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Main issues at stake and challenges:
- In the case Karen Vertido v. The Philippines / Communication No. 18/ 2008
A government employee who was allegedly raped by her superior was subjected to negative stereotypes associated with rape victims during trial proceedings against the accused, which continued for eight years before resulting in an acquittal.
 The Committee held that the State improperly relied on sex-based stereotypes during the trial and failed to provide an effective remedy to the author. The State had an obligation to provide an effective remedy, which requires the fair, impartial, and timely adjudication of cases involving allegations of rape and other sexual offenses. 
The Committee recommended that the State provide the author with appropriate compensation, review the definition of rape under existing law to ensure that lack of consent is an essential element of the crime, and require training for judges, lawyers, and law enforcement officers on the crime of rape and other sexual offenses.
The Committee stressed that”…. stereotyping affects women’s right to a fair and just trial and that the judiciary must take caution not to create inflexible standards of what women or girls should be or what they should have done when confronted with a situation of rape based merely on preconceived notions of what defines a rape victim or a victim of gender-based violence, in general.”
Main issues: Judicial gender stereotyping/ with at least 7 harmful myths applied/; access to justice; the issue of consent. 
· In the case  R.P.B. v. The Philippines/ Communication No. 34/2011/ 
The author of the communication  in this case was a minor girl with disability- deaf and mute,  raped by a neighbour remained without protection by the court and any assistance and interpretation during the procedure.
· The Committee affirmed that “….judicial stereotyping affects women’s right to a fair and just trial” and that State party must “ ensure that all criminal proceedings involving rape and other sexual offences are conducted in an impartial and fair manner and free from prejudices or stereotypical notions regarding the victim’s gender, age and disability.” Assistance by the court is needed in such cases, the use of sign language and interpretation.
· Issues at stake: protection of minor victims, judicial stereotyping- gender stereotyping and in relation to disability, access to justice, issue of consent, multiple discrimination and obligation for assistance during the proceedings.
- Case of V.P.P. v. Bulgaria - Communication No. 31/2011 

The author, S.V.P, brought this case on behalf of her daughter, V.P.P. The author stated that V.P.P. at the age of 7 years was sexually assaulted by a man who lived in her neighbourhood. The court approved a suspended sentence in this case, because the crime was not considered a serious crime at the time it was committed.Despite the compensation ruled, existing laws did not allow for the effective execution of the court judgement. No real compensation from the perpetrator or from the state could be sought. Long- term consequences for the mental health of the victim were documented by health authorities.
The Committee recommended that the state ensure that all acts of violence against women and girls, especially rape, are defined, prosecuted, and punished in accordance with international standards; tht state provide a mechanism for adequate compensation for moral damages to victims of gender-based violence.
Main issues: Due Diligence of the State, compensation and reparation for rape and sexual assault, sexual violence against  minors. 
Other related cases of sexual harassment and with elements of sexual violence:

- Case of Abramova v Belarus- Communication No.  23/2009
The author was detained with other  women prisoners  but  all of the officers in the detention facility were men. When initially admitted, she was poked or touched and one guard threatened to strip her. The conditions of detention were poor, without adequate privacy in the cell when using the toilet, and the guards could observe the detainees in the course of private activities .

The Committee recommended ensuring that women prisoners are attended and supervised only by women officers , respect for women prisoners’ privacy and dignity , protection against  sexual harassment and discrimination. 

- Case of Jallow v. Bulgaria- Communication No. 32/2011
I.J. moved from Gambia to Bulgaria after her marriage with A.P., a Bulgarian national. Her husband became abusive toward her and subjected her to physical and psychological violence, including sexual abuse He attempted to force her to take part in pornographic films and pictures. He abused their minor daughter, M.A.P. as well. I.J. could not speak and write in Bulgarian.  Despite being called to the family home on numerous occasions and evident risks to Jallow and M.A.P, police only issued verbal warnings and no further measures were taken by authorities. The violent husband managed to obtain a protection order against the author. 
The CEDAW Committee found failure to investigate allegations of domestic violence, failure to take violence allegations into account when issuing an emergency protection order and awarding temporary custody of the child to the father, gender stereotyping and equal rights within marriage and family relations. 
Other issues: denied assistance and interpretation, intersectionality- discrimination in protection as a migrant woman, protection of minors from violence.
Missed opportunities for CEDAW Committee:
For ex. T.S. v. Russia- Communication No. 69/2014

CEDAW Committee ruled inadmissibility and did not consider re- victimization and effectiveness of domestic remedies.
Challenges  on the way forward:
· To  seek higher implementation level of  State obligations and Due Diligence in cases of sexual violence
· Addressing better prevention, appropriate services and encouraging reporting by victims and those at risk, with focus on particularly  vulnerable victims.
· Special attention to the procedural issues, namely assistance and protection of victims during the proceedings, competence and training of the judiciary and countering judicial stereotyping

· Addressing better long- term impact of rape and other forms of sexual violence on women an girls, with the specific implications for compensation and reparation

· For CEDAW case law and other legal cases with positive outcome for victims- to seek enforcement at higher rates and just compensation
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