIs, etc. However, often, these stakeholders have little 
understanding and awareness of international human rights accountability processes such as the UPR. 
Furthermore, once the UPR report is adopted, decision-makers in many governments often become silent about 
follow-up at country level and put little effort to publicise the proceedings of the UPR among parliamentarians and 
relevant ministries. 

A critical follow-up step for advocates and civil society actors is to bring the discussions taking place in Geneva 
back home to country level to raise awareness about the proceedings and outcome of the UPR among key 
stakeholders including decision-makers in the government, NHRIs, UN agencies, civil society, media, and the larger 
public. There are many ways to publicise the outcomes of the UPR, and it can be done while the session is taking 
place, or at a later stage once the decision on the outcome of the review is formally adopted by the SuR at the HRC 
session. Please refer to Tool 1 (pag. 23) for helpful tips and strategies to raise awareness among various stakeholders 
about the UPR outcomes. 
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1.1.3.3. Lobby stakeholders to implement the UPR recommendations

A critical follow-up step after the UPR session is to hold dialogue and lobbying meetings with government 
decision-makers to discuss the government's plan to implement the UPR recommendations and to put together 
a coordination mechanism to develop the implementation plan and to monitor and evaluate the implementation 
status of UPR recommendations. Depending on the resources and capacities of national advocates, a range of 
interventions can be implemented to lobby decision-makers to develop and operationalise an implementation plan 
for UPR recommendations and to ensure regular monitoring, evaluation and review of the implementation plan. ⁶ 
Please refer (pag.27) to Tool 2 for tips on follow-up lobbying activities. 

1.1.3.4. Submit mid-term report on the implementation status of UPR recommendations

Two years after its UPR, the SuR is expected to submit a mid-term report on its UPR recommendations 
implementation status. ‘Other Stakeholders’, including CSOs, are also encouraged to submit similar reports. 
A mid-term report should take stock of the implementation status of accepted recommendations to-date, assess 
the effectiveness and outreach of undertaken activities, and present recommendations to address challenges and 
gaps in the implementation. Unlike Stakeholder submissions for the UPR, there are very few technical requirements 
for the Mid-term reports. For example, there is no word limit and no specific format. Many CSOs have submitted 
tables that detail, for each recommendation, the measures taken by the SuR and whether or not they consider the 
recommendation to be fully implemented. The table often also includes CSO recommendations for the obstacles

⁶ See the case study of Kenyan CSOs lobbying efforts to push their government to develop UPR Implementation Matrix in this report developed by UPR Info (pp13-14): 

https://www.upr-info.org/sites/default/files/general-document/pdf/2016_the_butterfly_effect.pdf

⁷ See more details here: https://www.upr-info.org/sites/default/files/general-document/pdf/upr_info_cso_compendium_en.pdf

⁸ For example, see this mid-term report developed by the Kenya UPR Stakeholders’ Coalition for the 2nd Cycle:

https://www.khrc.or.ke/civic-space-publications/192-kenya-s-2nd-cycle-universal-periodic-review-mid-term-report/file.html

⁹ See, for example, the mid-term report prepared by RHRN Nepal: <please add the link to the attached file>

WANT TO LEARN MORE ABOUT UPR? REFER TO THESE ADDITIONAL RESOURCES 
1. UPR Info. (2017). The Civil Society Compendium: A comprehensive guide for Civil Society Organisations engaging 
in the Universal Periodic Review. Available at: https://www.upr-info.org/sites/default/files/general-document/pdf/
upr_info_cso_compendium_en.pdf
2. UPR Info. (2018). UPR Mid-term reporting: Optimising Sustainable Implementation, Good practices for UPR stake-
holders. Available at: https://www.upr-info.org/sites/default/files/general-document/pdf/upr_midterm_report_
web_v1_high.pdf

and challenges. Usually, implementation is categorised into three levels: fully, partially, and not implemented. 
Some mid-term reports favour using a ‘traffic light’ system, to effectively display the rate of implementation of 
recommendations, and assessing recommendations thematically. ⁷ Others use indicators which determine the 
progress on a certain recommendation.⁸ It is important to keep the report simple and not burden it with too much 
text.⁹  

Depending on the resources available and capacities, national advocates can hold a multi-stakeholder consultation 
with government decision-makers, parliamentarians, UN agencies, NHRI, media, and the general public to take stock 
of implementation status collectively and to engage in a dialogue with the government on gaps and challenges 
related to UPR recommendation implementation. National advocates can also reach out to UN agencies and 
reviewing states to seek technical and funding support to implement mid-term reporting interventions. You should 
also lobby NHRIs and the relevant ministries to submit a State mid-term report. 

1.1.3.5. Participate in the next UPR

Finally, it is important for CSOs and national advocates to participate in the next UPR by submitting a stakeholder 
submission and engaging in advocacy at national level and/or in Geneva. During the next UPR, reiterate past 
recommendations or commitments that were not implemented to ensure accountability of the government.
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1.2.2. Case Study: Best practices from RHRN Nepal’s advocacy before and during CEDAW review
On 23rd of October 2018, Nepal was up for its 5th cycle of review by the CEDAW Committee, which presented a 
critical opportunity for State’s accountability vis-a-vis the human rights of women and girls. RHRN Nepal harnessed 
this opportunity by reporting on the implementation status of Article 12, Right to Health, in Nepal with a focus on 
access to safe abortion, public health budgeting and access to comprehensive sexuality education. 

1.2. Treaty Monitoring Body (TMB) Review
1.2.1. What is a Treaty Monitoring Body?

 » A treaty is an international legal instrument that imposes binding legal obligations upon a State who  
 is a party to that Treaty. States must ratify the Treaty to become a party of it. 
 » Once the State ratifies a treaty, it must ensure that domestic legislation is in conformity with the provisions  

 of the treaty. For example, the Convention Against Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination Against Women  
 (CEDAW) requires all State parties to put an end to the practice of child, early and forced marriages by   
 enacting new laws or by revising existing laws. It also requires State parties to put in place necessary policy,  
 programmatic, and administrative measures to ensure laws against child, early and forced marriages are  
 being fully and effectively implemented. 
 » State parties are required to report to Treaty Monitoring Bodies periodically (usually every 5 years)¹⁰ on the  

 progress of improving their domestic laws  to ensure conformity to the treaty.
 » Treaty Monitoring Bodies (TMBs), also known as Treaty Bodies, are bodies of experts that monitor state  

 compliance with a particular Treaty. Each TMB comprises of independent experts elected by states.  
 There are nine core treaties and ten treaty monitoring bodies.
 » Treaty bodies play a very important role in the monitoring of localisation of treaties and to hold States  

 accountable for their non-action. CSOs can play an important role by submitting shadow reports to treaty  
 bodies highlighting the gaps in a State’s efforts to localise the treaty and to improve the human rights  
 situation in the country. 
 » Treaty bodies issue Concluding Observations (CO) and Recommendations  to the State at the end of each  

 review,  which are important tools for continuing advocacy with government decision-makers to fully and  
 effectively implement the treaty provisions to improve the human rights situation in the country. 

¹⁰ A calendar of TMB review sessions for all State parties can be found here: https://tbinternet.ohchr.org/_layouts/15/TreatyBodyExternal/SessionsList.aspx

1.2.2.1. Bringing community voices to the fore

Beyond Beijing Committee (BBC), one of the platform members led the shadow report drafting process and held 
consultations in all provinces to collect primary data from the community, health workers, and local CSOs. These 
consultations provided critical insights about the status of access to sexual and reproductive health for women
 and young girls in remote and rural areas and informed and enriched the analysis of the issues addressed in the 
shadow report . The report also presented key questions and recommendations to the CEDAW committee for the 
State review. 

1.2.2.2. Coordination with local CSOs in Kathmandu and Geneva

RHRN Nepal platform members also participated in national CSO consultations and press briefings held by the Nepal 
NGO Coordination Committee for CEDAW prior to the CEDAW review and shared analysis and recommendations from 
their shadow report. BBC also prepared a 2-page advocacy brief that outlined summary of findings and key 
recommendations from the shadow report and shared it with media representatives who attended the consultation 
and press briefing. Advocates from RHRN Nepal platform also actively participated in the CSO coordination meetings 
hosted by IWRAW-Asia Pacific in Geneva. These coordination meetings provided an important opportunity to 
Nepalese CSOs to strategise their interventions during the informal NGO briefing with the CEDAW Committee. 

1.2.2.3. Advocacy prior to the CEDAW review

Few days before every CEDAW State review, CSOs from the State under Review are invited to a lunch briefing with 
the Committee members and an informal NGO briefing for dialogue and information sharing  with the Committee 
members. These meetings provide CSOs with an opportunity to present their analysis and the questions and 
recommendations that they would like the Committee to raise during the State review. 

1

17 18
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A young advocate from RHRN Nepal presented key recommendations and findings through an oral statement during 
the NGO briefing. RHRN Nepal platform members also held a individual meeting with the CEDAW Committee focal 
point for Article 12 and the rapporteur for Nepal’s CEDAW review, ¹¹ and presented a printed copy of the advocacy 
brief to her during the informal lunch briefing. 

1.2.2.4. Publicising the CEDAW review

During the State review of Nepal, RHRN Nepal platform members, together with ARROW, IWRAW-Asia Pacific and 
Musawah, ran a social media campaign¹² to share the proceedings of the state review, including the questions asked 
by the CEDAW Committee members and State’s response. Further, ARROW contributed an editorial in one of the 
local English newspapers summarising the proceedings of the review session with an aim to generate 
awareness about the review among the larger public and to amplify CEDAW Committee’s calls to fulfill State 
commitments towards women and girls’ sexual and reproductive health and rights.¹³  

 ¹¹  EDAW Committee announces the rapporteur, one of the Committee members, and thematic focal points for each of the CEDAW articles a week before the session starts. 

The thematic focal points are responsible to present questions and recommendations to state for their respective articles during the review. 

 ¹² https://twitter.com/ARROW_Women/status/1054749415741775872 

 ¹³  http://kathmandupost.ekantipur.com/news/2018-10-24/time-to-act-20181024084633.html

PREPARE AND 
SUBMIT THE CSO 
SHADOW REPORT 
(usually required 3 
weeks before the TMB 
review session)

PARTICIPATE 
IN THE NGO 
COORDINATION 
MEETINGS 
at country level 
and in Geneva

PARTICIPATE
IN THE LUNCH 
MEETING AND 
NGO BRIEFING 
with the TMB members 
in Geneva prior to 
the review 

PUBLICISE THE 
PROCEEDINGS 
OF THE REVIEW

START
FINISH

1
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1.2.3. What can national advocates do after the TMB review?
1.2.3.1. Publicise the outcomes of Treaty Monitoring Body Concluding Observations and Recommendations

Advocacy at the country level is often done in collaboration with a diverse range of stakeholders and political 
influencers such as the media, general public, NHRIs, etc. However, often, these stakeholders have little 
understanding and awareness of international human rights accountability processes such as the TMB review. 
Furthermore, decision-makers in many governments often become silent about follow-up at country level after the 
review and put little effort to publicise the proceedings of the TMB review and Concluding Observations (COs) and 
recommendations among parliamentarians and relevant ministries. Therefore, a critical follow-up step for advocates 
is to bring the discussions taking place in Geneva to the country level by raising awareness about the proceedings 
and outcome of the Treaty Monitoring Body review e.g. the Concluding Observations and recommendations among 
key stakeholders including decision-makers in the government, NHRIs, UN agencies, civil society, and the larger 
public. Please refer to tool 1 for tips and strategies to raise awareness among various stakeholders about TMB review 
outcomes. 

1.2.3.2. Lobby decision-makers to implement TMB recommendations

The Concluding Observations presented by the treaty bodies during State party review usually address key gaps in 
the legislative, policy, and programmatic framework. In the recommendations, treaty bodies offer key action points 
to the State party to improve and implement in order to ensure fulfillment of its international human rights commit-
ments.  How does the government plan to implement these recommendations and monitor and evaluate the imple-
mentation status? A critical follow-up step after the TMB review session is to hold dialogue and lobbying meetings 
with government decision-makers to ensure government decision-makers put together an implementation plan and 
coordinate with existing mechanisms, such as the National Commission on Women, to ensure effective monitoring 
and evaluation of the implementation status. Depending on the resources and capacities of national advocates, a 
range of interventions can be implemented to lobby decision-makers to develop an implementation plan for TMB 
recommendations and to ensure implementation and monitoring is being done in a coordinated and regular manner. 
Please refer to tool 2 for tips on possible follow-up lobbying activities. 

1.2.3.3. Monitoring of implementation status of TMB recommendations

Regular monitoring of implementation status of TMB recommendations is very critical. Monitoring can take place 
through a range of interventions, depending on the resources and capacities of national advocates. Please refer 
to tool 2 for tips on possible monitoring activities. Advocates should actively engage the National Commissions on 

EACH MEMBER STATES’ PROFILE PAGE CAN BE ACCESSED HERE 
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Countries/Pages/HumanRightsintheWorld.aspx

Women in their monitoring interventions as these Commissions are 
mandated to hold States accountable vis-a-vis the implementation of their 
international human rights commitments at national level. In addition, 
national advocates can incorporate the monitoring of implementation status 
of TMB recommendations in their engagement with other Human Rights 
mechanisms, such as written submissions to Special Rapporteurs and other 
Special Mechanisms of the HRC. For example, Special Rapporteurs request 
for CSO inputs prior to a country visit, which provides a great opportunity 
to advocates to highlight the human rights situation in the country and the 
implementation status of treaty bodies’ recommendations. 

1.2.3.4. Prepare for the next TMB review

Finally, it is important for advocates to participate in the next TMB review by 
submitting a shadow report, engaging in advocacy with TMB members in 
Geneva, and generating awareness about the TMB review process and State 
report. During the next TMB review, reiterate past recommendations or 
commitments that were not implemented. WHERE CAN TMB CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS BE FOUND? 

 » State reports can be found in the “reporting status” section of the respective state’s page on   
 OHCHR website. 
 » The most recent TMB Concluding Observations can be found on the respective state’s profile page  

 on OHCHR website. TMB recommendations are included in the Concluding Observations  
 documents. 

IMPORTANT
TMB reviews are only 
scheduled once the State 
party submits its report. 
Though State parties are 
mandated to submit their 
reports for the review every 
five years, often these 
timelines are not followed 
by State parties, leading to 
significant delays in their 
regular reviews. 

It is important for national 
advocates to lobby relevant 
ministries to ensure timely 
submission of State party 
reports. 

DO YOU WANT TO LEARN MORE ABOUT TREATY BODIES? 
YOU CAN REFER TO THESE ADDITIONAL RESOURCES
1. OHCHR. (2017).REPORTING TO THE UNITED NATIONS HUMAN RIGHTS TREATY BODIES TRAINING GUIDE. 
Available at: https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/PTS20_HRTB_Training_Guide_PartI.pdf
2. 0HCHR’s website on tools for engagement with the TMBs:  
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/Pages/tb-documentation-tools.aspx
3.IWRAW-AP’s guidelines for NGOs for engagements with the TMBs: https://cedaw.iwraw-ap.org/for-ngos/
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Useful opportunity to raise awareness about the TMB review/
UPR outcomes among CSOs and UN agencies and to 
strategise on advocacy actions for implementation of 
recommendations 

Some costs are attached to it

Develop advocacy briefs to: 
1) generate awareness among key stakeholders on TMB 
review and Concluding Observations/UPR outcomes and 
State’s decision on the recommendation 
2) Share key recommendations to implement the 
recommendations.
You can strengthen your policy advocacy briefs by including ref-
erences to relevant UPR/TMB recommendations. See this example 
from RHRNPakistan. (brief is attached with the email note)  

 » Generate awareness among key stakeholders about  
 UPR recommendations and state’s decision on UPR  
 outcomes/TMB review and concluding observations
 » Share important actions that governments can take to  

 implement the UPR/TMB recommendations
 » Advocacy briefs can be used as complementary  

 resources for any interventions to lobby government  
 to implementUPR/TMB recommendations

Some costs are attached to it

Outreach would be limited to people 
who have access to internet and social 
media

23 24

1.3.  TOOL 1: HOW TO PUBLICISE UPR/TMB REVIEW OUTCOMES?                  TIPS AND BEST PRACTICES

¹⁴Example: Justice Project Pakistan, an advocacy group that represents the most vulnerable Pakistani prisoners facing the harshest punishments, hosted a panel discussion with the students of a local college in Lahore on women’s rights in the country. The panel discussion was followed by a live stream of the CEDAW review of Pakistan. 

Screenshots and images can be taken from here: https://twitter.com/JusticeProject_/status/1227458221767614464

POSSIBLE ACTIONS TARGET STAKEHOLDERS PROS CONS

Host a webinar or a workshop and stream the 
proceedings from UN Web TV
to generate awareness about the proceedings of the UPR/
TMB review among general public and CSOs¹⁴

Host a consultative meeting with CSOs/UN agencies to 
share proceedings of the TMB review session and UPR 
and decisions of SuR on the outcome of these reviews. 
The consultative meeting can also provide an opportunity 
for strategising about lobbying your government to 
implement the recommendations

Host a press conference, or release a written press 
release 

Implement a social media campaign to raise 
awareness about the UPR outcomes and State’s 
decisions on the recommendations/ about TMB review 
and Concluding Observations

General Public, CSOs Useful opportunity to raise awareness about the mechanisms 
and proceedings of the TMB review session and UPR session 
before the draft outcome report and Concluding Observations 
are made available online

Live broadcasts and webinars require 
good internet connection and could limit 
the outreach to individuals who may not 
have access to the internet.  

CSOs and/or UN agencies

Journalists, media representatives  » Useful opportunity to raise awareness about  
 international human rights accountability  
 mechanisms among journalists and media  
 representatives. 
 » Opportunity to build/strengthen connections with  

 journalists and sensitise them about State’s human   
 rights commitments
 » Opportunity to strategize with media representatives   

 and journalists to lobby decision-makers in the  
 government to fulfill their human rights commitments  
 by implementing the UPR/TMB recommendations

 » Some costs are attached to it
 » Limited understanding among  

 journalists and media represen 
 tatives about the UPR/TMB 
 process could lead to  
 misreporting

General Public and/or CSOs  » Useful opportunity to raise awareness about the  
 mechanism and proceedings of the TMB review/UPR  
 session before the concluding observations/draft  
 outcome report are made available online
 » Live-tweeting could capture statements and  

 arguments from recommending parties or state,  
 for later use

Decision-makers in the 
governments, parliamentarians,  
NHRIs, UN agencies, CSOs
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 ¹⁵ Do you want to learn what advocacy and lobbying means and what does it look like? Please refer to this helpful toolkit prepared by IPPF for young advocates: 

https://www.ippf.org/resource/want-change-world-heres-how-young-people-advocates

  ¹⁶It is important to develop your own follow-up trajectory with milestones to maintain a balance and momentum b/w lobbying and monitoring activities. 
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1.4. TOOL 2: HOW TO LOBBY¹⁵ DECISION MAKERS TO IMPLEMENT 
UPR RECOMMENDATIONS/TMB CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS?               

POSSIBLE ACTIONS¹⁶ TARGET STAKEHOLDERS PROS CONS

Hold individual meetings to lobby decision-makers 
to develop an implementation plan for UPR/TMB 
recommendations and to establish a mechanism to 
monitor progress on the implementation status.

Government decision-makers; 
relevant ministries

 » Some costs are attached to it
 » Political backlash may happen. 

Before engaging with these stakehold-
ers, assess whether you have, or can 
safely establish, working relationships 
with them and clearly understand their 
political role and positions on different 
issues and themes.

 » Offers advocates an opportunity to hold regular dialogues  
 with decision-makers in government and hold them  
 accountable on their political commitments to implement  
 the recommendations
 » A formal mechanism would ensure coordinated and  

 regular  monitoring of UPR/TMB recommendation  
 implementation status at country level. It would also  
 provide CSOs an opportunity to engage in monitoring   
 efforts more meaningfully and effectively. 

Hold individual meetings with parliamentarians 
to create awareness about UPR/TMB 
recommendations, to lobby them to call 
respective ministries to develop implementation 
plans, to lobby them to actively monitor the 
progress of the implementation status.

Parliamentarians  » It would be an important opportunity to raise awareness  
 about the process and government’s political  
 commitments to UPR/TMB recommendation among key  
 stakeholders like parliamentarians
 » Parliamentarians play an important role in domestic  

 accountability processes and engaging them in local  
 monitoring mechanisms around UPR/TMB  
 recommendations will ensure sustainability of these  
 mechanisms

 » Some costs are attached to it
 » Political backlash may  

happen. Before engaging with these 
stakeholders, assess whether you 
have, or can safely establish, working 
relationships with them and clearly 
understand their political role and 
positions on different issues/themes

Collaborate with NHRIs to lobby government 
makers and decision makers amplify calls for an 
implementation plan for UPR/TMB recommendations. 
You can also collaborate with the NHRIs to establish 
monitoring mechanisms to track progress on UPR/TMB 
recommendation implementation.

National human rights institutions (such 
as National Commissions on the Status of 
Women, National Human Rights Commis-
sions, etc)

NHRIs are mandated to monitor and advise government 
decisionmakers to improve the human rights situation in the 
country. Engaging them in monitoring efforts will ensure sustained 
local monitoring of UPR/TMB recommendation implementation 

Some costs are attached to it

Hold multi-stakeholder public meetings with 
government decision-makers, parliamentarians, 
UN agencies, media, and the general public to lobby 
for implementation framework for UPR/TMB 
recommendations. 
Similar multi-stakeholder public meetings can be held to 
monitor the implementation status of UPR/TMB 
recommendations.

Government decision-makers; UN agencies 
such as UNDP/UNFPA/UN Women, OHCHR 
country offices; parliamentarians; 
media representatives; general public

Multi-stakeholder dialogues and consultation provide an important 
opportunity to bring different stakeholders on the same table and 
to collectively take stock of the human rights situation and gaps, 
and to strategise on addressing the challenges. 

 » Some costs are attached to it
 » Political backlash may  

happen. Before engaging with these 
stakeholders, assess whether you 
have, or can safely establish, working 
relationships with them and clearly 
understand their political role and 
positions on different issues and 
themes
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Limited outreach due to connectivity 
issues and access to social media

 » Some costs are attached to it
 » Political backlash may hap-

pen. Before engaging with these 
stakeholders, assess whether you 
have, or can safely establish, working 
relationships with them and clearly 
understand their political relation-
ships with your government and their 
current development investment in 
your country. 
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1.4. TOOL 2: HOW TO LOBBY¹⁵ DECISION MAKERS TO IMPLEMENT 
UPR RECOMMENDATIONS/TMB CONCLUDING OBSERVATIONS?               

POSSIBLE ACTIONS TARGET STAKEHOLDERS PROS CONS

Lobby reviewing member states to call 
decision-makers in the SuR to share implementation 
status of their respective UPR recommendations. 
You can also lobby reviewing member states to extend 
technical and financial resources to SuR to support the 
implementation of UPR recommendations. 

Embassies/diplomats of reviewing 
member states in your country

Dialogues by political peers can be useful to put political pressure 
on States and encourage bi-lateral cooperation, including 
technical and financial support 

Hold public campaigns to call on government 
decision-makers to develop an implementation 
plan, to raise awareness about government’s
implementation plans among the general public, 
and to monitor the implementation status of UPR/
TMB recommendations. You can also run media 
(including social media) campaigns to celebrate a 
specific day, such as Human Rights Day, to generate 
awareness about the recommendations, state’s human 
rights commitments, and implementation status. 

General public; decision-makers in the 
government

 » Useful opportunity to raise awareness about State’s 
 human rights commitments and about human rights  
 accountability mechanisms 
 » Gives an opportunity to larger public to effectively   

 participate in human rights accountability of the State
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LOCALISATION OF THE 2030 AGENDA FOR SUSTAINABLE 
DEVELOPMENT AND THE ROLE OF YOUNG ADVOCATES
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This chapter aims to serve as a guide for young advocates 
engaging in advocacy at country level to localise the 2030 
Agenda for Sustainable development and to ensure its effective 
implementation. 

2.1. What does localisation mean?
In 2015, UN member states¹⁷ adopted the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development Goals, that consists of 17 goals 
and 169 targets that the member states aim to achieve by 2030. The goals address a range of priority issues in the 
social, economical and environmental domains, including poverty, food security, education, health, gender equality, 
sustainable urban development, climate protection and protection of natural resources including oceans and marine 
resources, peace and conflict, and equality within and across societies. 

Localisation of the 2030 Agenda is a prerequisite for full and meaningful implementation of the SDGs. Localisation 
here means developing SDGs implementation strategy, local targets, and monitoring indicators according to the 
national and sub-national contexts.¹⁸ The SDGs implementation strategy would inform and influence the local policy 
and programmatic framework whereas the local targets and monitoring indicators would provide a framework for the 
monitoring, evaluation and review processes of the SDGs implementation at country level.¹⁹ 
 
Once the national and sub-national SDGs implementation strategy, local targets and monitoring indicators are 
developed, regular review and monitoring of the implementation of SDGs should take place. Member states are 
required to ensure that monitoring at national and local level takes place in a structured, regular and timely manner, 
and to engage different stakeholders including civil society in these monitoring processes in a meaningful manner. 
In addition to monitoring at national and sub-national levels, member states are required to share the SDGs 
implementation status and gaps and challenges at the Regional Fora for Sustainable Development, and at the 
High-level Political Forum on Sustainable Development (HLPF) through voluntary national review (VNR).

¹⁷ See the definition and list of current UN member states in the earlier sections. 

¹⁸ Many member states (for example, Indonesia, Nepal, Pakistan) have a federal and decentralised political system combining central/federal government with sub-national/regional 

government at provincial/state level. The sub-national governments in federal and decentralised political systems are autonomous and develop their own set of policies and programmes and 

hence localisation of SDGs at sub-national level is equally important in these contexts. 

 ¹⁹ For example, see the framework developed by Pakistan for the localisation of SDG 3: http://phkh.nhsrc.pk/sites/default/files/2019-07/SDG%203%20Localization%20Report%20Pakistan%20

2018.pdf

2.2. Advocacy and capacity building at national level for localisation of the SDGs

2.2.1. Ensure governments engage civil society meaningfully during SDG implementation strategy development process

Different member states are at different stages of localisation of the SDGs. Collaboration with stakeholders,
including civil society, is critical as member states set out to develop  strategies for implementation, monitoring 
and review of the SDGs at national level. It is critical for civil society to demand that national and subnational 
government decision-makers engage them in a meaningful and effective manner in the process of designing 
these frameworks and during the monitoring and review of their SDGs implementation strategies. This can be 
achieved through various lobbying interventions outlined in tool 2 in earlier sections. 

2.2.2.	 Ensure	national/sub-national	SDG	implementation	strategies	reflect	

the spirit of the 2030 Agenda

The various goals and targets of the 2030 Agenda are interlinked and 
interconnected. Further, the 2030 Agenda calls for a balance between 
the three pillars (social, economic and environmental) of sustainable 
development. As national advocates, it is critical to remind the 
government decision-makers of these principles and ensure their 
compliance as they embark upon the task of the localisation of the 
SDGs. 

Civil society at national level should ensure, through their advocacy, 
that government decision-makers use a holistic approach towards 
policymaking to implement the SDGs fully and effectively. Advocates 
can do so by reviewing government’s implementation strategies and 
by presenting policy and programmatic recommendations that uphold 
these principles. 

TIP
Civil society can also 
prepare an SDG
 implementation 
strategy that addresses 
these principles and the 
needs of locals contexts 
(see the exercise below), 
and lobby government 
decision-makers to 
adopt it and 
operationalise it. 

Advocates can 
develop such a 
strategy by holding 
multistakeholder 
consultations with 
the UN agencies.

FOR EXAMPLE, 
to meet the maternal health 
targets of SDG 3, it is critical 
to ensure that the country has 
an enabling legal system that 
prioritises maternal health and 
protects reproductive rights of 
women and girls. 

It is also critical to ensure that 
gender and social norms  that 
perpetuate harmful practices 
against women and girls are 
addressed through enabling 
legal and policy framework 
(also a target of SDG 5). 

Similarly, linkages of poverty 
and education (SDG 1 and 
SDG 4), including 
sexuality education, with 
maternal health should be 
explored and addressed in 
the relevant policies. 
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EXERCISE: WHAT WOULD AN IDEAL SDG IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGY LOOK 
LIKE FOR SDG 3, TARGET 3.7? 
Target 3.7 of SDG 3: By 2030, ensure universal access to sexual and reproductive health-care services, 
including for family planning, information and education, and the integration of reproductive health into 
national strategies and programmes 
 

STEP 1 
Define what “universal access to sexual and reproductive health-care” would look like? 
What will be the indicators of it?

STEP 2 
What do the current sexual and reproductive health-care programmes look like in your country? 
Prepare a baseline and identify the gaps. 

STEP 3 
Based on the identified gaps, identify the changes that need to happen to reach the target of 
“universal sexual and reproductive health-care”? Are there changes required in the policies? If no, are 
there changes required in the programmes? Is there a need to introduce new programmes to fully 
implement the existing policies? Is there a need for a bigger budget to fully implement the policies? 
Prepare concrete policy, programmatic and budgetary recommendations to address the gaps.

STEP 4
Are there any other SDG targets that need to be achieved to ensure full and effective implementation 
of target 3.7 (E.g some targets of SDG 5, SDG 10, etc.)? Do your policy, programmatic and budgetary 
recommendations take these interlinkages into account? 

2.2.3.	 Capacity	Strengthening	of	key	stakeholders	&	influencers

Even five years after the adoption of the 2030 Agenda, awareness about the SDGs and member states’ 
commitments to it remain fairly limited at national and sub-national level among key stakeholders such as 
parliamentarians, sub-national government bodies, civil society, NHRIs and media. National advocates should 
advocate with decision-makers in the government to raise awareness about the SDGs among key stakeholders and 
the general public on a continuous basis. Similarly, national advocates should raise awareness about SDGs, their 
government’s commitments, and SDGs monitoring processes among civil society and media to mobilise them and 
ensure their active engagement with the government in the localisation process. Please refer to tool 1 in the 
previous section for some tips on awareness-raising campaigns and interventions.

2.3. Monitoring of the implementation of SDGs at national level
Civil society can play a critical role in holding governments accountable when they fail to fulfill their commitments 
to 2030 Agenda. Regular monitoring and accountability at national and sub-national level is important to ensure 
full and effective implementation of SDGs. Monitoring can happen during the process of policymaking at national 
and sub-national level to ensure that the localisation process is in line with the spirit of the 2030 Agenda as well as 
during the implementation of SDGs at national and sub-national level to ensure governments are effectively 
implementing their strategies and have put in place formal mechanisms to collect data to measure and evaluate 
their programmes and to review them if and when needed. 

TIPS
FOR MONITORING INTERVENTIONS 

AT NATIONAL LEVEL

2
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COLLABORATE WITH PRINT AND ELECTRONIC 
MEDIA TO DO A PUBLIC AUDIT OF SDGS 
IMPLEMENTATION STATUS
Example: DAWN News, one of the largest English dailies in Pakistan, 
did an audit of Pakistan’s progress of SDGs in a series of special reports 
in 2017. The newspaper collaborated with UN agencies and think tanks 
to publish current status of implementation, identified gaps, and 
proposed a way forward to accelerate the implementation.  
https://www.dawn.com/news/1360165/sustainable-development-
how-far-has-pakistan-come-and-how-far-do-we-have-to-go

1

2

3

HOLD MULTI-STAKEHOLDER PUBLIC 
CONSULTATIONS WITH DECISION-MAKERS 
IN THE GOVERNMENT, UN AGENCIES, 
GENERAL PUBLIC AND MEDIA. 

PUBLISH ANNUAL SCORE CARDS AND CSO 
SPOTLIGHT REPORTS TO HIGHLIGHT THE GAPS 
IN THE IMPLEMENTATION AND TO RECOMMEND 
ACTIONS TO GOVERNMENT DECISION-MAKERS 
TO ACCELERATE IMPLEMENTATION. 
These scorecards and spotlights can be published online or through 
a press release/press conference. For more inspiration, see this tool: 
https://action4sd.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/12/A4SD-Peo-
ples-Scorecard-Toolkit-1.pdf
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RHRN’S PAKISTAN’S ENGAGEMENT WITH THE VNR PROCESS

Meaningful engagement with government stakeholders at national level for the VNR:

The RHRN Pakistan platform held a CSO consultation with the National Parliamentarian SDGs 
Taskforce - a national body composed of parliamentarians that provides oversight for SDGS 
implementation in the country - to share policy recommendations to localise SDG3 and SDG5. 
The platform also reviewed the draft VNR state-report and signed a Memorandum of Understanding 
(MoU) with the Taskforce for continued multi-stakeholder partnership to discuss and review the progress 
in implementing the SDGs. The convener of the Parliamentary Taskforce on SDGs suggested that the 
platform entered into a MoU with the Taskforce on a Federal level. Based on that MoU the provincial Task 
Forces will also engage with the RHRN platform and keep them abreast of all their activities. 
The Parliamentary Task Force and UNDP showed willingness to continue engaging with RHRN Pakistan 
platform members in future public consultation. These engagements and advocacy efforts at country 
level provided critical opportunities to the platform to provide input to state VNR report and to build
 relationships for continued advocacy at national and provincial/sub-national level around SDGs 
implementation at country level.

At	the	Asia	Pacific	Forum	on	Sustainable	Development	(APFSD):

Three platform members from RHRN Pakistan attended the APFSD and the Youth Forum, held prior to 
the APFSD. The forum provided a platform to youth advocates from the region to put forward their 
recommendations for accelerated actions towards SDGs implementation in the region. 

These recommendations were shared at the Asia Pacific Forum on Sustainable Development (APFSD) 
by a young trans woman advocate from RHRN Pakistan in an oral statement. APFSD is a regional 
intergovernmental meeting that takes place every year prior to HLPF to take stock of SDGs 
implementation in the region. Similar regional foras are also held in other regions annually. 

Dialogue	with	the	government	stakeholders	at	the	High-level	Political	Forum	(HLPF):

A young advocate from the platform with support from Rutgers and ARROW attended the High Level 
Political Forum at the UN in New York from 9-18 July 2019 as part of a bigger group of RHRN advocates 
from countries up for VNR. The advocates with the use of their shadow-reports filled in surveys of the 
Women’s major group in the preparation of their VNR in June 2019. The Women’s Major Group is the official 
participant in the United Nations processes on Sustainable Development with over 500 CSO members. 
The Major Group and Other Stakeholders VNR taskforce, despite large competition from other NGOs, 
selected a young advocate from RHRN Pakistan to give a statement on behalf of all civil society in 
Pakistan during the VNR. Her statement included the need to break gender stereotypes, ending workplace 
sexual harassment, the need for an anti-discrimination legislation prohibiting discrimination against 
women, young people, religious minorities and sexual and gender minorities. Afterwards she was 
approached by the government for a follow-up meeting in Pakistan on the SDGs. 

DO YOU WANT TO LEARN MORE ABOUT VOLUNTARY NATIONAL REVIEW AND 
CSO SPOTLIGHTS? PLEASE REFER TO ADDITIONAL RESOURCES BELOW: 
 » Together 2030. (2018). Voluntary National Reviews Engaging in national implementation and review of the   

 2030 Agenda and the Sustainable Development Goals – a civil society quick guide. Retrievable from:  
 https://www.together2030.org/wp-content/uploads/2018/10/Voluntary-National-Reviews-quick-guide- 
 for-civil-society_Oct2018.pdf
 » TAP Network. Publishing Civil Society SDG Spotlight Reports. Retrievable from:  

 https://sdgaccountability.org/working-with-informal-processes/publishing-civil-society-sdg-spotlight-reports/

You can learn about regional fora here

Voluntary National Review
The 2030 Agenda itself calls member states to report on the SDGs implementation status at national and 
sub-national levels through a formal mechanism called “Voluntary National Review (VNR)”. Through VNR, member 
states present an update on the status of SDGs implementation, gaps and challenges at the High-level Political 
Forum on Sustainable Development (HLPF). The VNR process offers an opportunity for a dialogue and exchange 
of learnings between member states on shared challenges. However, it is a “voluntary” review process and member 
states are not mandated to report periodically. But despite its voluntary nature, the VNR process remains critical 
as it offers an opportunity to hold governments accountable in a global intergovernmental space and present 
recommendations to accelerate the SDGs implementation process and to address the gaps. Details about VNR, 
HLPF and regional review processes such as the Regional Forum on Sustainable Development can be found in 
RHRN’s toolkit titled, “Effective SRHR Advocacy Using the 2030 Agenda: A Youth-friendly Guide”.

2 2
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UN COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN (CSW) AND 
UN COMMISSION ON POPULATION AND DEVELOPMENT (CPD)
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3.1.  What is the UN Commission on the Status of Women (CSW)?  
 And why should advocates engage with it? 
The UN Commission on the Status of Women (CSW) is the main global intergovernmental body exclusively 
dedicated to the promotion of gender equality and women’s empowerment by setting global standards through 
Agreed Conclusions. UN member states, women’s rights organisations, and other civil society groups as well as UN 
entities gather at the UN headquarters in New York every year to agree on policy standards for gender equality and 
to discuss progress and gaps in the implementation of the 1995 Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action 
including emerging issues that impact on the achievement of gender equality and the empowerment of women. 
Since the adoption of the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in 2015, the Commission also contributes 
to the follow-up to the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development in order to accelerate the realisation of gender 
equality and women’s empowerment (ECOSOC resolution 2015/6).

WHERE CAN YOU FIND CSW “AGREED CONCLUSIONS”?
 » You	can	find	“Agreed	Conclusions”	from	previous	CSWs	at	UN	Women’s	webpage	on	CSW:	 

 https://www.unwomen.org/en/csw/outcomes. 
 » You	can	find	helpful	tips	for	engagement	with	CSW	in	the	toolkit	prepared	by	CHOICE	for	Youth	&	Sexuality	here:		

 https://www.youthdoit.org/assets/Uploads/CSW-Factsheet-DEF-04-1.pdf
 » Additional	tips	on	effective	engagement	with	CSW	and	Beijing+25	review	processes	can	be	found	in	this	 
	 toolkit	prepared	by	WECF	for	young	feminists:	 

 https://www.wecf.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/04/SystemChange_9-komprimerad.pdf

3.2. What is the UN Commission on Population and Development (CPD)?  
 And why should advocates engage with it?
The UN Commission on Population and Development (CPD) was developed in 1946 as the Population Commission 
and was renamed by the General Assembly in 1994. CPD is responsible for assessing progress on implementation 
of the 1994 ICPD Programme of Action (ICPD PoA) at the national, regional and international levels. 
The CPD meets annually at UN Headquarters in New York and UN member states are required to report on progress 
on implementation status of ICPD PoA in their respective countries. CPD also adopts resolutions with an aim to 
provide global standards to UN member states on implementation of specific themes of the ICPD PoA. 

WHAT IS THE
NAIROBI SUMMIT? 

2019 marked the 25th
 anniversary of the ICPD PoA. 
 
UNFPA, in collaboration with 
the governments of Kenya and 
Denmark, convened a global 
Summit in Nairobi, Kenya, with 
an aim to commemorate the 25th 
anniversary of the PoA and to 
invite governments from across 
the world to reiterate their 
commitments and support to 
the ICPD PoA. 

The Summit resulted in 
individual government 
commitments towards policy 
and programmatic actions to 
fully implement the PoA. 
The Summit also adopted a 
statement that called for 
accelerated action towards the 
full and effective implementation 
of ICPD PoA. 

WHERE CAN YOU FIND CPD RESOLUTIONS AND THE NAIROBI SUMMIT 
COMMITMENTS
 » You	can	find	CPD	resolutions	at	the	UN	DESA’s	website	here:	 

 https://www.un.org/en/development/desa/population/commission/resolutions/index.asp
 » You	can	find	the	individual	commitments	of	countries,	issued	at	the	Nairobi	Summit,	here:	 

 https://www.nairobisummiticpd.org/commitments
 » Learn helpful tips on engagement with the CPD from this youth-friendly fact sheet prepared by CHOICE for  

 Youth and Sexuality:	https://www.youthdoit.org/assets/Uploads/CHOICE-CPD-Factsheet-1.pdf
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LOBBY WITH RELEVANT DECISION-MAKERS TO DEVELOP A FRAMEWORK FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF THE CSW/CPD OUTCOME DOCUMENTS 
Use different advocacy interventions to lobby decision-makers to develop a framework for the implementation of CSW “Agreed Conclusions”/CPD “resolutions”. Advocates can employ a range of outreach efforts such as 
bilateral meetings with the government decision-makers at national and sub-national level, multi-stakeholder consultations with UN agencies, relevant ministries, parliamentarians and media. An important stakeholder and 
influencer for national level advocacy around CSW is the national commission on (the status of) women/NCSW. These commissions are mandated to coordinate and provide oversight to the government's efforts towards 
the implementation of the Beijing Declaration and the CSW Agreed Conclusions. Similarly, Planning Commissions are important stakeholders for advocacy around CPD. Advocates should engage NCSW and national 
Planning Commissions in their national outreach and advocacy interventions. 

MONITOR THE IMPLEMENTATION STATUS AND GAPS  
Hold multi-stakeholder public meetings with government decision-makers, parliamentarians, NCSW, UN agencies, media, and the general public to monitor the implementation status of CSW Agreed Conclusions and the 
Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action. NCSWs are mandated to undertake routine monitoring of the implementation status of the Beijing Declaration and produce reports periodically (annually or every five years for 
the five-year review cycles of Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action). Advocates can collaborate with NCSWs to contribute to their report and present recommendations for full attainment of gender equality and 
empowerment of women through effective implementation of CSW Agreed Conclusions and the Beijing Declaration. Advocates could also produce “NGO shadow reports” to highlight the current status of gender equality 
and make policy, programmatic and administrative recommendations to address the gaps. Similar, multi-stakeholder meetings can be organised to monitor the implementation of CPD resolutions and ICPD PoA. UNFPA 
country offices are important stakeholders to engage for national level monitoring around implementation of ICPD PoA and CPD resolutions.
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PUBLICISE GOVERNMENT’S COMMITMENTS AND GENERATE PUBLIC SUPPORT TO AMPLIFY YOUR ADVOCACY 
Advocates can implement public campaigns to create awareness about the implementation status of the Beijing Declaration and Platform for Action and CSW Agreed Conclusions as well as ICPD PoA and CPD 
resolutions among the larger public to generate support and public pressure for accelerated efforts towards full realisation of gender equality and empowerment of women. Public awareness campaigns would also 
ensure that the larger public has knowledge of the government's international human rights and development commitments and they demand the government to fulfill their commitments. Please refer to tool 1 in the 
earlier sections for tips and strategies around public awareness campaigns.

BUILD SYNERGIES AND LINKAGES BETWEEN DIFFERENT INTERNATIONAL HUMAN RIGHTS AND DEVELOPMENT ACCOUNTABILITY FRAMEWORKS 
AT COUNTRY LEVEL 
Through the international human rights and development frameworks, the ultimate aim is to ensure that governments across the world respect, protect and fulfill their promises and commitments towards human rights 
of all people and sustainable development by adopting laws and policies and implementing programmes that would translate these promises and commitments into realities. As such, these international human rights 
and development accountability frameworks provide additional tools to national advocates to amplify their lobbying messages and interventions at country level. Advocates should strive to build synergies between 
these accountability efforts at country level. For example, by implementing public campaigns on dedicated days like Human Rights Days to put forward coherent and holistic recommendations, drawn from the 
recommendations, Concluding Observations and Agreed Conclusions.  

3.3. TOP 5 THINGS ADVOCATES CAN DO AFTER THE CSW AND CPD

TRANSLATE THE CSW/CPD OUTCOME DOCUMENTS INTO COUNTRY-SPECIFIC POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS 
"Agreed Conclusions" of CSW and CPD “resolutions” provide global standards that member states politically commit to implement at country level. National advocates should translate these standards into country-specific 
policy recommendations for their advocacy with the government decision-makers to ensure their advocacy messages address local needs. For example, let's look at the recommendations on birth registration in the "Agreed 
Conclusions" from CSW62 that calls member states to guarantee universal birth registration including in rural areas. Implementation of this recommendation would require different policy and programmatic measures in 
different countries as each country has different demographic, socio-cultural and administrative needs. 



LOCALISING HUMAN RIGHTS ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMS LET’S DO THIS, RIGHT HERE RIGHT NOW LOCALISING HUMAN RIGHTS ACCOUNTABILITY MECHANISMLET’S DO THIS, RIGHT HERE RIGHT NOW 

3

DO YOU WANT TO LEARN MORE ABOUT CSW AND CPD? PLEASE REFER TO 
THESE HELPFUL RESOURCES:
 » NGO Committee on the Status of Women. (2020). A Guide for NGOs and Women’s Human Rights Advocates  

 at the UN and CSW.  
 Retrievable from: https://ngocsw.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/02/NGO-Main-Guide-2020-1.pdf
 » Outright International. (2018). The Agreed Conclusions Process Explained.  

 Retrievable from: https://outrightinternational.org/content/guide-agreed-conclusions
 » UNFPA’s	ICPD25	Youth	Engagement	Toolkit.	(2019):	https://www.nairobisummiticpd.org/sites/default/files/	

 files/ICPD25%20Youth%20Engagement%20Toolkit%281%29.pdf
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