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Annex 1

Section D: THE BACKLOG OF REPORTS

Trend Lines (Straight Line Approx.) of Average Backlog Time for All
Committees
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Trend Lines (straight line approx.) of Average Backlog Time for all Committees
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Average Backlog Time for CERD
(Time between when report is received and when it is considered)
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(Time between when reportis received and when it is considered)

Average Backlog Time for CCPR
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Average Backlog Time for CESCR
(Time between when report is received and when it is considered)
1 January 2000
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Average Backlog Time for CEDAW
(Time between when report is received and when it is considered)
1 January 2000
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Average Backlog Time (years)

Average Backlog Time for CAT
(Time between when report is received and when it is considered)
1 January 2000

35
3.0
2.5
2.0
15
1.0
0.5

0.0 |

1970

1971

1972

1973

1974

1975

1976

1977

1978

1979

1980

1981

1982

1983

1984

1985

1986

1987

1988

1989

1990

1991

1992

1993

1994

1995

1996

1997

1998

1999

‘ No. of Years

0.7

0.4

0.5

0.4

0.7

0.6

0.6

0.6

0.9

0.9

0.8

#29



Average Backlog Time (years)

Average Backlog Time for CRC #30

(Time between when report is received and when it is considered)
1 January 2000
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#33
Number of Backlogged Reports for CCPR

As of 31 December of that year
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Number of Backlogged Reports for CESCR

As of 31 December of that year
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Number of Backlogged Reports for CAT

As of 31 December of that year
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Number of Backlogged Reports for CRC

As of 31 December of that year
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